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honourable  Member  for  North  Monaghan;  but,  considering  it  to  have  been  a 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Police  Officer,  does  not  think  it  necessary  to  proceed 
further  with  the  matter." —(ifr.  Attorney  OeneraL) 
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with  the  matter'  be  there  added." 
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should  be  taken  thereupon,  and  what  measures  should  be  taken  to  prevent  such 
occunenoes  in  thefature,"— ( Jfr.  John  MorUy,) 
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Mr.  Commins ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King-Harman)  , .  , .  . .     378 

Immiobation  of  Destitttte  Aliens— Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Eoreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Eergusson)     . .  . .  . .  . .  , ,     379 

Scotland — ^Distbess  in  the  Highlands— Question,  Mr.  Watt;   Answer, 

The  Lord  Adrocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)  . .  . .     379 

The  Houses  of  Pabuaicent — The  Police — Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     379 

Abmt — Entbanoe  Examination  at  Woolwioh — Question,  Mr.  De  Lisle; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .     880 

Befobmatoby  and  Industbial  Schools — Question,  Sir  William  Houlds- 
worth;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      • .  .  •  • .  .  ••  . .     380 

Ibish  Land  Commission — The  Sub-Commission  fob  Co.  Down — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)    • .  . .     381 

DiSTBBSS     AMONG     THE     LaBOUBING    ClASSES — APPOINTMENT    OF    A     BoYAL 

Commission — Questions,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Handel  Cossham ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .     882 

Scotland — Local  Govebnment — Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer, 

The  Eirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)       . .  . .     883 

Eaotoby  Acts— The  *'  Sweating  "  System  at  the  East  End  of  London 
— Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Eirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(ILr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ,.  ..  ..  ..383 

MOTIONS. 


Meeting  of  the  House  (Ash  Wednesday) — 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  wiQ  meet  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock,"— 
{Mr.  WiUiam  Henry  Smith) . .  . .  . .  . .     384 

Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  161,  Noes  91 ;  Majority  70.— 
(Di7.  List,  No.  2.) 

Business  of  the  House— 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Address  hare  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders 
of  the  Day,  and  To-morrow  of  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day,  —  {Mr. 
WiUi0m  Henry  Smith.) 
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%Vnxtw  in  Sttftfoer  to  f^er  iflSajoits'e  fHodt  ffitncious  Speecfi  [Adjourned 
Debate]  [Fourth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [Idth  February:]  —  Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — Debate 
returned  ,,  ..  ..  .,  ..     384 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr. 
J,  JB.  Mliia  0 — Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  further  adjoumod 
till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  Bill— Ordered  {Mr.  BareUy,  Mr.  Maekintosh,  Sir  Gearfe 

Balfour ,  Mr,  William  Hunter)\  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  116]  . .       475 

Borough  Funds  (Ireland)  BUI— Ordered  (Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  T,  D,  SuOivan,  Mr.  T. 

Harrington,  Mr.  E,  Dwytr  Oray) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  116]  . .      475 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  'BtRr-Coneidered  in  Committee :— Resolution 
agreed  to,  and  reported : — BUI  ordered  {Mr.  Bowen  Bowlande,  Mr,  Biehard,  Mr,  Thomas, 
Mr,  Thomcu  Ellist  Mr,  Lewis,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr,  Cossham,  Mr,  Bryn  Boberts,  Mr, 
C!Eir#«7)  ;  /7r««^fi/tf(f,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  117]  *•  ..476 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill— 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  put,  *'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  regnlating 
the^  Police  and  Sanitary  Administration  of  towns  and  populous  places,  and  for  facili- 
tating the  union  ef  Police  and  Aiunicipal  Administration  in  Burghs  in  Scotland,"^ 
{The  Lord  Advocate,) 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  122,  Noes  19  ;  Majority  103.~(Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Bill  ordered  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland,  Sir  Berber  t  Maxwell) ; 

/^Mm^^c^, and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  116]  ..  ..  ..475 

Liquor   Traffic   Local   Option   (Bngland)  BiU  — Considered  in  Committee:  — 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  reported ;— Bill  ordered  (Hr,  Allison,  Mr,  Jacob  Bright,  Mr, 
Burt,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr,  Caine,  Mr.  Jaeoby,  Mr,  Cossham,  Mr.  Henry  Wilson,  Mr, 
Oetavius  V.  Morgan) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  119]     . .  . .       4  76 

Mining  Accidents  Insurance  (Scotland)  Bill— Ordered  {Mr,  Baird,  Mr,  Ho  tier, 

Mr.  Vernon,  Mr,  Hugh  Elliot,  Mr.  Bruee) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  120]       476 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr.  Peter  McDonald,  Mr,  John  O'Connor,  Mr, 
Sexton,  Mr.  John  Barry,  Mr,  O'Hea,  Mr.  MCartan) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU  121]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       476 

Land  Law  (Wales  and  Monmouthshire)  BOH —  Ordered  {Mr.  Bryn  Boberts,  Mr, 

John  Boberts,  Mr.  Warmington,  Mr,  Bowen  Bowlands,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  122]      . .  . .  . .  .  •       476 

Foreshore  and  Fishery  Sights  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Maedonald  Cameron,  Mr.  Angus 

Sutherland,  Mr.  Wallaee,  Mr,  Hunter) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  123]    . .       476 

Agricultural  Tenants'  Improvement  Protection  BWi— Ordered  {Mr,  SeaU-Bayne, 

Mr.  Cobb,  Mr,  Thomas  Ellis,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 

time  [Bill  124]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       476 

Vagrants  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Charles  Aeland,  Sir  Bobert  Fowler,  Sir  John  Kennaway, 

Mr.  Harry  Davenport,  Mr.  Caine) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  12d]        . .      476 

[12.45.] 
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3l)l)rcsd  in  Sngtoer  to  f^er  ildnjests's  M^^^i  (Eranouss  Apeecfi    [Adjourned 

Debate]  [Fifth  Night]  — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [13tli  February:] — Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
^rords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate 
resumed  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     477 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (J/r. 
W.  0*^ff>n;)— Question  put,  and  agrefd  to  i^Dobeiie  further  adjourned 
till  To-morrow. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland  [Salary,  &c.]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — 3/oved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair," — (l/lr.  Secretary  Stanhope)      . .  . .  . .     631 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Personal  Property  (Exemption]  BUI- Ordered  {Mr.  Edmund  MoherUan,  Mr.  Hunter, 
Mr.  TUton,  Mr,  Cossham,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr,  M*£wan,  Mr,  Howorth) ;  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  [Bill  126]  . .  • .  . .  •  •      531 

Honsittg  of  Working  Claases  (London)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr.  Mobert  JReid,  Mr,  Broad' 

hunt,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr,  Zatcton) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  127]        631 

[6.60.] 
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Quber's  Speboh — ^Heb  Majesty's  Answbk  to  the  Address  reported      . .     632 

[_For  Lords'  Address — see  Appendix'} 

Committee  of  Seleotion  appointed : — List  of  the  Oommittee  . .     632 

STANDnra  Obdebs  Committee  appointed : — List  of  the  Committee  •  •     6S2 

Private  Bills — 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill  (No.  2)-- 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TA^  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisle)  . .     633 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday  the  16M  of  March  next. 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill  (No.  4)— 

•    Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%*  Lord  MerseheU)  . .     637 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Bangor  and  Warrenpoint) 

Bill  \k,u'}— Presented  {The  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur  ley) ;  read  1»  . .  . .      539 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  \v.,i..y-Tresented  {The  Earl  of  MiUtown)-,  read  1> 

(^'o.  13)  ..  ..  ..  ,.  540 

[6.O.] 
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SMteM  (n  9[n0fDer  to  f^ec  ilHaje0ts'0  JSost  <5tactau0  Sprecfi  [Adjoubned 
Debatb]  [Sixth  Night]  — 

Order  read,  for  resumiiig  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [13th  February:] — Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
TTords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Questioo :  " — Debate 
reiumed  . .  . .  . .  , .  . ,     666 

After  long  debate,  Moved^  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  :)^Que8tion  put,  and  agreed  to : — Jyehaie further  adfoumed 
till  To-morrow. 


MOTIONS. 


ICbtbopolitan  Board  of  Wobks— Motion  for  an  Abdrbss — 

Movidf  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki^,  and  into  the 
irregularities  which  are  alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  connection  therewith,  and  to 
assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will  concur  in  empowering  such  Commission  to 
take  evidence  on  oath,  to  compel  attendance  of  witnesses,  to  grant  certificates  of 
indemnity  to  witnesses  in  such  cases  as  may  be  desirable  and  proper,  and  to  call  for 
all  necessary  records  and  documents," — {Lord  Randolph  ChurthUl)   . .  . .     664 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  "  therewith,'*  to  insert  the  words  ''  and  also  in  the  transactions  of  such 
of  the  London  Vestries  and  District  Boards  as  the  Commissioners  may  deem  neces- 
sary,"— (Mr.  Broadhunt.) 

Question   proposed,   *<That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — After 
further  short  debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  39, 
Noes  130;  Majority  91.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BTAxmmQ  Ordebs — 
Oommittee  nominated : — ^list  of  the  Oommittee  . .  . .     690 

Bbleoiion — 
Ck)mmittee  nominated  r-^List  of  the  Oommittee  . .  •  •     690 

Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage  3111— Ordered  {Sir  Ropjr  Lethbrid^e,  Mr.    Bryoe, 

Mr,  Caine,  J)r,  Commintf  Colonel  Makint) ;  pre$entod,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  128]     590 

[2.50.] 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  17. 

AoRAEiAN  OiTTBAGES  (Ibelakd) — ^The  RsTURifs — Questioiis,  Earl  Spencer, 
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Business  op  the  House — 

Ordered^  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Address  have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders 
of  the  Day,  and  To-morrow  of  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day,  —  (i/r. 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


2liDtite00  tn  ainefoer.  to  %tx  iVajoUg'tf  iW00t  dixmnm  Speecfi  [Adjoubned 

Debate  [Ninth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [9th  February  :] 
— Question  again  proposed : — Debate  rMuma^^  ••  ..1010 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Address,  to  add  the  words—*'  Humbly  to  express  to  your  Majesty  our 
regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Your  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  the  acute  distress 
which  prevails  in  many  parts  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  to  tho  dis- 
turbances which  have  arisen  out  of  that  distress,  or  to  any  projected  remedial  legisla- 
tion intended  to  put  an  end  to  the  critical  state  of  matters  which  at  present  exists  in 

the  North  of  Scotland,"— ('O'**  ^«''»^<"*)  ••  ••  *•    1034 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — After  long 

debate,  Moved^  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Wallaoer) 

— Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put: — The  House   divided;   Ayes   133,   Noes   194; 

Majority  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 
Main  Question  again  proposed  ..  ..  ..1119 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Anderson  :)^ After 

short  debate,  Motion   agreed  to; — Debate  further  adjourned  till    Tq- 

morrow. 
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MOTIONS. 
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After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  JDe  Cohain^  Mr. 
JSeelemont,  Mr,  VNeill,  Mr.  Fentoieh) ;  preeented^  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU  138.] 

Wages  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leaye  (Ifi*.  i>#  C7o>0mi)  •  •  ••  ..  1121 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  (Ur,  De  Cobam^  Mr, 
Fenwick,  Mr,  Howell);  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  139.] 

Cbimival  Law  avd  Fbocsdure  (Ibelakd)  Act  (1887)  (Cases  Tried)— 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Return  of  Cases  tried  under  *  The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  up  to  the  18th  day  of  February, 
under  the  following  heads:— Date  of  Trial ;  Place  of  Trial ;  Names  of  Magistrates 
presiding ;  Name  and  age  of  accused ;  Date  when  offence  was  committed ;  Place 
where  offence  was  committed  ;  Nature  of  offence ;  Result  of  Trial ;  Sentence  (if  eon- 
▼icted) ;  whether  appealed  against ;  Date  when  Appeal  heard ;  Place  where  Appeal 
heard  ;  Name  of  Jui^^e  by  whom  Appeal  heard ;  Result  of  Appeal," — {Mr.  DiUwfn)  1133 

After  debate,  Qaestion  put : — The  Hoose  divided  ;  Ayes  92,  Noee  134  ; 
Majority  42.-.(Di7.  List,  No.  7.) 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  (No.  2)  Wl—Oriend  {Mr.  JCenyon,  Sir  John 

PuUston,  Mr.  SufeUnham,  Mr,  WaUh,  Admiral  Mayne) ;  prottntod,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  136]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1133 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  Bill— ^''^^''^  {Mr.  Fenwiek,  Mr.  WilUam  Crawford,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  William  Abraham  {Olamorgan),  Mr.  Fiekard,  Mr.  Arthtar  Aeland) ;  i^rv- 
eontid,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  137]  . .  . .  .  •     1133 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  Wl-^-Ordered  {Mr.  Maurieo  Boaly,  Mr.  Reynolds,  Mr.  0*Bem,  Mr. 

M*Cartan,  Mr.  0*Doherty) ;  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  140]  •  •     1134 

[a.4o.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBEUAET  22. 
ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


9ltrtiri00  in  %X{s6afx  to  l^er  iflSajestg'd  iWo0t  (Stacfoud  £peec]b  [Adjoubnxd 

Dbbatb]  [Tbhth  Nioht] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [9th  February  i] 
— Question  again  proposed : — Debate  reeumed  •  •  ..1134 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words,^**  Humhly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that,  owing  to  the  great  fall  in  the  value  of  agrioultoral  produce,  the  payment  of 
rents  in  ISooUand  fixed  before  such  fall  has  in  many  cases  become  impossible,  and 
that,  by  reason  of  many  landlords  not  having  made  any  redaction  of  rents  or  having 
made  reductions  wholly  inadsqaate,  great  loss,  in  some  cases  amounting  to  rain,  is 
being  incurred  by  occupiers  of  land,  and  to  pray  that,  by  the  creation  of  some 
competent  tribunal  or  otherwise,  steps  may  be  taken  to  relieve  the  occupiers  of  agri- 
cultural land  from  the  serious  consequences  above  mentioned,'* — {Mr.  Anderoon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — ^After  debate, 
Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  77,  Noes  190  :  Majority  113. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Addreu  in  Amwer  to  Her  M^etty'i  Mott  OraciouM  ^j)##0A— eontinaed. 

Ordered,  That  a  Oommittee  be  appointed  to  draw  up  the  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  upon  the  said  Resolution: — And  a  Oommittee  was  appointed  of,  —  Mr. 
Wharton,  Colonel  Duncan,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews, 
Secretary  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Lord  John  Manners,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach,  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  Mr.  Akers-Douglas ;  That  Three  be  the  quorum:— To  withdraw 
immediately. 

Ordered,  That  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  be 
referred  to  the  Committee. 

Thb  Address  in  Answxb  to  thb  Qusbn's  Sfxeoh — 

Beport  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and  second  time  . .  1172 

Amendment  proposedi 

At  the  end  of  paragraph  7,  to  insert  the  words—'*  Humbly  to  represent  to  Your 
Majesty  that  it  will  conduce  to  our  proper  appreciation  of  certain  of  the  subjects 
which  Her  Majesty  has  recommended  to  our  consideration,  if  we  can  be  informed 
that  no  Correspondence  has  been  exchanged  between  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the 
Government  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Italy,  containing  any  assurances  of  a  con- 
tractual character,^  which  would  constitute  a  binding  pact  upon  Her  Majesty's  actual 
Ministers  in  the  unfortunate  event  of  a  war  breaking  out  during  their  tenure  of 
oflSce  between  the  French  Republic  and  the  Kingdom  of  Italy,  or,  if  such  assurances 
have  been  given,  that  they  should  be  brought  to  our  knowledge," — {Mr,  Labouchere.) 

Question  proposed,    "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:"  —  After 

debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — After  farther  short  debate, 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (i/r.  Shaw  Lefevre:) 

— Question  put,   and  agreed  to: — Further  Proceeding  on  the  Beport 

of  the  Address  deferred  till  To-morrow, 


Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  Bill— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — ( Mr,  Anderson)     .  •  1195 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  *^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Mark  Stewart :)— After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leare,  with- 
drawn. 

Original  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  102,  Noes  190  ;  Ma- 
jority 88.— (Div.  List,  No.  9.) 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  68]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Dr.  Cameron)      . ,  1203 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  91,  Noes 
168 ;  Majority  77.— (Dir.  List,  No.  10.) 
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amendments  may  be  necessary  therein," — {Ur,  Edmund  ^obsrieon)  . .  . ,     1206 
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OBDEM     OF    THE    DAY. 


The  Addeess  in  Answeb  to  the  Queen's  Speech — Bepobt  [Adjoubned 
Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  Further  Proceedings  on  Beport  of  Address  •  •  1 254 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  paragraph  11,  to  insert  the  words, — ''That  thU  House  hamhly  expresses  to 
Her  Majesty  its  regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Year  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech  to  any  measure  for  Ireland  which  shall  deal  with  the  arrears  of  excessive 
a]i4  unjust  rents  which  have  accumulated  in  many  cases  during  the  last  two  years  of 
agricultural  depression  from  the  inability  of  tenants  to  pay  them,  and  which  shall 
prevent  the  wholesale  eviction  of  tenants  which  is  threatened  in  the  district  of 
Loughrea  and  Woodford." — {Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'l^hat  those  words  be  there  inserted:  " — After  long 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  186,  Noes  261; 
Majorily  75.— (Div.  List,  No.  11.^ 

Address  agreed  to : — ^To  be  presented  by  Privy  Oouncillors. 


MOTIONS. 


Supply— 

Beiohedy  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Oommittee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, — (J/r.  William 
Henry  Smith) 

"Ways  and  Means — 

Movedy  ''That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty," — {Mr,  William  Henry  iSmith)  ,,    1348 

After  short  debate^  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
VOL.  CCOXXII.        [third  sbbies.]         [   /    ] 
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and  equipment  of  Railways  in  India  through  the  agency  of  Companies  (Queen's 
Seeommendation  BigDited),**— {Sir  John  OoTMt)  ..  ..  ,,    ISfiO 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  [1.15.] 
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of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion  on  every  day  on  which  the  con- 
sideration of  those  Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Govemment,*'~(/lfr.  WiUiam  Rmry 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1332 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after  the  word 
"day,"  to  insert  the  words  **  except  Wednesdays," — {Mr.  Bradlaugh,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After 
further  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayos  150, 
Noes  247  ;  Majority  97. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  , ,  , ,  , ,    1 397 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Business  of  the  House   (Rui^s  of   Pkocedure)  —  I.  Sittings   of  the 
House— Resolution  [First  Night]— 

Moved,  *'  That,  unless  the  House  otherwise  order,  the  House  shall  meet  every  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  at  Three  of  the  clock,  and  shall,  unless  previously 
adjourned,  sit  till  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  when  the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House 
without  Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  originating  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  or 
unless  proceedings  made  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order,  or 
otherwise  exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  Standing  Order,  be  then  under  con- 
sideration : 

That  at  Eight  of  the  clock  the  Speaker  or  Chairman,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  suspend 
the  Bitting  by  leaving  the  Chair  until  Nine  of  the  clock.  If,  after  the  resumption  of 
business,  at  Nine  of  the  clock,  and  before  a  quarter-past  Nine,  notice  be  taken  that 
40  Members  are  not  present,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall,  unless  40  Members  are 
sooner  present,  suspend  the  sitting  until  a  quarter-past  Nine,  when  he  shall  count  the 
House  or  Committee. 

That  at  half-an-hour  after  midnight  on  Mondays,  Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Fridays, 
except  as  aforesaid,  and  at  half -past  Five  of  the  clock  on  Wednesdays,  the  proceedings 
on  any  business  then  under  consideration  shall  be  interrupted ;  and,  if  the  House  be 
in  Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  leave  the  Chair,  and  make  his  report  to  the 
House  ;  and  if  a  J\Iotion  has  been  proposed  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  or  of 
the  Debate,  or  in  Committee  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the 
ChaiTj  every  such  dilatory  Motion  shall  lapse  without  Question  put ;  and  the  business 
then  under  consideration,  and  any  business  subsequently  appointed,  shall  be  appointed 
for  the  next  day  on  which  the  Hlouse  shall  sit,  unless  the  Speaker  ascertains  by  the 
preponderance  of  voices  that  a  Majority  of  the  House  desires  that  such  business  should 
be  deferred  until  a  later  day : 

Provided  always.  That  on  the  interruption  of  business  the  Closure  may  be  moved,  and  if 
moved,  or  if  proceedings  under  the  Closiire  Rule  be  then  in  progress,  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  shall  not  leave  the  Chair,  until  the  Questions  consequent  thereon,  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Rule  *  Closure  of  Debate,'  have  been  decided  : 

That  after  the  business  under  consideration  at  half -past  Twelve,  and  half- past  Five  re- 
spectively, has  been  disposed  of,  no  Opposed  Easiness  shall  be  taken ;  and  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  the  close  of  the  Sitting  shall  stand  for  the  next  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit : 

That  a  Motion  may  be  made  b^  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  at  the  commencement  of  Public 
Business,  to  be  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate,  to  the  following  effect : 
*That  the  proceedings  on  any  ^specified  Business  if  under  discussion  at  half- past 
Twelve  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  *  Sittings  of  the 
House : ' 

Provided  always,  That  after  any  Business  exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  Resolu- 
tion is  disposed  of,  the  remaining  Business  of  the  Sitting  shall  bo  dealt  with  according 
to  the  provisions  applicable  to  business  taken  after  half -past  Twelve  o'clock," — {Mr. 
Wiiliam  Henry  Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1400 

After  debate,  AmeDdment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  words  <*  otherwise  order,"  to  insert  the  words  **  the  Standing  Orders 
relating  to  Wednesday  Sittings  shall  no  longer  apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Wednesday, 
but  shall  apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  and  the  Standing  Orders  relating  to  Fridays 
shall  no  longer  apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  but  shall  apply  to  the  Sittings  on 
Wednesday,  and," — {Mr.  Labouchere)  ..  ..  ••1428 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — ^After 
further  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  105, 
Noes  167;  Majority  62. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  •  •    H32 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  after  the  word  "  at,"  to  insert  the  words 
"half-past,"— (l/r.Xfl^jtttf^<T<f)  ..  ..  ..1436 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  *  half -past'  be  there  inserted :  " — 
After  debate.  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  100,  Noes 
214;  Majority  114.— (Div.  List,  No.  14.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  84,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  One  of  the 
clock  a.m.,"  and  to  insert  the  words  "  half-past  Eleven  of  the  clock 
^.m.,^'^{Mr.  Brottdhuret)    ..  ..  ..  ..   H44 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  omit  from  the  proposed  New  Kule  lines  8  to  13 
inclusive,— (J/r.  William  Henry  Smith)     .,  ..  ..   1447 

Question,  '<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  new  Bule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Hule  I,  line  14,  to  omit'  the  words  "  half-an- 
hour  after,'*— (ITr.  William  R$nry  Smith)  "  . .  . .   1448 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Kule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  intermpted,**  to  the  word  <*  day,"  in  line  So, 
inclnsive,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  the  Question  then  under  conaideration 
shall  ho  put,  unless  nt  the  times  hefore  mentioned  a  Motion  shall  he  made  *•  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned/  which  Motion  shall  he  decided  without  Amendment  or 
Debate.  If  such  Motion  be  resolved  in  the  affirmative,  the  Business  under  considera- 
tion shall  sti^nd  adjourned  until  the  next  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit.  If  the 
Motion  be  resolved  in  the  negative,  the  Question  under  consideration  shall  be  pat 
forthwith,"— (Afr.  Doiwi/rf  CVstp/brrf)  ..  ..  ..   H49 

Question, 

<'  That  the  words,  'and,  if  the  House  be  in  Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  leave  the 
Chair,  and  make  his  Report  to  the  House ;  and  if  a  Motion  has  been  proposed  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Debate,  or  in  Committee,  That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave,  the  Chair,  that  every  such  dilatory  Motion  shall  lapse 
without  Question  put ;  and  the  Business  then  under  consideration,  and  any  Business 
subsequently  appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for  the  next  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  inline  23,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''sit"  to 
the  word  **  day,"  in  line  25,  inclusive, — {Mr.  Franeie  Powell)  • .  1450 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  29,  after  the  word  ''  thereon,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  and  on  any  further  Motion," — {Mr,  Leonard  Courtney)  , .   1451 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — ^Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  half-past," — 
{Mr.  William  Henry  Smtth).  . .  . ,  . .   1461 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  'half-past'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  35,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Grown,"— (ifr.  Buchanan)  ,,  . ,  . .   1455 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown '  stand 
part  of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  line  38,  leave  out  "  half-past,"— (ifr.  William 
Henry  Smith)  , ,  . .  , .  . .   1467 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Eule :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  •— "  That  whenever  the  House  is  in 
Committee  at  half -past  Twelve  of  the  clock  a.m.  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  may,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Speaker,  take  the  Chair  as  Deputy 
Speaker,  for  the  purpose  of  concluding  the  Business  of  the  Sitting,"—  {Mr.  Howorth)    \  468 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added:  "—After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words — **  That  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  do  take  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  when  requested  so  to  do  hy  Mr.  Speaker 
without  any  formal  communication  to  the  House.  And  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  nominate, 
at  the  commencement  of  every  Session,  a  panel  of  not  more  than  five  Members  to  act 
as  temporary  Chairmen  of  Committees  when  requested  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means," — {Mr.  Labouchen)  ..  ••  ..  '-HSS 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — After  aliort 
debate,  Qaestion  put,  and  ai^reed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — **  That  if,  dnrinff  the  first  quarter  of 
an  hour  after  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  has  returned  to  the  Chair,  notice  be  taken 
that  40  Members  are  not  present,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall,  unless  40  Members 
are  sooner*  present,  suspend  the  Sitting  until  the  termination  of  the  said  quarter  of 
an  hour,  when  he  shall  count  the  House  or  the  Committee,"— (ifr.  LaboucKere)        . .   1 459 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leaye,  mthdrawn. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
East  Ini>ia  [Pubohase  and  Oonstbuotion  of  Bailways] — 

Besolutions  «oii«t«K9rtf<f  in  Committee     ••  ..  «,  ,.    1462 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Business  o:f  the  House  (Eules  of  Procedure) — 11.  Closure  of  Debate 
— Eesolution  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Second  Night] — 

Moved,  "  That  Qaestions  for  the  Closure  of  Debate  under  Standing  Order  XI Va.  shall 
he  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a  DiTision  be  taken,  it  appears  by  the  numbers 
declared  from  the  Chair  that  not  less  than  One  Hundred  Members  voted  in  the  Ma- 
jority in  support  of  the  Motion." — (Mr,  W.  H,  Smith)  . ,  ••1657 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  Provided  always  that  should  the  Question 
for  the  Closure  of  Debate  bo  decided  in  the  negative,  no  similar  Motion  shall  be 
made  on  the  same  Question  until  after  the  time  of  two  hours  has  elapsed^" — {Mr. 
Dilltoyn)  ..  ..  .«  ••  ..    1639 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed  . .  •  •  . ,   1660 

After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  256,  Noes  131; 
Majority  122. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .   1674 

Resolved,  That  Questions  for  the  Closure  of  Debate  under  Standing  Order  XIVa.  shall 
be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a  Division  be  taken,  it  appears  by  the  numbers 
declared  from  the  Chair  that  not  less  than  One  Hundred  Members  voted  in  the  Ma- 
jority in  support  of  the  Motion. 

m. — Disorderly  Conduct. 

Movedy  <<  That  Mr.  Sneaker  or  the  Chairman  do  order  Members  whose  conduct  is  grossly 
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or  the  Chairman  deems  that  his  powers  under  this  Standing  Order  are  inadequate,  he 
may  name  such  Member  or  Members  in  pursuance  of  the  Standing^  Order  (Order  in 
Debate),  or  he  may  call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge  upon  the  conduct  of  such  Member 
or  Members. 
"  Provided  always,  That  Members  who  are  ordered  to  withdraw  under  this  Steading 
Order,  or  who  are  suspended  from  the  Service  of  the  House  under  the  Standing  Order 
(Order  in  Debate),  shall  forthwith  withdraw  from  the  precincts  of  the  House,  subject, 
however,  in  the  case  of  such  suspended  Members,  to  the  proviso  in  that  Standing  Order 
regarding  their  service  on  Private  Bill  Committees,'' — (Jfr.  W.  S.  Smith)  ..  1677 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to  leaye  out  from  the  words 
'*  Order  in  Debate  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,— (5fr  Lyon  Playfair)     1689 

After  further  short  debate,  Question  put, 

*'  That  the  words  '  or  he  may  call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge  upon  the  conduct  of  such 
Member  or  Members,  provided  always,  That  Members  who  are  ordered  to  withdraw 
under  this  Standing  OMer,  or  who  are  suspended  from  the  Service  of  the  House  undv 
tiie  Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  shall '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  135,  Noes  85;  Majority  50.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  18.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  12,  after  the  word  ''shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  *4f  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  so  direct," — {Mr,  Whiihread)     1696 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted:"  —  After 
short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  89,  Noes  117  ; 
Majority  28.— (Dir.  List,  No.  19.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  House  "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "  and  shall,  ipso  facto,  be  exempted  for  the  same  period  from  service 
on  Committees," — (Sir  Henry  Tyler)  ••  ••  ..1700 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  134,  Noes  74;  Ma- 
jority 60. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  .  •  • .  1703 

IV. — Iebblevancb  OB  Eepetition. 

Moved,  **  That  Mr,  Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  after  having  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  or  of  the  Committee  to  the  conduct  of  a  Member  who  persists  in  irreleyanoe  or 
tedious  repetition  either  of  his  own  arguments,  or  of  the  arguments  ased  by  other 
Members  in  Debate,  may  direct  him  to  oiscontinue  his  speech,*^' — {Mr,  W,  IS,  Smith)   1705 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  *'  if  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  that  a 
Member  is  addressing  the  House  with  continued  irrelevance,  or  tedious  repetition,  or 
that  he  is  unduly  and  unnecessarily  prolonging  Debate  and  arresting  the  Progress  of 
Public  Business,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  may  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee. 

*'  Thereupon  any  Member,  rising  in  his  place,  may  claim  to  move,  That  the  Member  in 
possession  of  the  House  be  no  longer  heard. 

'<  Such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith  without  Amendment  or  Debate,  unless  the  Mem- 
ber in  possession  of  the  House  elects  to  discontinue  his  speech,  in  which  case  he  may 
so  inform  the  Speaker,  or  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  the  Question  shall  not 
be  put. 

*'^A  Member  who  is  put  to  silence  under  this  Bule  by  order  of  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee is  thereby  prevented,  on  the  first  occasion,  from  taking  part  in  any  Debate 
during^  the  remainder  of  that  Sitting  ;  on  the  second  occasion  during  a  week  ;  and  on 
the  third,  or  any  subsequent  occasion,  during  a  month  from  the  time  when  such 
order  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  has  been  made,"— ( Afr.  Chaplin)  . .   1709 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  '  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  after  having  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  or  of  the  Committee  to  the  conduct  of  a  Member  who  persists  in 
irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition,'  stuid  part  of  the  Question." 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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shall  be  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House, 
during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  is 
an  abuse  of  the  Hules  of  the  House,  he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question  thereupon 
from  the  Chair,  or  he  may  decline  to  propose  the  Question  thereupon  to  the  House," — 
{Mr,  IT.  H,  Smith)    .,  ...  ..  ..  ..    1713 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''Ohair"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question, — {Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowler)  . .  . .    1713 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:"  —  After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  214,  Noes  112  ;  Majority  10?.— (Div.  List,  No.  22.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

VI. — Government  Business. 

Movedf  **  That,  on  days  on  which  Government  business  has  priority,  the  Government 
may  arrange  such  Government  business,  whether  Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of 
Motions,  in  such  order  as  they  may  think  fit," — {Mr.  W.  S,  Smith)  , .    1720 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

YH. — CoMMittEEs  OF  THE*  Whole  Hot&E. 

Movid,  '*  That  whenever  an  Order  of  the  Day  is  read  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  (not  being  a  Oommittee  to  consider  a  Message  from  the  Crown,  or  the 
Committee  of  Supply,  or  of  Ways  and  Means),  Mr.  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair 
without  putting  any  Question,  and  the  House  shall  thereupon  resolve  itself  into  such 
Committee,  umess  Notice  of  an  Instruction  thereto  has  been  given,  when  such  In- 
struction shall  be  first  disposed  of," — {Mr.  W*  H,  Smith)  . ,  , .    1721 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

VIII. — ^Amendments  on  Hefobt. 

Sesolvtd,  That  upon  the  Report  stage  of  any  Bill  no  Amendment  may  be  proposed, 
whicii  could  not  have  been  proposed  in  Committee  without  an  Instruction  from  the 
House,-  (Jfr.  W.  S.  Smith.) 

IX. — Divisions. 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of 
the  House  or  Committee,  by  caUing  upon  the  Members  who  support,  and  who  chal- 
lenge his  decision,  successively  to  rise  in  their  places ;  and  he  shall  thereupon,  as 
he  thinks  fit,  either  declare  the  determination  of  the  House  or  Committee,  or  name 
TeUers  for  a  Division,"— (-»'>••  ^'  ^"  ^»^*)  •  •  •  ^  . .    1 722 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  *'and,"  to  omit  the  words  "he  shall  thereupon,  as  he  thinks 
fit,  either,"  and  insert  the  words  **  if  the  minority  be  less  than  40  he  shall  at  his 
discretion,"— (Jfr.  IT.  H.  Fowler)      .,  . .  . .  . .    1723 

Question  proposed,  *'Tbat  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ^'That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  be  in  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  take  the  Vote  of 
the  House  in  the  following  manner : — ^He  shall,  on  his  decision  being  challenged, 
forthwith  order  the  doors  to  be  closed,  whereupon  he  shall  call  upon^  the  Members 
who  support  or  who  challenge  his  decision  successively  to  rise  in  their  places,  and 
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he  shall  proceed  to  count  them  one  by  one  in  an  audible  Toice.  At  the  conclusion  of 
such  count  he  ahall  declare  the  determination  of  the  House  or  Committee.  Provided 
always,  that  on  any  Member  declaring  himself  doubtful  of  the  accuracy  of  such 
count,  and  calling  for  a  Division,  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  shall  name  Tellers 
for  a  Division/*—  (Mr.  T.  F.  Gili)     . .  . .  . .  . .  1724 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  '  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of 
the  House  or  Committee  by  calling  upon  the  Members  who  support,  and  who  challenge 
his  decision,  successively  to  rise  in  their  places  ;  and,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — {Mr, 
Jfradlauffh  :)—QaeBiion  put,  and  agreidtoi — ^Debate  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow* 

MOTIONS. 


Speeches  in  Parliament  Bill  —  Orders  {Mr,  Atkinson,  Sir  John   Kennaicay,  Mr. 
JUaelure,  Mr,  Howard  Vincent) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  149]  ..    1731 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Seamen's  Votes)  BiU— Ordered  {Mr,  Atkinson^  Sir 

George  Baden-Powell,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr,  Brookjield,  Marqueu  of  Carmarthen, 
Sir  James  Corry,  Sir  Donald  Currie,  Colortel  Duncan,  Mr.  Donkin,  Sir  Bobert  Fowler, 
Mr.  Orotrian,  Mr.  Qourley,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Kitty,  Sir  Charles  Palmer,  Sir  John 
Pulesion,  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Mr.  Thomas  Sutherland,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson, 
Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinek) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  150]  . .    1731 

Intestates  Estates  Wl-^Ordered  {Mr.  Ambrose) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[BiUlSl]  ..  .,  „  ..  ..    17S1 

[12.0.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUAET  29. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

BUBINKSS     OF     THE     HorSE     (EuLES     OF     PbOCEDUBB)   —  IX.   DIVISIONS  — 

Besoltttion  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Third  Nioht] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
[28tli  February :]— Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  *Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote 
of  the  House  or  Committee  by  calling  upon  the  Members  who  support,  and  who 
challenge  his  decision,  successively  to  rise  in  their  places ;  and,*  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

J^ob^iQ  resumed  .,  ,,  .,  ,.  ..1732 

After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  "may,"  to  insert  the 
words  ''after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes  as  indicated  by  the  sand-glass," 
—{Mr.  Henry  ff.  Fowler)      ..  ,,  ..  ..   1754 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

I^  J»n©  1,  to  omit  the  words  "  at  his  discretion,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  if  he 
shall  he  of  opinion  that  a  Division  is  called  for  dilatory  or  ohatructive  purposes."— 
{Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)   ..  ..  ./  ....    1754 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Eule :  "—Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  to  leave  ovt  the  words  *'  at  his  discretion,"  in  order  to  insert  "  if  in  his  opi- 
nion the  Diyision  is  friyoloasly  or  vezatiously  claimed," — {Mr.  Shaw  Lefevrt)  . .    1754 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  *  at  his  discretion '  stand  part  of  the 
Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived: — ^Words 
inserted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Main  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  And,  in  oase  there  is  no  Division, 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall  declare  to  the  House,  or  the  Committee,  the  number  of 
the  Minority  who  had  challenged  his  decision,  and  their  names  shall  be  thereupon 
taken  down  in  the  House,  and  printed  with  the  lists  of  Divisions," — {Mr.  W.  H, 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1760 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  "  —  After  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed  , .  . .  • .   1762 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  236, 
Noes  93 ;  Majority  143. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes        . .  . .  . .   1768 

X. — Addbess  in  Answbb  to  the  Queen's  Spbeoh. 

Moved,  **  That  the  stages  of  Committee  and  Report  on  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
to  convey  the  thanks  of  the  House  for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  ooth 
Houses  of  Parliament,  at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  be  discontinued,*' — {Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  ••  ..  ..    1766 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  wmrd  "That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  be  restricted  to  a  Motion  conveying  the 
thanks  of  the  House  for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech,  and  promising  the 
careful  attention  of  the  House  to  the  subjects  which  Her  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  their  consideration,  and  such  Motion  shall  be  put  without  Amendment  not  later 
than  the  third  day  of  the  Debate  thereon,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order," 
— (Jfr.  Eeneage)       ..  ..  •.  .•  ••    1768 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Main  Question-  put,  and  agreed  to, 

XI. — ^PuBMO  Bills. 

Moved,  "  That  after  Whitsuntide,  Public  Bills  other  than  Government  Bills  be  arranged 
on  the  Order  Book  so  as  to  give  priority  to  Uie  Bills  most  advanced,  and  that  Lords 
Amendments  to  Fublie  Bills  appointed  to  be  considered,  be  placed  first,  to  be  followed 
by  Third  Beading^,  Considerations  of  Keport,  Bills  in  Progress  in  Committee,  Bills 
appointed  for  Committee,  and  Second  Keaaing8,"~( Ifr.  W.  H,  Smith)  . .    1774 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  That,''  to  insert  the  words  "  all  Public  Bills  (other  than 
Gk)vemment  Bills)  introduced  on  or  before  the  first  Monday  of  the  Session  shall  be 
set  down  in  the  Order  Book  for  Second  Reading  in  a  list  to  be  called  *  The  Second 
Heading  List  for  Wednesdays  up  to  Whitsuntide,'  in  an  order  to  be  determined  by 
the  number  of  signatures  which  shall  have  been  subscribed  to  each  such  Bill  at  the 
close  of  the  Sitting  on  the  following  Tuesday,  each  Member  being  entitled  to  sub- 
scribe his  own  name  to  three  such  Bills  and  no  more ;  those  BUls  which  have  received 
most  signatures  being  placed  first,  and  the  priority  in  the  case  of  Bills  which  have 
received  an  equal  number  of  signatures,  being  determined  by  lot,  in  a  manner  to 
be  prescribed  by  Mr.  Speaker  ;  and  that," — {Mr.  Bryee)  . .  •  •    1779 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  io^ 

Xn. — Bills  Belatikg  to  Beliqion  avd  Tbade. 

Resolved,  Th&t  the  Standing  Order  of  the  9th  and  30th  of  April  1772  concerning  Bills 
relating  to  Religion  and  Trade  be  repealed.— (Ifr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

VOL.  OOOXXII.      [third  semes.]      [    A    ] 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
IFehruary  29.]  P^P 

BUSXNBSS  OF  THE  H0T78E  (RULEB  OF  PBOCBDrEB)~eM»<t»IM^. 

XIII. — ^STAKDma  OOMMITTEES. 

If^edf  **  That  the  Reiolutioiis  of  the  Home  of  the  Ist  Deoemher  1882  rMdng  to  the 
CoDstitation  and  ProceedingB  of  Standing  Committees  for  the  Ck>naideratioii  of  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  and  Gourta  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Prooedore,  and  to  Trade, 
Shipping,  and  Manufactures  be  revived. 

'*  Provided  always,  That  the  Committees  shall  consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  len 
than  Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of  addition  to  the  said  Committees  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said  Besolntions,*'— (iff.  IT,  K,  Smith) . .    1769 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word  ''Shipping,"  to  insert  the  word 

"Agriculture/'— (Ifr.  J5r«i/ivO  ••  ••  ..1790 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  Agriculture '  be  there  inserted :  "— 
After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  •  •   1790 

After  short  debate,  it  being  haU-an-hour  after  Five  of  the  dock,  the 
Pebate  stood  adjourned : — Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  TtiMiay  next. 


MOTIONS. 


Fishing  in  Eivers  Wl—Ordered  (Mr,  Broadhurtt,  Mr.  Arnold  MorU^,  Mr.  Cokriiff$)i 

jyrMm^tft^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  162]  .•  •,  ..    1792 


Konconformist   Kaxriages    (Attendance   of  Begistrars)  Bill— Or^^t^  {Mr. 

Atkinson,  Captain  Colomb,  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Sir  Richard  Templa,  Mr. 
Oonrley,  Mr.  Fsnwick,  Mr.  William  Abraham  {Glamorgan),  Mr.  Thom§$y  Mr.  KtUf, 
Mr.  Ambrote,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr.  J.  M.  MacUan,  Mr.  Howard  Vinemt,  Mr.  Sinclair) ; 
pretcntedf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  163]  . .  . ,  . .    1793 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1878)  Amendment  BiSl-Ordcrcd  {SirlBcwfc 

Trewfyan,  Mr.  CampbcU-Banncrman,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Baird) ;  presented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [Bill  164]  ..  •.  ..  .,   1793 

Town  HoLDiNas— 
Select  Ckmmiittee  nominated  :^JM  of  the  Oommittee  , .  . .    1798 

[6.40.] 

L0ED8,  THURSDAY,  MAEOH  1. 

Hallway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (No.  12)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (:Z%*  Lord  Stanley  of  Pretton)     179S 

Amendment  moved. 

To  leave  out  aU  the  words  after  {'<  That  *'}  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  {**  no  general 
measure  dealing  with  railway  traffic  can  be  considered  satisfactory  which  does  not 
prohibit  pref erentiid  rates  in  favour  of  foreign  imports,*' — ( The  Earl  of  Jersey)        •  •    1 799 

After  debate,  on  Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?" — Their  ItordBhips  divided ;  Contents  72,  Not- 
Uontents  45  ;  Majority  27. 

Division  list,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  .  •  ••  1806 

Seeohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordiogly,  and  committed  to  a 
(^mmittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday  the  9ih  instant. 
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ViviaEonoN — Motiok  foe  Papbbs — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  AddroM  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  correspondence 
between  Her  Mafest^'s  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  and  the  Anti- 
yiyisection  Society  in  reference  to  two  recent  cases  in  which  the  law  relating  to  yivi- 
section  appears  to  have  been  contravened/' — {The  Vtaeount  Sxdmouth)  ..    1810 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leaye  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Abtizaivs'   and   Laboubebs'    Dwblukqs— Motion  fob   a  Eetubh    {The 

Fueount  Cross)  ,.  ..  .,  ,,1811 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

[6.30] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MAEGH  1. 
QUESTIONS. 


LoGAL  AND  Imfebial  Financb — Inoidbnob  OF  Impebial  TAXATION— Ques- 
tion, Sir  Bichard  Paget ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  ..  ..  ..  •.   1815 

Post  Office,  Dublin  (Telegbafh  Depabtment) — Miss  M.  A.  Gough — 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O^Brien;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1816 

Thb  Antbsopombtbioal  System — Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 

taxy  oi  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  .,   1817 

Post  Office — Anglo- Austbalian  Mail  Contbaot — Question,  Mr.  Henniker 

Heaton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Eaikes)  . .  1817 

Bbitish  GFuiana— Eoolesiastioal  Affaibs— Question,  Mr.  Orossley;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  ..  ..  ,.  .,  ..  1818 

The  Ecclesiastical  Commissionebs  and  the  Papdington  Tbustees — Sale 

OF  liAjm — Question,  Mr.  Aird;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. .   1819 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland)— Case  of  John  Atjld,  a  Bankbupt— Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Cameron;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)    . .  . .  . .  •  •  • .  1820 

Cbiminal  Law  and  *  Pbocedube  (Ibeland)  Act,  1887 — The  Pboclaimed 
Meeting  at  Dbomobe — Sentence  on  a  Ballad  Sinoeb — Questions, 
Mr.  P.  McDonald,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Lreland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  . .  •  •  1821 

National  Education  (Ibeland) — Miss  Donnelly,  Auohiogan  National 
SoHOOL — Question,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)    . .  •  •   1822 

Abmy  (Obdnance  Stobb  Depabtment) — Examination  and  Acceptance  of 
Leatheb — Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay,  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  William 
Plowden ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  1822 

Wab  Office — Abm7  Contbacts — Specification  and  Inspection— Ques- 
tions, Mr.  MattinsoD,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .  1824 

Advltebation  of  Malt  Liquobs — Sale  of  Beeb — Question,    Mr.  0.  V. 

Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  .  •   1825 

PooB  Law  (Ibeland) — Belfast  Union — Chabges  against  Db,  Spedding 
— Question,  Mr.  Leahy ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  Kisg-Harman)  . .  . .  . .  1825 

Scotland — ^Begisteb  of  Sasines,  Edinbxtbgh— The  Keepeb — Questions, 
Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)    . ,  , .  . .  . .  -^    . .  182(5 
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PwsoN  C0MMI8810NBRB  (ScoTLAin)) — Closing  op  Cupae  Couhty  F&isoir — 
Question,  Mr.  Anstruther ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1827 

LiTEBATURE,  SciEUCE,   AND  ArT — SoUTH   KENSINGTON    MuSEUM— LoANS    OF 

Works  of  Art — Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Bartley ;  An- 
swers, The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)    . .   1827 

Post    Office — Central    Telegraph    Office — Deductions    from    Pay — 

Question,  Mr.  Carew ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  1829 

BoTAL  Commission  on  Civil  Establishments — Question,  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1829 

Fishery  Boabd  (Scotland) — Pubghase  of  Boats — Question,   Mr.  Essie- 

mont ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  .  1830 

Customs  Establishment — Outport  Writers— Question,  Mr.  Tuite;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)       .  •  . .   18S0 

Customs  (Statistical   Department) — Eepobt  of  Committee — Question, 

Mr.  Tuite  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)     . .   1830 

Wab  Office— Island  Bbidgb,  Dublin — Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor; 

Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  . .    1831 

Iadia — GoYEBNMENT  PUBLICATIONS— Question,  Sir  George  Campbell;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Qorst)  . .    1831 

India — The  Annual  Beports — Statistics  of  Crime — Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  . .  , .  , .  . ,  . .   1832 

India.  (Finance,  &o.) — Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax — Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1832 

Law  and  Justiob  (Ireland) — ^Mrs.  Byak,  a  Prisoner  fob  Contempt — 
Questions,  Mr.  Picton ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  ••  ..  ..   1833 

Wales — The  Tithe  Agitation — Employment  of  the  Military — Questions, 
Mr.  S.  Smith,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis ;  Ajiswers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)    . .  . .  . .   1831 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) — Appointments  under  the  Criminal  Law 
AND  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887— Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  . .    1835 

War  Office  (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  The  Tower  Hamlets  Engineer 
Volunteers — Burgess  Short — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)        . .   1 835 

Merchandise  Marks  Aot,  1887 — Sale  of  Foreign  Meat — Question,  Mr. 
C.  W.  Gray;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)         ..  ..  ..  ..  1836 

Inland  Beyenub — Sale  of  Judicial  Stamps  for  India — Questions,  Mr. 
Henniker  Heaton,  Mr.  King ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  . ,  . ,  . .  , .   1837 

Islands  of  the  Pacific — Samoa— Question,   Mr.  A.   M'Arthur;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  1 838 

Wab  Office  (Contracts)  —  Default  for  Tenders  —  Question,  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)       ..  ..  .,  ..  ..   1839 

Wab  Office  (Obdnanoe  Store  Depabtment) — ^Becent  Appointmbnts — 
Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .   1839 

Wab  Office  (Contbacts)—Betubn8— Question,  Mr.  Howell;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .    1840 

Metropolitan  Police— Numhers— Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  , ,   1841 
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Acts — Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  ..  ..  ..1843 

Wales^Thb  Tithe  Agitation — Tithe  Seiz'jres  and  Sales — Question, 
Mr.  J.  Boberta ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1844 

Metropolitan  Police — Crossing  Sweepers — Question,  Mr.  Fickersgill; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1845 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — The  Assizes — ^North-Eastern 
Circuit— Question,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .   1845 

Army — Purchase  of  Artillery  Horses — Question,  Mr.  Hanbury;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .   1846 

Agricultural  Department — Agricultural  and  Dairy  Schools— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1847 

Board  of  Inland  Heyentje — Political  Servants— Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1847 

Customs    Department  —  Foutioal    Servants  —  Question,    Mr.    Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1848 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887 — Charges  for  Searching — Question, 
Mr.  O.  y.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.H.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1848 

Army — Civil  Appointments  for  Eesbrve  and  Discharged  Soldiers — 
Questions,  Colonel  Duncan,  Sir  Henry  Havelock-Allan ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .   1849 


Business  of  the  House — 

Movedf  **  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  sabseqaent  to  Supply  be  postponed  antU  after  the 
Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  Pablio  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,"— (Afr.  W.  H,  Smith)   I860 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY — eansidered  in  Committee — CrviL  Sebvioes   (SupPLBMENTA&t' 
Estimates,  1887-8). 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  IY. — Eduoation,  Soienob,  akd  Abt. 

(i.)  £130,  Sapplementary,  London  TTniyersity. 

Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial  Sebvioes. 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not 
exceeding  £6,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1888, 
for  the Ezpeoses of  Special Misnons Abroad''     .•  ..  ..     18dl 
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SupFLT — CxYiL  SaoncBS,  Ac— Oommiftna    mmtimued. 

After  debate,  Moved^  "That  «  Sapplementaiy  mm,  not  ezoeeding:  42,000,  be 


granted  for  the  nid  Gerwite^^iUr,  La^^^eMtn: )— After  further  abort  debate, 
Queation  pot: -The  Committee  divided;  Ayea  68,  Noea  3U:  Majority  246. — 
(Div.  Liat.  No.  24.) 

Original  Qneation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3  )  Motion  made,  and  Qneation  propoaed,  "  That  a  Snpplementaiy  anm,  not 
exceeding  £18,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coorae  of  payment  during  the  year  endiing  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1888, 
in  aid  of  Colonial  Local  BeTenne,  and  for  the  Salariea  and  Allowancea  of  OoTemois, 
&e.,  and  for  other  Chargea  connected  with  the  Coloniea,  including  Ezpenaea 
incurred  under '  Tbe  Pacifie  lalandera  Protection  Act,  1875  "  ..     1867 

After  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  a  reduced  anm,  not  exoeeding  £300,  be  granted  lor  the 
aaid  Senrioe/'— (Jfr.  V.  H.  SmUh .^-Oueation  put, and  ti§rmd  U. 

GlA«8  YH. — ^MnOBLLAHBOVS. 

(4.)  £7,600,  Supplementary,  Temporary  Commiaaions. — ^After  abort  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  .»  ..  ..  ..  ••     187S 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Qneation  propoaed,  ''That  a  Supplementary  anm,  not 
exceeding  £6,240,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  courae  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  at  day  of  March  1888, 
for  certain  Miacellaneona  Expenaea "  ••  ••     187i 

Moved,  **  That  a  reduced  aum,  not  exceeding  £582,  be  granted  for  the  aaid  Service," 
(ifr.  Xa^on^A^rv,)— After  abort  debate,  Queation  put:— The  Committee  divided; 
Ajea  161,  Noea238;  Majority  87.— (Dir.  Liat,  No.  26.) 

Original  Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  ait  again  To-morrew. 


MOTIONS. 


PaBLio  MssTnras  nr  thb  Metropolis— BBsoLunon' — 

Moved,  "  That,  having  reg^ard  to  the  importance  of  preaerring  and  protecting  the  right 
of  open  air  public  meetinga  for  Her  Majeaty'a  aubjecta  in  the  Metropolia,  and  wi(£  a 
view  to  prevent  ill-will  and  diaorder,  it  ia  deairable  that  an  inquiry  ahould  be  inatituted 
by  a  Committee  of  thia  Houae  into  the  conditiona  aubject  to  which  auch  meetinga 
may  be  held,  and  the  limita  of  the  right  of  interference  therewith  by  ihe  Executive 
GoverDment,"'-'{Sir  CharUe  RusuU)  ..  ..  ..     1879 

After  loDg  debate,  and  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned : — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Trawling  (Scotland)  KJl— Ordered  (Mr.  Hunter,  Mr,  Maedamdd  Ckmeron,  Mr,  BarcUg, 

Mr.  JSselemont) ;  presented,  and  read  the  firat  time  [Bill  1116]  •  •  ,.     19^ 
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LORDS 


NEW  PEER. 

Tuesday,  Febbuabt  28. 

The  Bight  Honourable    Sir   Henry  Thuratan  Holland,   Baronet,    Q.OM,Q^ 
created  Baron  Knuteford  of  Knutaford  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Chester. 


EEPEBSENTATIVE  PEERS  FOE  IBELA.ND  (CEETIFICATES). 

Thubsday,  Fbbbxtabt  Q. 
The  Earl  of  Einffston,  v.  Yisoount  Doneraile,  deceased. 
The  Earl  of  Wicklow,  v,  Yisoount  Lifford,  deceased. 

SAT  PIKST. 

Tuesday,  Eebbuaby  21. 
The  Earl  Bnssell,  after  the  death  of  his  grandfather. 


COMMONS. 


'•■ 


NEW  WRITS. 

DuBnra  Recess. 
For  Cambridge  Uhwenity,  v.  The  Right  honble.  Alexander  James  Beresford 

Beresford  Hope,  deceased. 
For  Camb$rweU  {Dulwieh  Dwuion),  v.  John  Morgan  Howard,  esquire,  County 

Court  Judge. 
For  Winchester  Ciiyt  9,  Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham,  esquire,  deceased. 
For  Liverpool  ( fFalton  Division),  v.  Right  honble.  John  Qeorge  Qibaon,  Judge  of 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Ireland). 
For  Dublin  Uhiversiiy,  v,  Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden,  esquire.  Solicitor  Qeneral 

for  Ireland. 

Thubsday,  Febbuaby  9. 

For  Southwark  (  West  Division)^  «.  Arthur  Cohen/  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstoad. 
For  Borotigh  of  Dundee^  p.  Charles  Carmichael  Laoaita,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Fbiday,  Febbuaby  10. 

For  JEdinbwrgh  Burgh  ( Jfesi  Division),  v.  Thomas  Rybum  Buchanan,  esquire. 

Manor  of  Northstoad. 
For  York,   West  Riding,  Southern  Fart  {Doneaster  Division),  v.  Waltor  Shirley 

Shirley,  esquire^  Ohiltom  Hundreds. 


NEW  WRITS— eoniinued. 

Wbdnesday,  Fbbeuary  15. 
For  BrUtol  (We9Urn  Dioimn\  v.  The  Eight  honble.  Sir  Miohael  Edward  Hicks- 
Beaoh,  oaroneti  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

TXTESDAY,  FeBBUABY  21. 

For  Deptford  Borough^  v.  Willian  John  Evelyn,  esquire,  Ohiltern  Hundreds. 

Thubsday,  Febbuaby  23. 
For  Sampatead,  v.  Sir  Henrj  Thurstan  Holland,  baronet,  Q.O.M.G.,  now  Baroa 
Enuteford,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thursday,  Febbuaby  9. 

vBuhlin  University — Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden,  esquire. 
Winchester  City — Richard  Moss,  esquire. 

Borough  of  Liverpool  {Walton  Division) — Miles  Walker  Mattinson,  esquire. 
County  of  Kerry  {Southern  Division) — ^Denis  Kilbride,  esquire. 
Borough  of  Camhertoell  {Bulwieh  Division)— John  Blundell  Maple,  esquire. 
Cambridge  University — George  Gabriel  Stokes,  esquire. 

Monday,  Febbuaby  20. 
Southwark  ( West  Division)— Biohekvi  Knight  Oauston,  esquire. 

Tuesday,  Febbuaby  21. 
Edinburgh  Burgh  (  West  Division) — Thomas  Rjburn  Buchanan,  esquire. 

Wednesday,  Febbuaby  22. 

Bristol  Borough  ( West  Division)— The  Right  honble.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hioks- 
Beach,  baronet. 

Tuesday,  Febbuaby  28. 

Bampstead  Borough — Edward  Brodie  Hoare,  esquire. 

York,    West  Biding,   Southern  Part  {Doncaster  Division) — The  Honble.  William 
Henry  Went  worth  Fitzwilliam. 

Thubsday,  Maboh  1. 
Deptford — Oharles  John  Darling,  esquire,  Q.O. 

AFFIRMATION. 

Monday,  Febbuaby  20. 

Burgh  of  Dundee — Joseph  Firth  Bottomley  Firth,  esquire,  being   one  of  the 
people  celled  Quakers,  made  the  Affirmation  required  by  Law. 


THE   MINISTRY 

Op  the  Most  Noble  the  Mabqtjess  of  SALISBUBY,  K.G., 
At   the    Opeking   of  the   Session  on   the   9th   Febbuaby,   1888. 

THE  CABINET. 

^  ForeijT'l^Ii™  ^  Secretary  of  State  for  J  ^^^  ^^^  Marquew  of  Salisbubit,  K.G. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury    .        .        •         Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 
Lord  Chancellor  of  England      .        .        .    Bight  Hon.  Lord  Halsbuiit. 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland    .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Ahh bourne. 
Lord  President  of  the  Coancil    .        .        .     Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cranbkook. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Geouoe  Joachim  Goschbn. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Right  Hon.  Earl  Cadooan. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department    .        Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  .        .     Right  Hon.  Sir  Henry  Thurstan  Holland,  Bart. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War    .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Epwarp  Stanhope. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India      .        .        .     Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cross,  G.C.B. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant .        Right  Hon.  Arthur  Jambs  Balfovb. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty     .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Lord  Georob  Fbancis  Hamilton. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and^ 

Vice  President   of   the   Committee   of  >  Right  Hon.  Lord  John  James  Robbbt  Manners* 

Council  on  Agriculture        .        .        ,    ) 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  .    Right  Hon.  Lord  Stanley  of  Trbston. 

President  of  the  Locid  Qovemment  Board    Right  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Ritchib. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambbidob,  E.G. 

^'S  ISron"*^.^^  Committee  of  Counoil|  j^-^^^  3^^  g.,  ^^^^^^^  „^^,  ^^^^  ^^^ 

Secretary  for  Scotland  and  Vice  President \  tj.  vi.  tt^^  nf^^,,^,  ^t  r^wi  4«r  jt  t 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department .     /  ^«^^  ^°"-  M*«l^«"  o^  Lothian,  K.T. 

^  BiildT^"^?"'  ""!  ^r^'  T"^  f ''^^'?}  »'»^*  H^°-  ^^^^^  ^o^'^^^  Plunket. 

/Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury        •       •        .        ,i  Colonel  William  Hood  Walrond. 

(Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell. 

r  Admiral    Sir  Arthur   W.  Acland  Hood,    Vice 
T^»i<.  ^#  *V/^  kA^:^^4'^  I     Admiral  Sir  Anthony  Hoskinr,  Vice  Admiral 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty      .       .        .       -^     gi,   w.  Graham,    Rear   Admiial  Chables- F. 

(,     HoTHAM,  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 

Joint  Soc^tarie.  to  the  Tre«ury.       .     {^^ZfJ^^-^^^^^iHA. 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty        .        .       .  Arthur  Bower  Forwood,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade     .        .  Baron  Henry  db  Worms. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  Walter  H.  Long,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department      .  Charles  Bbilbt  Stuart- Wortlby,  E^. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Sir  James  Ferousson,  Bart. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  ....  Right  Hon.  Lord  Harris. 

Under  Secretary  for  India      ...  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  Q.C. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Irelimd  Right  Hon.  Colonel  E.  R.  Kino-Habmak. 

Paymaster  General Right  Hon.  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Postmaster  General         ....  Right  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department  Hon.  W.  St.  John  Brodrick. 

Judge  Advocate  General        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott,  Q.C. 

Attorney  General Sir  Richard  Eyerard  Webster,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  John  Hay  Atholb  Macdonald,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General James  Patrick  Bannbrman  Robertson,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Londondbrry. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Peter  O'Brien,  Q.O. 

Solicitor  General Dodoson  Hamilton  Madden,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mount-Edocumbe. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 

blaster  of  the  Horse       ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household         .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Lbwisham. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Rossl\n. 

Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard         .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kintorb. 

Master  of  the  Buckhounds      .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Coyentky. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal      .        .  Lord  Alfred  H.  Page'i  . 

Mistress  of  the  Robes     ....  Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Bv/ccleuch. 

VOL.   OOOXXn.   [THIBD  8BBIES.1  [      »      ] 


ROLL   or   THE 

LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 

The  Third  Session  op  the  Twentt-Poxjbth  PARTjAMErrr 

OP 

THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


510  VICTORIA,   1888. 


Meh . According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament^  when  the  Houee  appoints  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Itank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest;  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  fo7'th  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron, 


His  Royal  Highness  The  Prince  of 

Wales. 
His  Royal   Highness  Alfred  Ernest 

Albert  I>uke  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Royal  Highness  Arthur  Wiluam 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connauqht 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  Wiujam 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bbidoe. 


Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. 

Hardinge    Stanley   Lord  HALSBURy, 
Lord  High  Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Gathorne  Yiscount  Cranbrook,    Lord 
President  of  the  Council, 

George  Henr,y  Earl   Cadogan,    Lord 
Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  £arl  Marshal 
of  England. 

Archibald  Henry  Algernon  Duke  of 
Somerset. 

C     »2     ] 


BOLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


O11AULB8  Hexey   Duke  of  Richmond. 

AuoTJSTUs  CnABLEs  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzhoy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  db  Vbre 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

Qeorqe  Godolfhin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Fbanois  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Deyonshirs. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborouoh. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Rutland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  Hamilton.) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pslham  Archibald  Douolas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Royal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  AdolphusGeorgeFred^ick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Richard  Flantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 

SUTHERLAIO). 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

Augustus  John  Henry  Beaumont  Mar- 
quess of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     Yilliers      Stuari;      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Robert  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercobn.  {Buki 
of  Ahereorn,) 

Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrice  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exetkr. 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

George  Henry   Hugh    Marquess     of 

(JHOLMONDELEY. 

George  William  Tromas  Marqueus  of 
Ailesbury. 


Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus  Constantinb  Mar* 
quess  of  Normanby. 

George   Frederick  Samuel  Marques* 

of  RiPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 
Gavin  Marquess^of  Breadalbane. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edq- 
cumbe,  Zord  Steward  of  the  JJoueekold. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom,  Zord  Chamber* 
lain  of  the  Houiehold, 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews* 

BURY. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Flantagenet 
Earl  of  Huntingdon. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

William  Reoinald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

Rudolph  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

ELiRRY  Earl  of  Stamford. 

Murray  Edward  Gordon  Earl  of  Win- 

ClIILSEA  AND  NOTTINGHAM. 

Edwyn  Francis  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 
Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 
William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

William  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
caster.  {Duke  of  Buccleueh  and  Queene* 
herry,) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Aldred  Frederick  George  Beresford 

Earl  of  SCARBROUGH. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 
Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 

John  Francis  Ebskine  Earl  of  Mab. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 
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Sholto  Oxobob  Watson  Earl  of  Mor- 
ton.   {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Waltxb  Henbt  Earl  of  Mar  Ain> 
KsLLiB.    {Elected for  Scotland.) 

Claude  Earl  of  Strathmorb  and  Kino- 
horn.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Oborob  Earl  of  Haddington.    {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

David  Stanley  Willum  Earl  of  Airlie. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexander  Earl  of  Leten  and  Mel- 
TiLLE.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

George  John  Earl  of  Northess.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Douglas  Maokinnon  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  Dttndonald.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

Oborob  William  Hamilton  Earl  of 
Orkney.    {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmottth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Taneeryillb. 

Oharles  Wiohtwick  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

FRANCfis  Thomas  Db  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

Abthttr  F&ilip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 
of  Maoglesfield. 

Douglas  Beresford  Mause  Bonald 
Earl  Oraham.     {Duke  of  Montrose.) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegraye. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Oharles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

IsAAO  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Carr  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fitz- 

WILLIAM. 

Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Beoinald  Whtdsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathxtrst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Welunoton 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marqucis  of  Downehire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 


i  John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Duke  ofAthole.) 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
CUMBE.  {In  another  Place  ae  Lord 
Steward  of  the  ffoueehold.) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortesoue. 

Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Oadogan.  {In 
another  Place  ae  Lord  Frivy  Seal.) 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Vanstttart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Edward  Nugent  Earl  of  Milltown, 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Ernest  Newcomen  Eabl  of 
Kingston  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  John  Eeuben  Earl  of  Port- 
ARLiNGTON,     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh  Earl  Annesley.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Cecil  Balph  Earl  of  Wicxlow.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

John  Henry  Beginald  Earl  of  Clon« 
mell.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

George  Charles  Earl  of  LucAN.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Somerset  Bichard  Earl  of  Belmorb. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

James  Earl  of  Caledon.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Francis  Egbert  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

William  George  Bobert  Earl  of 
Craven. 

William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Bomney. 

Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 

Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

L.VWRENCB  Earl  of  Bosse.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Sitjart  Earl  of  Har- 

ROWBY. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 
William  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 
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AjLxy  ITbed^bick  Earl  Cathcabt. 
James  Walteb  Earl  of  Vebttlam. 
Adelbbrt  Wellinqtcw  Bbownlow  Earl 

Brownlow. 
Henby  CoBirwALLis  Earl  of  Saint  Geb- 

MANS. 

Albebt  Edmund  Earl  of  Mobley. 
Oblando  Geoboe  Ciiables  Earl  of  Bbad- 

FOBD. 

Fbedebick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

BicHABD  William  Pbnn  Earl  Howe. 

Geoboe  Edwabd  John  Mowbbay  Earl 

of  Stbadbboke. 
Fbanois   Chables  Earl  of  Kilmobey. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Chables  Stewabt  Earl  Vane.  {Marquea 

of  Londonderry,) 
William  Abcheb  Earl  Amhebst. 
John  Fbedebick  Vattohan  Earl  Cawdob. 
William  Geoboe  Earl  of  Munsteb. 

SoBEBT  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 

Campebdown. 
Thomas  Geoboe  Earl  of  Lichfield. 
John  Geoboe  Earl  of  Dubham. 
Gbanville  Geoboe  Earl  Gbanville. 
Henby  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henby  John  Earl  of  Ducee. 
Chables  Alfbed  Wobsley  Earl  of  Yab- 

bobottoh. 
Jambs  Henby  EoBEBT  Earl  Innes.  {Dtike 

of  Roxhurghe.) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicesteb. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawbence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Chables    William    Fbancis    Earl    of 
Gainsbobough. 

Fbancis    Chables  Gbanville  Earl  of 

Ellesmebe. 
Geoboe  Henby  Chables  Earl  of  Stbaf- 

FOBD. 

Eenelm  Chables  Edwabd  Earl  of  Cot- 

TENHAM. 

William  Henby  Earl  Cowley. 

Abohibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 
{JEarl  of  Eglintoun.) 

William  Humble  Earl  of  Dudley. 

John  Fbancis  Stanley  Earl  Eussell. 

John  Earl  of  Kimbebley. 

EiCHABD  Earl  of  Dabtbey. 

William  Ebnest  Earl  of  Fevebsham. 

Fbedebick  Temple  Earl  of  Duffeiun. 

John  Robebt  Earl  Sydney. 


Henby  Geoboe  Earl  of  Bavenswobth. 

Edwabd  Montagu  Stuabt  Gbantillb 
Earl  of  Whabncliffb. 

Thomas  Geoboe  Earl  of  Nobthbbook. 

Abthub  Wjlliam  Earl  Caibns. 

Edwabd  SoBEBT  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytton. 

Edwabd  Earl  of  Lathom.  {In  another 
Place  a%  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the  Houee- 
hold.) 

Geobge  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 

Boundell  Earl  of  Sblbobne. 

Walteb  Staffobd  Earl  of  Iddesleioh. 

Alexandeb  William  Geoboe  Earl  of 
Fife. 

CoBNWALLis  Earl  de  Montalt. 
William    Henby    Fobestbb   Earl    of 
Londesbobough. 

EoBEBT  Viscount  Hebefobd. 

Henby  Viscoiint  Boungbboke  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Viscount  Falmouth. 

Geobge  Stanley  Viscount  Tobbington. 

Gebald  Viscount  Leinsteu.  {Duke  of 
Leinster.) 

Fbancis  Wheleb  Viscount  Hood. 

Mebvyn  Edwabd  Viscount  Powebscoubt. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Henby  William  Cbosbie  Viecount  Bax- 
OOB.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

CoBNWALLisViscountHAWABDEN.  {Elee- 
ted  for  Ireland,)  {In  another  Place  an 
Earl  de  Montalt.) 

Cabnegib  Pabkeb  Viscount  St,  Vincent. 

Henby  Viscount  Melville. 

William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

Geobge  Fbedebick  Viscount  Temple- 
town.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  (Jobdon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edwabd  Fleetwood  John  Viscount 
Exmouth. 

John  Luke  Geobge  Viscount  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

BiCHABD  SoMEBSET  Viscount  Clanoabty. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Henby  Viscount  Combeb- 

^[£B£. 

Henby  Chables  Viscount  Cantebbuby, 
BowLAND  Clegg  Viscount  Hill. 
Chables  Stewabt  Viscount  Habdikqe. 
Geobge  Stephens  Viscount  (Jouoh. 
Chables  Viscount  Evebsley. 
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ClIABLES  lilNDLEY  YisCOUIlt  HALIFAX. 

Alezandeb  Nelson  Yiscount  Bbidfobt. 

Edwabd  Bebkeley  Yiscount  Fobtmak. 

G-ATHOBNE  Yiscount  Cbakbbook.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  President  of  the 
CounetL) 

BoBEBT  Yiscount  Shebbbooke. 

Henby  Boxtybbib  William  Yiscount 
Hampden. 

Gabnet  Joseph  Yiscount  Wolseley. 

William  John  Yiscount  Oxenbbidqe. 

BicHABD  Assheton  Yiscouut  Cboss. 

Fbedebigk  Bishop  of  London. 

Joseph  Babbeb  Bishop  of  Dubham. 

Edwabd  Habold  Bishop  of  Winohestee. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Nobwich. 

Jakes  Colqtthoun  Bishop  of  Banqob. 

Henby  Bishop  of  Wobcesteb. 

Chables  John  Bishop  of  Gloucesteb 
AND  Bbistol. 

Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hebefobd. 

William    Gonnob   Bishop    of  Feteb- 

BOBOUQH. 

Habyey  Bishop  of  Oablisle. 

Abthttb  Chables  Bishop  of  Bath  and 
Wells. 

John  Fieldeb  Bishop  of  Oxfobd. 

BlCHABD  Bishop  of  CmCHESTEB. 

Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  Dayid's. 

Anthony  Wilson  Bishop  of  Rochesteb. 

William  Dalbymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Ohables  Bishop  of  Liyebpool. 

Ebnest  Boland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 

Bich^vbd  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

Oeobqe  Howabd  Bishop  of  Tbueo. 

William  Bishop  of  Chesteb. 

Geoboe  Bishop  of  Soxtthwell. 

Dudley  Chables  Lord  de  Bos. 
Alfbed  Joseph  Lord  Mowbbay. 
GfeoBOE  Mannebs  Lord  Hastings. 
Edwabd  Southwell  Lord  db  Cliffobd. 
Thomas  Cbosby  William  Lord  Dacbe. 
Chables  Henby  Bolle  Lord  Clinton. 
BoBEBT  Nathaniel  Cecil  Geoboe  Lord 

ZOUCHE  OF  HaBYNGWOBTH. 

Bawdon  Geoboe  Gbey  Lord  Gbey  ds 
Bxtthyn. 


Chables  Edwabd  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
BEAUX.     {JEarl  of  Loudoun.) 

Fbancis  Bobebt  Lord  Camoys. 

Henby  Lord  Beaumont. 

Henby  Lord  Willouohby  de  Bboke. 

Sackville  Geobge  Lord  Conyebs. 

Hubebt  Geoboe  Chables  Lord  Yaux  oi 
Habbowden. 

Balph  Gobdon  Lord  Wentwobth. 

Alfbed  TnoMAsTowNSHENDLordBBAYE. 

Bobebt  Geobge  Lord  Windsob. 

William  Henby  John  Lord  Nobth. 

Beauchamp  Mowbbay  Lord  St.  John  of 
Bletso. 

Fbedebick  Geobge  Lord  Howabd  de 
Walden. 

William  Joseph  Lord  Fetbb. 

John  Fiennes  Lord  Saye  and  Sble. 

John  Fbancis  Lord  Abundell  of  Wab- 

DOUB. 

John  Stuabt  Lord  Clifton.    {I^rl  of 
DarnUy.) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dobmeb. 
Geoboe  Henby  Lord  Teynham. 

Augustus  Fbedebick  Fitz-hebbebt  Lord 
Staffobd. 

Geobge  Fbedebick  William  Lord  B  ybon. 

Lewis  Henby  Hugh  Lord  Cliffobd  of 
Chudlbigh. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashfobd. 

HoBACE    CouBTENAY    Gammell    Lord 
FoBBES.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Chables     William     Lord     Sinclaib. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Chables  Lord  Blantybe.     {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

Alexandeb  Hugh   Lord   Balfoub  of 
BuBLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Walteb  Hugh  Lord  FoLWABTH.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

BicHABD  Edmund  Saint  Lawbence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

Geobge  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Etnnoul.) 

Diqby  Wentwobth  Bayabd  Jjord  Mm- 

DLETON. 

Fbedebick    Geobge    Bbabazon     Lord 
PoNsoNBY.     {Earl  of  Besshorough.) 

Alfbed  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scabs- 
dale. 

Geobge  Flobance  Lord  Boston. 

Chables  Geobge  Lord  Lovell  and  Hol- 
LAND.     {Earl  of  Egmont.) 


bOLL  OP  THE  liOEbS 

Georqe  William  Henry  Lonl  Vernon. 
Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digbt. 

GEORGEDoUOLASLordSUNDRIDQE.    {Duk$ 

of  Argyll,) 
Martin  Bladen  Lord  Hawke. 
Henrt  Tho3£AS  Lord  Foley. 
Arthtjr  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 
Thomas  Lord  Walsinqhak. 
William  Lord  Bagot. 
Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Bichard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 
Qeorge  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 

EODNEY. 

Henry  George  Lord  Lotaine. 

Philip  Reginald  Lord  Somers. 

Biohard  Henry  Lord  Berwioe. 

Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  De  La  Pobr  Lord  Tyrone. 
{Marquess  of  Wdterford,) 

HENRYBENTINCxLordCARLETON.      {Eorl 

of  Shannon,) 

Charles  Lord  Suffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 

Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooee. 

Edward  Lord  Fisherwick.     {Marquess 
of  BonegaU,) 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.     (  Viscount 
Oage,) 

Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 

William  George  Lord  Auckland. 

Qharles  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Henry  George  Lord  Mendip.  ( Viscount 
CUfden.) 

George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 
{Harl  of  Moray.) 

AjJix  Flantagenet  Lord  Stewart  of 
Garlies.  (Earl  of  Galloway,) 

James  George  Henry  Lord  Salters- 
FORD.     {JEarl  of  Courtown,) 

William    Lord    Brodrick.      {Viscount 
Midleton,) 

pREDBRioK  Henry  William  Lord  Cal- 

THORPS. 

Peter  Egbert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Charles  Egbert  Lord  Carrington. 
William  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 
Thomas  Lord  Eibblesdale. 

Edward  Lord  Dunsany.     {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 


Edward    Donough     Lord    iNOHiQUisi'. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

John   Thomas   William  Lord  Massy. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Egbert  Lord  Clonbrock.    {Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

Charles  Mare  Lord  Headley.  (  Fleeted 
for  Ireland,) 

Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Orof- 
TON.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hercules   Edward    Lord    Langford. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Dayrolles    Blakeney   Lord  Ventry. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Francis  Seymour  Lord  Moore. 
{Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 

John  Henry  Wellington  Graham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely,) 

William  Lord   Carysfort.      {Earl  of 
Carysfort,) 

George  Ealph  Lord  Aberoromby. 

Charles  Edmund  Lord  Ellenborough. 

Augustus     Frederick    Arthur    Lord 
Sandys. 

Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.     (Earl 
of  Sheffield,) 

William  Macnaghten  Lord  Erskine. 

George  John  Lord  Monteagle.     ( J/ir- 
quess  of  Sligo.) 

GeorgeArthur  HisTiNGsLord  Granard. 
{Earl  of  Oranard,) 

HuNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Lord  Gardner. 


John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Adrian   Louis  Lord  Hopetoxtn. 
{Earl  of  Hopetoun) 

Bichard  Lord   Castlemainb.     {Elected 
for  Ireland,) 

Charles  Lord  Meldrum.    {Marquess  of 
Huntly,) 

George  Frederick  Lord  Boss.    {Earl  of 
Glasgow,) 

LowRY     Egerton     Lord     Grinstead. 
{Earl  of  Enniskillen,) 

William    Hale   John    Charles    Lord 
FoxFORD.     {Earl  of  Limerick, ) 

Victor  Albert  Francis  Charles  Lord 
Churchill. 

George  Egbert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Eeginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 

ScHOMBERo  Henry  Lord  Ker.     {Mar- 
quess  of  Lothian,) 

Henry  Francis  Lord  Minster.     {Mar- 
quess  Conynghatn,) 
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J'ahbs  Sdvard  William  Theobald  Lord 
Ormonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde,) 

FfiANOis  BiCHARD  Lord  Wemyss.    (jSarl 
of  Wemyss.) 

John    Strakoe     Lord     Clanbrassill. 
{Earl  of  Roden.) 

Thomas    Lord    Silohester,     {Earl   of 
Longford,) 

Olotworthy  John  Eyre  Lord  Oriel. 

( Viscount  Massereene.) 
HvoH  Lord  Dblamere. 
Orlando  Watkin  Weld  Lord  Forester. 
John  Wiltjam  Lord  Bayleioh. 
Edrio  Fbederio  Lord  Gifford. 

Hubert      George    Lord     Somerhill. 
{Marquess  of  Clanricarde.) 

James  Ludovic  Lord  Wigan.    {Earl  of 
Crawford  and  Balcarres,) 

UcHTER  John  Mare  Lord  Banfttrly. 
{Earl  of  Ranfurly.) 

John  Bybne  Leicester  Lord  De  Tabley. 

Charles  Stuart  BtoRYLord  Tenterden. 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 

William   Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BURY. 

ABCHiBALa)PHiLipLordEosEBERY.   {EotI 
of  Rosehery,) 

BicHARD    James    Lord    Olanwilliam. 
{Earl  of  ClanwilUam,) 

William  Prafer  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

WiLLLkM    Henry   Lord    Kilmarnock. 
{Earl  of  Erroll) 

Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Fingall. 
{Earl  of  FingaU,) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton,    (Earl  of 
Sefion.) 

BoBERT  Bermingham  Lord  Clements- 
{Earl  of  Zeitrtm,) 

Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      {Marquess   of 
MeadforU) 

Beginald   Lord  Chaworth.     {Earl  of 
Meath.) 

Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmore. 
{Earl  of  Dunmore, ) 

Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  POLTIMORE. 

Llewelyn  Nbvill  VAtJGHAN  Lord  Mos- 

TYN. 

Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 
Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Oloncurry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarez. 
Thomas  Lord  Dbnman. 
William  Frederick  Lord  Abinoer. 


Pmup  Lord  De  L'IslS  and  1)udleV. 
Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Ashburton. 
Edward  Bichard  Lord  Hatherton. 
Archibald    Brabazon    Sparrow  Lord 
WoRLiNGHAM.     {Earl  of  Gosford,) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 

Geoffrey  Dominick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  BRowitB. 
{Elected for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Joseph  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Batkman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemoxt. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont,) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KiNTORE.     {Earl  of  Kintore,) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.  ( Vis- 
count Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  Willum  Lord  Boss- 
more. 

BoBERT  Shapland  George  Julun  Lord 
Oarew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Maxtley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Bichard  Lord  Sude- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methuen. 

Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley. 

WmjAM  Henry  Lord  Leigh. 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 
William  Lord  Lurgan. 

Thomas  Spring  Lord  Monteaglk  of 
Brandon. 

James  Lord  Seaton. 

John  Manlby  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 

John  Lord  Oxenfoord.    {Earl  of  Stair.) 

Hussey  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 

Henry  William  Lord  Congleton. 

Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.    {J&trl 

of  Ely  in  and  Kincardine.) 

Charles  Bobert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freynb. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Lord  Saint 
Leonards. 

George  Fitz-Boy  Henry  Lord  Baqlan. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Ayeland. 

Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Kenmare. 
{Earl  of  Kenmare.) 

Henry  Lord  Bklper. 


ROLL  OF  TfiE  LORDS 


BicnABD  WooAN  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

HIDE. 

BoBEKT  Lord  Eburt. 

Ohables  Oompton  WnxiAM  Lord  Ches- 

HAK. 

Frederic  Auottbttts  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Lord  Ohurston. 
Henry  Lord  Legonfield. 

WlLBRAHAM  Lord  EoERTON. 

Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 

FitzPatrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Brouqhak  and 
Vato. 

Arthur  Fitz-Gbrald  Lord  Kinnaird. 

BicHARD   Lxtttrell   Pilkinqton   Lord 
Westbury, 

Franois  Wiluah  Fitzhardinge  Lord 

FrrZHARDINOE. 

Luke  George  Lord  Annaly. 

Egbert     Offley     Ashburton     Lord 
Houghton. 

Williah  Lord  Eomilly. 

George  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 
ROGILL.     {Ikirl  of  Caithnesa,) 

James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Lord  Athlwnney.) 

Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenry.     {Earl 
of  Dunraven  and  Mount-EarL) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( Vis- 
count Monck,) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.    {Lord 
Henniker,) 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 

George  Sholto  Gk)RDON  Lord  Penrhyn. 

Gustavus  Bussell  Lord  Brancepeth, 
(  Viscount  Boyne.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kesteven. 

Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 

Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 

Bobsrt  Cornelis  Lord  Napier. 

Jenioo  William  Joseph  Lord  Gk)RMAN- 
BTON.    {Viscount  Gormanston.) 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.    {Lord  Rollo,) 

James    Lord    Balinhard.       {Earl   of 
Southssh,) 

William  Lord  Hare.  {Earl of  Listowel.) 

Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 

Glossop. 
Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown, 


John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  AcToif . 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Bobartes. 
Henry  Bichard  Lord  Wolverton. 
Algernon  William  Fulee  Lord  Gre- 

VILLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Frederic  Lord  Blachford. 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier.) 

James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Lord  SoMERTON.   {Earlof  Normanton,) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 

James  Lord  Moncreiff. 

John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 

William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford. 
{Lord  Clermont.) 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cotteslob. 

Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 

» 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles   Alexander   Lord    Douglas. 
{Earl  of  Some,) 

Arthur  George  Maule  Lord  Bamsay. 
{Earl  of  Dalhousie.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh.    {Earl 
Erne.) 

William  Bichard  Lord  Harlech. 

Henry  Gerard  Lord  Aungton. 

John  Lord  Tollemache. 

William  Cansfield  Lord  Gerard. 

Mortimer  Lord  Sackyille. 

Colin  Lord  Blackburn. 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

Percy  Lord   Shuts.      {Viscount    Bar- 
ring  ton,) 

William    Lord    Watson.    {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 

Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 

Alexander  Dundas  Boss  Lord  Lamtng- 

TON. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Bowton. 
William  Francis  Lord  Mount-Temple. 
Edward  Hugessen  Lord  Brabournb. 
Arthur  Oliver  Villiers  Lord  Ampt- 

HILL. 

William  Montagu   Lord  Tweeddale. 
{Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAl/, 


WniLTAM  tJucK  Tbistbam  Lord  Howth, 
{Earl  of  ffowth,) 

Donald  Tames  Lord  Eeay. 
HABCOtTRT  Lord  Derwent. 
Henby  Jakes  Lord  Hotitfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
Oeobqe  William  Wilshebe  Lord  Bbam- 

ITBLL. 

John  David  Lord    FitzGebald.      {A 

Lord  of  Appealin  Ordinary,) 
Fbedebigk  Beauchamf  Faqbt  Lord  Al< 

CB8TEB. 

Alfbed  Lord  Tenkyson. 

James  Lord  Stbathsfey.     {Earl  of  Sea- 

fUU,) 
John  Oeobqb  Lord  Monk  Bbetton. 

Waltxb  Chables  Lord  Nobtbbottbnb. 
Abthub   Savndebs  William  Ohables 
Fox  Lord  Sudlby.    {Earl  of  Arran.) 

John  Bobebt  William  Lord  db  Yesci. 
(  Vucount  de  VMci.) 

Mabhadxtke  Fbancis  Lord  Hebbies. 

Habdingb  Stanley  Lord  Halsbuby. 
{In  another  Place  a$  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor,) 

Mebyyn  Edwabd    Lord   Fowebscoubt 

{In  another  Plaee  as  Viscount  Powere- 

court,) 

Anthony  Henley  Lord  Nobthinoton 
{Lin'd  Henley.) 

Nathaniel  Maybb  Lord  Rothschild. 

Edwabd  CHABLEs^Lofd  Eeyelstoke. 

Bobebt  Lord  Monkswell. 

Abthub  Lord  Hobhouse. 

Balfh  Bobebt  Wheeleb  Lord  Linoen. 

Edwabd  Lord  Ashboubne. 


BowLAND  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Bobebt  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Esheb. 

Thomas  Lord  Debamobe. 

Henby  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beau- 
lieu. 

William  Bulleb  Follbbton  Lord  El- 

PHINSTONE. 

Chables  John  Lord  Coltille  of  Cul- 

B0S3. 

Fabbeb  Lord  Hebschell. 
Ohables  IIenby  Lord  Hilunodon. 
Samuel  Ohables  Lord  Hindlip. 
Edmund  Lord  Obimthobpe. 
Bichabd  de  Aquila  Lord  Stalbbidge. 
William  Lord  Kensington. 
Michael  Abthub  Lord  Bubton. 
John  Glenoaibn  Oabteb  Lord  Hamilton 

OF  Dalzell. 
Thomas  Lord  Bbassey. 
Henby  Lord  Thbing. 
Fbedebiok  Abthub  Lord  Stanley  of 

Pbeston. 

Edwabd  Lord  Macnaghten.     {A  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

Bobebt  Lord  Oonnemaba. 

Olaude  Lord  Bowes  {In  another  place  ae 
Eur  I  of  Strathmore  and  Kinghorn,) 

Geobgb  Edwabd  Milnes  MoNoxTONLord 
Monckton  ( Vicount  Oalway,) 

John  Lord  Saint  Leyan. 

James   Macnaghten   Lord    Maoheba- 

MOBNE. 

William  Geobge  Lord  Abmstbong. 
Geobgb  Lord  Basing. 
William  Henby  Lord  De  Bamsey. 
Henby  William  Lord  CirEYLESMOBB. 
John  Gellibband  Lord  Addinoton. 
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BEDFOED. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  BiGGLESWADE  DlYISION, 

TiBCOUHt  Baring. 

BouTHEBN,  or  Litton  Diyision, 
Cyril  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUOn. 

Sanrnel  Whitbread. 

BEBES. 
Nobthebn,  or  Abingdon  DitisioNi 
Philip  Wroughton. 

SouTHEBNy  or  Newbuby  Division, 
William  Oeorge  Mount. 

Eastebn,  or  Wokingham  Diyision, 
Sir  Oeorge  Bussell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 

Charles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGH. 
Bobert  Bichardson-Gardner. 

BUCKS. 
Nobthbbn,  or  Buokinghaic  Division, 

Hon.  Egerton  Hubbard. 

Mid,  or  Aylesbuby  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Bothschild. 

Southbbn,  or  Wyoohbe  Diyision, 
Viscoant  CurscMi. 


OAMBEIDQE. 
Nobthebn,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Charles  WiUiam  Selwyn. 

Westbbn,  or  Chestebton  Division, 
Charles  Hall. 

Eastbbn,  or  Newmabket  Division, 
Oeorge  Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY, 
Bt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Baikes,  M.A. 
George  Gabriel  Stokes. 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Bobert  IJniacke  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 


CHESTER. 
WiBBAL  Division, 
Edward  Thomas  Davenant  Cotton. 

Eddisbubt  Division, 
Henry  James  ToUemache. 

Maoclesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley-Davenport. 

Cbewe  Division, 
Walter  Stowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoBTHwicH  Division, 
John  Tomlinson  Brunner. 

Altbincham  Division, 
Sir  William  Cunliffe  Brooks,  bt. 


Liti  0/ 

Ghestrb — eont. 

Htde  Dnnsioir, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

KWUTSFORD  Divisioir, 

Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerion. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 

Iiieat. -General  Sir  Edward  Brace  Ham« 
ley,  KO  B. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Bobert  Armstrong  Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  JenningSi 
Sydney  Gedge. 
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OOENWALL. 
Wkstbrn,  or  St.  Ives  Divisiow, 
Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho. 

North- WESTEBiTy  or  Oambobnb  DivisioNi 
Charles  Augustus  Yansittart  Conybeare. 

Tbubo  DiYisioir, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mm,  or  St.  Austell  Diyision, 
William  Aleacander  M'Arthur. 

SouTH-EABTBBir,  or  BoDMor  Dinsioir, 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

Nobth-Eastsbk,  or  Lauhobbtov 

DlYISIOK, 

Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Acland. 

PENRTN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  Oeorge  Cavendish  Bentinok. 

CUMBERLAND 

NoBTHEBSr,  or  ESEDALE  DXYISIOIT, 

Bobert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mm,  or  Fbkbith  Division, 
James  William  Lowther. 

COCKEBXOUTH  DlYISIOlT, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

WssTXBir,  or  EaBBMONT  Diyisiok, 
Lord  Munoaster. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  QuUy. 

WHITEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 

Bt.   Hon.  G^rge  Augustus  Frederick 
Carendish  Bentinck. 


•DERBY. 
High  Pbak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastbrk  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chestbbubld  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Western  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mm  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jaooby. 

Llkbston  Division, 
Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Foster. 

SOXTIBEBN  DrVISION| 

Henry  Wardle. 

DERBT  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Boe, 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  Granville 
Yenables  Yemon  Haroourt,  knt. 

DEYON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennaway,  bt 

Nobth-Eastbrn,  or  Tivebton  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Hood  Walrond. 

Noethebn,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Yisoount  Lymington. 

Nobth-Westebn,  or  Babnstaplb 

DIVISION, 

George  Fitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Division, 
Yiscount  Ebrington. 

Southebn,  or  Totnbs  Division, 
Francis  Bingham  Mildmay. 

Tobquat  Division, 
Richard  Mallook. 

Mm,  or  Ashbubton  Division, 
Charles  Seale-Hayne. 

DEVONFORT  BOROUGH. 

Sir  John  Henry  Puleston,  knt 
George  Edward  Frice. 

EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Northoote,  bt.,  C.B. 

PLTMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  knt 


VOBSEIS. 

NOBTHBBN  DlYISIOir, 

Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Fortman. 

Eastbbk  Division, 
(George  Hawkesworth  Bond. 

BOUTHBBN  DlYISIOlTy 

Charles  Joseph  Theophilus  Hanibro. 

Westsbk  Division, 
Henry  Bichard  Farquharson. 


DUEHAM. 
Jabrow  Division, 
Sir  Oharles  Mark  Fahner,  bt. 

HonoB^N-LE-SPBiNa  Division, 

Nicholas  Wood. 

Chester-le-Stbeet  Division, 

James  Joicey. 

North-Western  Division, 

Llewellyn  Archer  Atherley-Jones. 

Mid  Division, 

William  Cbrawford. 

South-EAstern  Division, 

Lieut.-Gheneral   Sir   Henir   Marshman 
Havelock-Allan,  bt.,  V.C.,  K.O.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
John  Mellor  Faulton. 

Barnard  Oastlb  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Fease,  Bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGU. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

HARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bichardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 
James  Oochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 
Joseph  Dodds. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Storey, 
Edward  Temperley  Q-onrley. 
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Southern,  or  Bompord  DmsroN, 

James  Theobald. 

Western,  or  Epfino  Division, 

Bight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  John  Selwin* 
Ibbetson,  bt. 

Northern,  or  Saffron  Waij)en 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Gardner. 

North-Eastsrn,  or  Harwich  Division, 
James  Bound. 

Eastern,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Charles  Wing  Gray. 

Mn>,  or  Chelhsford  Division, 
William  James  Beadel. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
Major  Frederick  Came  Basch. 

COLCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Trotter. 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 
Norih  Divitian, 
James  Forrest  Fulton. 

South  Diviiian, 
George  Edward  Banes. 


ESSEX. 

South- Western,  or  Walihamstow 
Division, 

William  Thomas  Makins. 


GLOUCESTEB. 
Mid,  or  Stroud  Division, 
George  HoUoway. 

Northern,  or  Tewkesbury  Division, 
Sir  John  Edward  Doriogton,  bt. 

Eastern,  or  Cirencester  Division, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

Forest  of  Dean  Division, 
Godfrey  Blundell  Samuelson. 

Southern,  or  Thornbury  Division, 
Hon.  John  William  Plunkett. 
BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 
West  Divuion^ 
Bt.  hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks- 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Divuion, 
Lewis  Fry. 

^ast  Division, 

Handel  Cossham. 

South  Division^ 
Lt.-Col.  Edward  Stock  Hill,  CB. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gardner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bobinson« 


Liniof 

HANTS. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  BaSINQSTOKB  Diyi8I0K| 

Arthur  Frederick  JefiPreys. 

Western,  or  Andoyeb  DiyisioiTy 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 

Eastebn,  or  Petersfieu)  DiyisioiTy 
YiBooimt  Wolmer. 

Southern,  or  Farehak  Division, 
Lieut.-Qen.    Sir  Frederick  Wellington 
John  FitzWygram,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Ck)mpton. 

GHRISTCHURCH  BOROUGH. 
Oharles  Edward  Baring  Young. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGn. 

Major.-Oen.    Sir   William    Grossman, 

K.O.M.a. 
Sir  Samuel  Wilson. 

SOUTUAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Giles. 

Adm.   Sir   John   Edmund   Commerell, 
V.O.,  G.C.B. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Biohard  Moss. 

HEREFORD. 
Northern,  or  Leominstbr  Division, 
James  Sankin. 

SOXTTHERN,  OT  BoSS  DIVISION, 

Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Joseph  Eussell  Bailey,  bt. 
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HERTFORD. 

Northern,  or  Hitchin  Division, 
Robert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Russian 
Empire). 

Eastern,  or  Hertford  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Alban's  Division, 
Yificount  Ghimston. 

Western,  or  Watford  Division, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halaey. 


KENT. 


HUNTINGDON. 

Southern,  or  Huntingdon  Division, 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith  Barry. 

Northern,  or  Ramsat  Division, 
Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward  Fellowes. 

ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Richard  Everard  Webster,  knt. 


Western,  or  Sevenoaks  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  William  Mills. 

North- Western,  or  Dartford 
Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  bt. 

South-Western,  or  Tunbridoe 
Division, 
Robert  Norton. 

Mid,  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Oathome-Hardy. 

North-Eastbrn,  or  Faversham 
Division, 
Hon.    Herbert    Thomas    Knatohbull- 
Hugessen. 

SbXTTHERN,  or  ASHFORD  DIVISION, 

William  Fomfret  Fomfret. 

Eastern,  or  St.  Auoustinb's  Division, 
Aretas  Akers-Douglas. 

Isle  of  Thanet  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Oolonel  Edward  Robert  King- 
Harman. 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  knt. 

BEPTFORD  BOROUGH. 
William  John  Evelyn. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 

Major  Alexander  Oeorge  Dickson. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 

John  Bazley  White. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISUAM  BOROUGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 

MAmSTONE  BOROUGH. 

Major  Alexander  Henry  Ross. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Francis  Charles  Hughes-Hallett. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Edwin  Hughes. 

LANCASTER. 

North  Lancashire, 

North  Lonsdale  Division, 
William  George  AinsUe. 

Lae^casteb  DinsioN, 
James  WilUamsou, 


1 


lilt  of 
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jiwib^im 


liiNOASTBR — eoni. 

Blackpool  Diyisiok, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley,  bt. 

Chorley  Divisiow, 
Lieut.- Gen.  Bandle  Joseph  Feildcn. 

North-East  Lancashire. 
Dabwen  Division, 
Tiscount  Oranbome. 

OuTHEBOB  Division, 

Bt.    Hon.    Sir   XJghtred  James   Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  bt. 

AccBiNGTON  Division, 
Bobert  Trotter  Hermon-Hodge. 

BOSSENDALE  DIVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

Sonth-East  Lancashire, 

Westhoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hoyle. 

MiDDLETON  Division, 
Thomas  Fielden. 

Badoliffe-cum-Fabnwobth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EooLEs  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  John  Francis  Egerton. 

Stbeitobd  Division, 
John  William  Maclure. 

GoBTON  Division, 
Bichard  Peacock. 

Pbestwich  Division, 
Bobert  Gray  Cornish  Mowbray. 

Sonth-West  Lancashire, 

SoTJTHPOBT  Division, 
Hon.  George  Nathaniel  Curzon. 

Obmskibe  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLE  Division, 
Lieut.*Golonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

Wddnes  Division, 
Tom  Oottingham  Edwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Inge  Division, 
Ck)lonel   Henxy  Blundell  -  HoUinshead 
Blundell. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

ASHTON-UNDEIULYNE  BOROUGH. 
John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 


Lanoastbb — eont. 

BARROW-IN-FURNESS  BOROUGH. 

William  Sproston  Caine. 

BLACKBURN  BOROUGH. 

WiUiam  Coddington. 
William  Henry  Hornby. 

BOLTON  BOROUGH. 

Herbert  Shepherd-Cross. 
Lieut.  Colonel  Hon.  Francis  Charles 
Bridgeman. 

BURNLEY  BOROUGH. 
John  Slagg. 

BURY  BOROUGH, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 

LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH. 
KtrkdaU  Divmonf 

Sir    George    Smyth    Baden  •  PoweU, 
K.C.M.G. 

Walton  Diviiionf 
Miles  Walker  Mattinson. 

Overton  JDivuum, 
Edward  Whitley. 

JFest  Derby  DivUion, 
Lord  Claud  J.  Hamilton. 

Scotland  Dirmon, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Division, 
Balph  Neville. 

Ahereromhy  Division, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

Eoit  Toxteth  Division, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

West  Toxteth  Division, 
Thomas  Bland  Eoyden. 

MANCUESTER  BOROUGH. 

North'  West  Division, 
Sir  William  Henry  Houldsworth,  bt 

North  Division, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

North-East  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt. 

East  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henxy  Enfield  Boscoe,  knt. 

South'  West  Division, 
Jacob  Bright. 

OLDHAM  BOROUGH. 

James  Mackenzie  Maclean. 
Elliott  Lees. 


JASt  of 

PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinfion. 
Bobert  William  Hanburj. 

ROOnDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFOBD  BOROUGH. 
North  D%v%9um^ 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

West  Diviiion^ 
Lees  Enowles. 

South  JMviiion, 
Henry  Hoyle  Howorth. 

STALTBRmGE  BOROUGH, 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

ST.  HELENS   BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

WARRINGWN  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Gilbert  Greenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH. 

Francis  Sharp  Powell. 

LEICESTER. 

Eastebk,  or  Mblton  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  John  James  Bobert 
Manners. 

Mm,  or  Loughborough  Diyibion, 
Edwin  Joseph  Lisle  March  Phillipps  de 
Lisle. 

WeSTERW,  or  BOSWOBTH  DlYISIONy 

James  Ellis. 

SouTHBBN,  or  Habbobouoh  Diyisiok, 
Thomas  Keay  Tapling. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH. 
James  AUanson  Plcton. 
Alexander  M^Arthur. 

LINCOLN. 

West  LiimsEY,  or  Gainsbobo'  Division, 
Col.  Henry  Eyre. 

NoBTH  LiNDSBY,  or  Bbioo  Divisiok, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

East  Lindsby,  or  Louth  Division, 
Arthar  Baymond  Heath. 

South  Lindsey,  or  Hobncastle 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

NoBTH  Kbbtbvbn,  ot  Sleafobd 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

yOL.    CCCXXIL      [tHIBD  8BBIES.] 
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South  Kestbven,  or  Stamford  Division, 
John  Compton  Lawrance. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Halley  Stewart. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Atkinson. 

GRANTHAM  BOROUGII. 

Malcolm  Low. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH, 

Frederick  Harold  Kerans. 


MIDDLESEX. 

Enpeeld  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Tottenham  DivisioNi 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoBNSET  Division, 
Henry  Charles  Stephens. 

Hareow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealing  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Gteorge  Hamilton. 

Bbentfobd  Division, 
James  Bigwood. 

XTxBMDGB  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dizon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH. 

NoHh-Eoit  Division^ 
George  HoweU. 

South'  West  Divtsum. 
Edward  Hare  FickersgiU. 

CHELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

FINSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Holhorn  Division, 
Colonel  Francis  Duncan. 

Central  Division, 
Captain  Frederick  Thomas  Penton 

JSast  Division, 
James  Bowlands. 

FULIIAM  BOROUGH. 
William  Hayes  Fisher. 

c  *  ] 


LUtof 

Middlesex — eont, 

UACKNET  BOROUGH. 

North  Diviiion,- 

Major-Gen.    Sir  Lewis  Fellj,  K.O.6., 
K.C.S.I. 

Central  Divuion, 
Surgeon-General    Sir  William    Gayer 
Hunter,  K.O.M;G. 

South  Diviium^ 
Sir  Charles  Bussell,  knt. 

HAMMGRSMITU  BOROUGH. 

Major-Gen.    Walter    TuckEeld   Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 

Bt.  Hn.  Sir  Heniy  Thurstan  Holland,  bt. 


ISLINGTON  BOROUGH. 
North  Diviiion, 
George  Ohristopher  Trout  Bartley. 

West  Dmsion, 
Biohard  Ohamberlain. 

Edit  Diviiion^ 
Oowley  Lambert. 

South  JDivition^ 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  Bollit,  knt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH, 

North  Division, 
Sir  Boper  Lethbridge,  knt. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  bt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 

Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARTLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Diviiion, 

Lord   Charles   William   De   La  Foer 
Beresford. 

West  Division, 
Frederick  Seager-Hunt. 

PADDINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
John  Aird. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Bandolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill. 

ST.  GEORGE,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 

Bt.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 

BT.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 

Hon.  Charles  Wallace  Alexander  Napier 
Oochrane-Baillie. 

^ast  Division, 
Bobert  Grant  Webster, 
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West  Division, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHOREDITCH  BOROUGH. 

jffoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 

Eaggersion  Division, 
William  Bandal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 

Bight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 

Whiteehapel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 


Si.  George  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Bitohie. 

Limehouse  Mivision^ 
Edward  Samuel  Norris. 

MiU  Mid  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

Stepney  Division, 
Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

Bow  and  BronUey  Division^ 
Captain  John  Charles  Beady  Oolomb. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTMINSTER  BOROUGH. 

William    Lehmann    Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 


LONDON  CITY. 

Sir  Bobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Thomas  Charles  Baring. 


MONMOUTH. 

NOBTHERN  Dn'iBioir, 
Thomas  Fhillips  Frioe. 

Western  Divisioir, 
Cornelius  MarshaU  Warmington. 

Southern  Division, 
Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 


I 


NOBFOLK. 

North- Westben  Division, 
Lord  HoDry  Bentinck. 


£iii  of 
KoBEOLK — cant, 

SoiTTH-WsSTKBir  DIVISION, 

William  Amlmrst  Tyssen- Amherst. 

NOBTHEBN  DlVISIONy 

Herbert  Hardy  Oozens-Hardy. 

Eastern  Division, 
8ir  Edward  Birkbeck,  bt. 

Mid  Division, 
Bobert  Thomhagh  Gordon. 

SoTJTHBRN  Division, 
Francis  Taylor. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler,  knt. 

KING'S  LTNN  BOROUGH. 

Alexander  Weston  Jarvis. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 

Jeremiali  James  Oolman. 
Samuel  Hoare. 

NOETHAMPTON. 
NoBTHXBN  Division, 
Lord  Bnrghley. 

Eastebn  Division, 
Francis  Allston  Channing. 

Mid  Division, 
Hon.  Oharles  Bobert  Spencer. 

SouTHEBN  Division, 
Sir  Bainald  Enightley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Labonohere, 
CQiarles  Bradlaugh. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  William  John  Wentworth  Fitss- 
William. 

NOBTHUMBEELAND. 

Wansbeok  Division, 
Oharles  Fenwick. 

Tyneside  Division, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beaimiont. 

Hexhak  Division, 
Miles  Maclnnes. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt. 
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NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  John  Morley. 
James  Oraig. 

TTNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Bichard  Sims  Donkin. 


NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassbtlaw  Division, 
William  Beckett. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

BusHcuFFE  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
Oecil  George  Savile  Foljambe. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

West  Division, 
Henry  Broadhurst. 

East  Division, 
Arnold  Morley. 

South  Division, 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 

OXFOBD. 

NoBTHEBN,  or  BaNBTTBT  DIVISION, 

Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

SOTTTHEBN,  Or  HeNLXY  DIVISION. 

Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Bobert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.O.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.O.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 

Alexander  William  Hall. 


BUTLAND. 
George  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP. 

Westebn,  or  OswESTEY  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Slaney  Kenyon  Slaney . 

Mid,  or  Wellington  DivisiOiV, 
Alexander  Hargreaves  Brown. 


iMtof 

Salop — cant, 

SouTHEBK,  or  Ludlow  Division, 
Bobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY  BOROUGU. 
Tames  Watson. 

SOMERSET. 
NoRTHSEN  Drvisioir, 


Eyan  Henry  Llewelljn. 

Wells  Divisiok, 
Oolonel  Sir  Bichard  Homer  Paget,  bt. 

Fbohe  Division, 
Yiscoimt  Weymouth 

Eastern  Division, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

SouTfiEBN  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Cavan. 

Bbidowateb  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Charles  Isaac  Elton. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 

Edmond  Bobert  Wodehouse, 
Lt.-Ool.  Bobert  Peter  Laurie. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Alfred  Percy  Allsopp. 

STAEFOBD. 

Leek  Division, 

Harry  Tichborne  Davenport. 

Bxtkton  Division, 
Sydney  Evershed. 

Western  Division, 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

Noeth-Westeen  Division, 

Justinian    Heathcote   Edwards-Heath- 
cote. 

Lichfield  Division, 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  bt. 

KiNGSWINFORD  DIVISION, 

Alexander  Staveley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

HANLEY   BOROUGH. 
William  Woodall. 

NEWCASTLE-UNDER.LYME  BOROUGH. 
Douglas  Harry  CoghiU. 
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BTASvoBD^cani. 

STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Salt. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOEOUGH. 
William  Leatham  Bright. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Oharles  Eorster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURY  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Philip  James  Stanhope. 

WEST  BROMWICH  BOROUGH. 
James  Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

West  DivUion^ 
Sir  William  Ohichele  Plowden,  K.O.S.L 

East  DiviiiOHf 
Bt.  Hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  Divmon, 
Bt.  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Yilliers. 


SUFFOLK. 

Noethebn,  or  Lowestoft  Division, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Crossley,  bt. 

Nobth-Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

North- Western,  or  Stowicarxet 
Division, 
Edward  Greene. 

South,  or  Sudbury  Division, 
William  Outhbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastern,  or  WooDSRiDaE 
Division, 

Lt.-Col.  Bobert   Hamilton  Lloyd  An- 
struther. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  bt. 
Lord  Elcho. 


SUBBEY. 

North- Western,  or  Chertsby 
•Division, 
Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South- Western,  or  Gthlford  Division, 

Hon.    WiUiam     St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Beioate  Division, 
Sir  James  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 
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Mid,  or  Epsoic  Diyibioit, 
Et.  hon.  GteoTge  Oubitt.    • 

KufGSTON  DiVISIOK, 

Sir  John  Wbittaker  Ellis,  bt 

North-Eastebit,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry  Cosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  and   CLAPHAM   BOROUGH. 

Batleraea  Divmon. 
Octayius  Yaughan  Morgan. 

Clapham  Division, 
Jolin  Saunders  Qilliat. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
Iforth  Division, 
John  Kchards  Kelly. 

Peekham  Division^ 
Arthur  Anthony  Bamnann. 

Dulwieh  Division. 
John  Blunde]!  Maple. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
Iforth  Division, 
Lieut.-Oen.  Charles  Crawfurd  Eraser. 

Kennin^Um  Division, 
Sobert  Ghent-Davis. 

Brixton  Division. 
Marquess  of  Carmarthen 

Norwood  Division, 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 

NEWIN6T0N  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Charles  Wallwyn  Badcliffe  Cooke. 

Walworth  Division, 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 


SOUTHWARK  BOROUGH. 

West  Division, 
Arthur  Cohen. 

Rotherhithe  Division, 
Colonel  Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bermondsey  Division, 
Alfred  Lafone. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Eimber. 


Memhers, 

SUSSEX. 

North- Western,  or  Horsham  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot, 
bt,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chiohester 
Division, 
Earl  of  March. 

Northern,  or  East  Qrinstead  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Gathome-Hardy. 

Mid,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Admiral  Edward  Field. 

Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Lieut.-Col.  Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

» 

BRIGHTON  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott. 
Sir  William  Tindal  Eobertson,  knt. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noble. 


WAEWICK. 

Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
John  Stratford  Dugdale. 

South- Western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Frederick  Townsend. 

South-Eastern,  or  Euoby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 
Gteorge  Kynoch. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGD. 
Edghaston  Division, 
George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division. 
Bt.  Hon.  John  Bright. 

North  Division, 
WiHlam  Kenrick. 

JSast  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Bordesley  Division, 
Jesse  CoUings. 

South  Division, 
Joseph  Powell  Williams. 


lUtoJ 

COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
William  Heniy  Walter  Ballantine. 

WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Bt.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peol. 

WESTMOEELAND. 

NOBTHEEN,  or  ApPLSBY  DxYISIOlTy 

Hon.  William  Lowther. 

Southern,  or  Kbndal  Division, 
Earl  of  Bective. 
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WILTS. 

NoBTHS&N,  or  Obicelade  Diyision, 

Mervjn  Herbert  Neyil  Story-Maakeljne. 

Nobth-Westebn,  or  Ohifpenhak 
Division, 

Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Westehic,  or  Westbuby  Division, 
George  Fargiter  Fuller. 

Eastebn,  or  Devizes  Divisiok, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

SOXTTHEBN,  Or  WiLTON  DIVISION, 

Sir  Thomas  Eraser  OtroYe,  bt 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Henry  Hulse. 

WOEOESTER. 
Westebit,  or  Bewdley  Division, 

Sir    Edmund   Anthony   Harley  Lech- 
mere,  bt. 

SOTTTHBBN,  Or  EvESHAl£  DIVISION, 

Sir  Sichard  Temple,  bt. 

Mm,  or  Dboitwioh  Division. 
John  Oorbett. 

NoBTHEBN  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastebn  Division, 
George  Woodyatt  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Bobinson. 

KIDDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
Augustus  Frederick  Gtodson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  George  Higginson  Allsopp. 


TOEK.    . 

North  Biding, 
TmBSK  ASD  Malton  Division, 
Oolonel  Hon.  Tjewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

SiCHHOND  Division, 
George  William  Elliot. 

Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  FeU  Pease. 

Whitby  Division, 
Ernest  William  Beckett. 

East  Biding, 

HOLDEBNESS  DIVISION, 

Commander    George  Bichard  Bethell, 
E.N. 

BuoKBOsB  Division, 
Christopher  Sykes. 

HOWDENSHIBB  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Dunoombe. 

West  Biding,  Northern  Fart» 
Seipton  Division, 
Walter  Morrison. 

Keighlby  Division, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  Division, 
Joseph  Craven. 

SowEBBY  Division, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Wayman. 

West  Biding,  Southern  Fart, 

Mobley  Division, 

Charles  George  Milnes  GaskeU. 

NOBMANTON  DIVISION, 

Benjamin  Fickard. 

Colnb  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

HoLMFiBTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Babnsley  Division, 
Courtney  Stanhope  Kenny. 

Hallamshire  Division, 

Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt. 

Eothebham  Division, 
Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

DoNCASTEB  Division, 
Walter  Shirley  Shirley.    ^ 


Luiof 
West  Biding,  Eafitem  Fart, 

BlPOK  DlYISIONi 

John  Lloyd  Wharton. 

Otlbt  Division, 
John  Barran. 
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PONTEFRACT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Bowland  Winn. 

SCARBOROUCn  BOROUGH. 
Joshua  Bowntree. 


Baukstov  Ash  Diyisiov, 
Oolonel  Bobert  Gunter. 

OSOOLDOROSS  DiYisioir, 
John  Austin. 

PUDSET  DlYISIOK, 

Briggs  Priestley. 

Spkk  Valley  Diyisioit, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
We^t  Division, 
Alfred  nUngworth. 

Central  Diviiion^ 
Bight  Hon.  John  George  Shaw  Tjef evre. 

Foii  Divtiianf 
Heniy  Byron  Beed. 

DEWSBURT  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Simon,  bt. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Shaw. 

Bt.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

HUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 

William  Summers. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL  BOROUGH. 

Hast  Division, 
Frederick  Brent  Grotrian. 

Central  Division, 
Hesaj  Seymour  King. 

West  Division, 
Gharles  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
WiUiam  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division, 
Gerald  William  Balfour. 

East  Division, 
John  Lawrence  Gane. 

Wett  Division, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.O.B. 

IhODDLESBOROUGII  BOROUGH. 

I^aao  Wilson, 


SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

AttercUffe  Division, 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brightside  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Gharles  Edward  Howard  Vincent. 

SaUam  Division, 
Gharles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortley. 

JSeelesall  Division, 
EIIIb  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Edward  Green,  bt. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lockwood. 


WALES. 

ANGLESEA. 
Thomas  Lewis. 

BBEOKNOCK. 
WiUiam  PuUer  Maitland. 

CABDIGAN. 
William  Bowen  Bowlands. 

OABMABTHEN 

EaSTSBK  DlYISIONy 

Band  Pugh. 

Westerk  Diyisioh, 
Walter  Bice  HoweU  PoweU. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 

Sir   Emile   Algernon   Arthur    Eeppel 
CoweU  Stepney,  bt. 

OABNABVON. 

SOTTTHERK  OR  ElFION  DlYISIOHi 

John  Bryn  Boberts. 

NORTHERX  OR  ArFON  DiYISIOK, 

William  Bathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH, 
Edmund  Swetenham. 
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DENBIGH. 
Eastsbk  DiyibioNi 
Bt.  hon.  Oeorge  Osborne  Morgan. 

Webtsbn  Divisiok, 
Colonel  William  Cornwallis  West. 

DENBI6II  BOROUGH. 

Hon,  Oeorge  Thomas  Kenyon. 

FLINT. 
Samuel  Smith. 

FLINT  BOROUGH. 
John  Boberts. 

GLAMOEGAN. 

Eabtebk  Division, 
Alfred  Thomas. 

Ehondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

Western  or  Gower  Division, 
Frank  Ash  Teo. 

Mid  Division, 

Christopher  Bice  Mansel  Talbot. 

Southern  Division, 

Arthur  John  Williams. 

CARDIFF  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  James  Beed,  K.O.B. 

MERTHTR  TYDVIL  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Bichard. 
Charles  Herbert  James. 

SWANSEA  BOROUGH. 
Swamea  Town, 
Lewis  lieweUyn  Dillwyn. 

Swansea  Distriei, 
Sir  Henry  Hussey  Vivian,  bt. 

MEBIONETH. 
Thomas  Edward  Ellis. 

MONTGOMEBY. 
Stuart  Bendel. 

MONTGOMERY  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Archibald  Han- 
buiy-Traoy. 

PEMBBOKE. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE  AND  HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 

Adm.  Bichard  Charles  Mayne,  C.B. 

BADNOB. 
Hon.  Arthur  Henry  John  Walsh. 


SCOTLAND. 


ABEBDEEN. 
Eastern  Division, 
Peter  Esslemont. 

Western  Division, 
Bobert  Farquharson,  M.D. 

ABERDEEN  BURGH. 
North  Division, 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 

South  Division^ 
James  Bryce. 

ABGYLL. 
Colonel  John  Wingfield  Malcolm. 

ATB. 

NoBTHEEN  DnnsioN, 
Hon.  Hugh  Frederick  Hislop  Elliot. 

Southern  Division, 
Hon.  GreviUe  Bichard  Vernon. 

AYR  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Bichard  Frederick  Fotheringham  Camp- 
beU. 

KILMARNOCK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Stephen  Williamson. 

BANFF. 
Bobert  WiUiam  Duff. 

BEBWICK. 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks. 

BUTE. 
James  Patrick  Bannerman  Bobertson. 

CAITHNESS. 
Gavin  Brown  Clark. 

WICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

John  Macdonald  Cameron. 

CLACKMANNAN    AND   KINBOSS. 
Bt.  Hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBABTON. 
Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  bt. 

DUMFBIES. 
Sir  Bobert  Jardine,  bt. 

DUMFRIES  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

Bobert  Threshie  Beid. 

EDINBUBGH  (Mm  Lothian). 
Bt.  Hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 


Lutof 

Eddcbubgh— -^on^. 

EDINBURGH  BURGI1. 

Kobert  Wallace. 

West  Divuton^ 
Thomas  Bybum  Buchanan. 

Central  Dmsian, 
William  McEwan. 

South  Diviiionf 
Et.  Hon.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley  Childers. 

EDINBUROn   AHD   ST.    ANDREW'S    UNI- 
VERSITIES. 

Eight  Hon.  John   Hay  Athole   Mac- 
donald,  IiL.D. 

LEITH  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Eonal  Orawfurd  Munro  Ferguson. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIBN. 
Charles  Heniy  Anderson. 

ELGIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Aaher. 

FIFE. 

Eastebn  Division, 
Herbert  Henry  Asquith. 

Westebw  DrvisioK, 
Hon.  Eobert  Preston  Bruce. 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt, 
ST.  ANDREW'S   DISTRICT    OF   BURGHS. 
Henry  Torrena  Anstruther. 

FOEFAE. 

Jamea  William  Barclay. 

DUNDEE  BURGO. 

Edmund  Eobertson, 
Charles  Carmichael  Lacaita. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiresa  Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Bichard  Burden  Haldane. 

INVEENESS. 
Charles  Fraser-Mackintosh. 

INVEENESS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Eobert  Bannatyne  Finlay. 

BINCAEDINE. 
General  Sir  George  Balfour,  K.O.B. 
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KIEKCUDBEIGHT. 

Mark  John  Stewart. 

LANARK. 
Gk)VAN  Division, 


William  Pearce. 

Pabtick  Divibiow, 
Alexander  Craig  Sellar. 

Noeth-Westebn  Division, 
Eobert  Bontine  Cunningham  Graham. 

North-Eastebn  Division, 
Donald  Crawford. 

Mm  Division, 
Stephen  Mason. 

Southern  Division, 
James  Henry  Cecil  Hozier. 

GLASGOW  BURGH. 

Bridgeton  Divmon, 

Et.  Hon.  Sir  George  Otto  Trevelyan,  bt. 

Camlaehie  DivxHon^ 
Hugh  Watt. 

8t,  RoUox  Divtaton, 
James  CaldweU. 

Central  Divtsion, 
John  George  Alexander  Baird. 

College  Dmeion^ 
Charles  Cameron,  M.D.,  LL.D. 

Tradeston  Divieitm^ 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 

Blackfriare  and  Hutchesontoicn  Division, 
Andrew  Dryburgh  Provand. 

GLASGOW AXD  ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITIES. 

James  Alexander  Campbell,  LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

OEKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Leonard  Lyell. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIEK 
Walter  Thorbum. 


PEETH. 
Eastern  Division, 
Eobert  Stewart  Menzies. 

Western  Division, 

Sir  Donald  Currie,  K.C  Jd:.G. 

PERTH  BURGH. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker. 

[  f  ] 
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EENFREW. 

Eastern  Division, 
Hichael  Hugh  Sbaw  Stewart. 

Westebn  Division, 
Sir  ArcLibald  Campbell  Oampbell,  bt. 

GREENOCK  BURGU. 
Thomas  Sutherland. 

PAISLEY  BURGH. 
William  Boyle  Barbour. 

ROSS  AND  COEtOMARTT. 
Roderick  Macdonald. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon.  Arthur  Ralph  Douglas  Elliot. 

IIAWICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Laing  Brown. 

STIRUNQ. 
Joseph  Cheney  Bolton. 

FALKIRK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
William  Pirrie  Sinclair. 

STIRLING  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Right  Hon.   Henry  Campbell-Banner* 
man. 

SUTHERLAND. 

Angus  Sutherland. 

WIGTON. 
Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell,  bt. 

IRELAND. 
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ANTRIM. 

NoBTH  Aktbibc  Diyisioir, 
Sir  Charles  Edward  Lewis,  bt. 

Mid  Antbiu  DivisioXi 
Hon.  Robert  Torrens  O'Neill. 

East  AirrBnc  DiyisiOK, 
Captain  James  Martin  M'Calmont. 

SoTTTH  Antrim  Diyisiok, 
WUliam  Ghrey  Ellison  Macartney. 

BELFAST  BOROUGH. 
East  Belfast  Division^ 
Edward  Samuel  Wesley  de  Cobain. 

South  Belfast  Division^ 
William  Johnston. 

West  Belfast  Division, 
Thomas  Sexton. 

Horth  Belfast  Division, 
Sir  William  Ewart,  bt. 


Members, 

ARMAGH. 

North  Ar^caqh  Division, 
Colonel  Edward  James  Saunderson. 

Mid  Armagh  Division, 
Sir  James  Porter  Corry,  bt. 

South  Armagh  Dnnsioify 
Alexander  Blane. 

CARLOW. 

JamesPatrtckO'GK>rman  (The  O'Gbrman 
Mahon) 

CAVAN. 

West  Cavait  Division, 
Joseph  Gillis  Biggar. 

East  Cavan  Division, 
Thomas  O'Hanlon. 

CLARE. 

East  Clare  Division, 
Joseph  Richard  Cox. 

West  Clare  Division, 
Jeremiah  Jordan. 

CORK. 

Nohth  Cork  Division, 
James  Christopher  Mynn. 

North-East  Cork  Division, 
William  O'Brien. 

Mid  Core  Division, 
Charles  Kearns  Deane  Tanner. 

East  Core  Division, 
William  John  Lane. 

West  Core  Division, 
James  Qilhooly. 

SouTtf  Cork  Division, 
Joseph  Edward  Kenny. 

South-East  Cork  Division, 
John  Hooper. 

CORK  CITY. 

Charles  Stewart  FamelL 
Maurice  Healy. 


DONEGAL. 

North  Donegal  DivisioN| 
James  Edward  O'Doherty. 

West  Donegal  Division, 
Patrick  O'Hea. 

East  Donegal  Division, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

South  Donegal  Division, 
John  Gordon  Swift  Mac  Neill 


L%9tof 

DOWN. 

North  Down  Diviston, 
Colonel  Thomas  Waring. 

East  Down  Division, 
Bichard  William  Blackwood  Ker. 

West  Down  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

South  Down  DrvisioN, 
Michael  McOartan. 

NEWRY  BOROUGH. 
Justin  Huntly  McOarthy. 

DUBLIN. 
North  Durlin  Division, 
John  Joseph  Clancy,  M.A. 

South  Dublin  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Henry  Grattan  Esmonde,  bt. 

DUBLIN  CITY. 
College  Green  Divieion, 
Timothy  Daniel  Sullivan. 

Dublin  Harbour  Divieion, 
Timothy  Charles  Harrington. 

8t  Stephen^*  Green  Division^ 
Edmond  Dwyer  Gray. 

8i.  Patrieh^e  Dimion^ 
William  Martin  Murphy. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 
Rt.  Hon.  David  Robert  Plunket,  LL.D. 
Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden. 

FERMANAGH. 
North  Fermanagh  Division, 
William  Hoey  Kearney  Redmond. 

SOITTH  FeRBCANAGH  DIVISION, 

Henry  CampbelL 

GALWAT. 

GONNEMARA  DiVISIQN, 

Patrick  James  Foley. 

North  Galway  Division, 
Oolonel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

East  Galit ay  Division, 
Mathew  Harris. 

South  Galway  Division, 
David  Sheehy. 

GALWAY  TOWN. 
John  Pinkerton. 
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Membere. 

KERRY. 

North  Kerry  Division, 
John  Stack. 

West  Kerry  Division, 
Edward  Harrington. 

South  Kerry  Division, 
Denis  Kilbride. 

East  Kerry  Division, 
Jeremiah  Daniel  Sheehan. 

KILDARE. 

North  Kildarb  Division, 
James  Lanrence  Carew. 

South  Kildare  Division, 
James  Leahy. 

KILKENNY. 

North  Kilkenny  Division, 
Edward  P.  MulhaUen  Marum. 

South  Kilkenny  Division, 
Patrick  Alexander  Ohance. 

KILKENNY  CITY. 
Thomas  Quinn. 


KING'S  COUNTY. 

Birr  Division, 
Bernard  Oharles  MoUoy. 

TULLAMORB  DIVISION, 

Joseph  Francis  Fox. 

LEITRIM. 

North  Leitrdi  Division, 
Michael  Oonway. 

South  Leitrim  Division, 
Luke  Patrick  Hayden. 

LIMERICK. 

West  Limerick  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

East  Limerick  Division, 
John  Finucane. 

LIMERICK  CITY. 
Heniy  Joseph  Gill. 

LONDONDERRY. 

North  Derry  Division, 
Henxy  Lyle  Mulholiand. 

South  Derry  Division, 
Thomas  Lea. 

LONDONDERRY  CITY. 
Justin  M'Oarthy. 
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LONGFOBD. 

North  Longford  Divisioir, 
Timothy  MichaeLHoalj. 

South  Lonoford  Division, 
Laurence  Connolly. 

LOUTH. 

North  Louth  Dinsioif, 
Joseph  Nolan, 

South  Louth  Division, 
Thomas  Patrick  Gill. 

MAYO. 

North  Mato  Division, 
Daniel  CriUy. 

West  Mayo  Division, 
John  Deasy. 

East  Mato  Division, 
Jchn  Dillon. 

South  Mayo  Division, 
James  Frederick  Xavier  O'Brien. 

MEATH. 

North  Meath  Division, 
Pierce  Mahony. 

So.UTH  Mxath  Division, 
Edward  Sheil. 

MONAGHAN. 

North  Monaghan  Division, 
Patrick  O'Brien. 

South  Monaghan  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Neale  McKenna,  knt. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

OssoRY  Division, 
William  Archibald  Macdonald. 

Leix  Division, 
Bichard  Lalor. 

E03C0MM0N. 
North  Eoscommon  DrvisiON, 
James  J.  0*Kelly. 

South  Eoscommon  Division, 
Andrew  Commins. 

SLIGO. 

North  Sliqo  Division, 
Peter  McDonald. 

South  Sliqo  Division, 
Edward  Joseph  Kennedy. 


TIPPEEAEY. 

North  Tipperary  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  O'Brien. 

Mid  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Mayne. 

South  Tipperary  Division, 
John  O'Connor. 

East  Tipperary  Division, 
Thomas  Joseph  Condon. 

TYRONE. 

North  Tyrone  Division, 
Lord  Ernest  Hamilton. 

Mm  Tyrone  Division, 
Matthew  Joseph  Kenny. 

East  Tyrone  Division, 
William  James  Eeynolds. 

South  Tyrone  Division, 
Thomas  Wallace  Eussell. 

WATEEFOED. 

West  Waterford  Division, 
Jasper  Douglas  Pyne. 

East  Waterford  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  Power. 

WATERFORD  CITY. 
Eichard  Power. 

WE8TMEATH. 

NoRT^  Wsstmeath  Division, 
James  Tuite. 

South. Westmrath  Division, 
Donal  Sullivan. 

WEXFOED. 

North  Wexford  Division, 
John  Edward  Eedmond. 

South  Wexford  Division, 
John  Barry. 

WICKLOW. 

West  Wicklow  Division, 
Garrett  Michael  Byrne. 

East  Wicklow  Division, 
William  Joseph  Corbet. 
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HANSARD'S 


PAELIAMENTAEY  DEBATES, 


IN   THE 


TsiMD   Snssioir  of  the   TwBNTT-FoxrsTH   Pabliaumnt  op  the 
United    Kingdom    of     Gmbat    Bmitain    and    UszAim. 

APPOINTED    to    meet    6    AuQUST,     1886,     IN     THE     FIFTIETH 

Year  of  the  Beion  of 

HEE   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEU. 


FIEST    VOLUME    OP    SESSION     1888. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Thurtdaff,  9th  Fehrfuary,  1888. 


MINUTESJ— Public  Biu^^Firti  Reading-^ 
Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment* 
(1)« 

THEPAELIAMENT,  which  had  been 
Ftorogned  suocessiTelj  from  Fri- 
day the  16th  day  of  September,  1887, 
to  the  30th  day  of  November ;  thence 
to  the  18th  day  of  January,  1888 ;  and 
from  thence  to  the  9ih  day  of  February, 
met  fhi«  day  for  ihe  deepatoh  of  Buai- 
negB. 

,  The  Sefision  was  opened  by  Oommis- 
won. 

Thb  HorsB  OP  Peehb  being  met ; 

Thb    LOED    OHANOELLOE    ac- 
quainted the  House, 

VOL.  OOQXXII.  fTBlfiD  aSKXEB.1 


"  That  Her  Majesty,  not  thinking  it  fit  to  bo 
pewonaUy  present  here  this  day,  has  been 
pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  to  be  issued 
under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  opening 
and  holding  of  this  Parliament." 

Then  Five  of  the  Lords  Oommissioners 
—namely,  The  Lobd  Ohakokllob  (Lord 
Halsbury)  ;  The  Lobd  Chambeelain 
(The  Earl  of  Lathom) ;  The  Sbcrbtaey 
oy  State  fob  India  (The  Viscount 
Cross) ;  The  Earl  of  Kiktobb  (Captain 
of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard) ;  and  The 
Earl  of  EossLYN  (Captain  of  the  Gentle- 
men at  Arms)— being  in  their  Eobes, 
and  seated  on  a  Form  placed  between  the 
Throne  and  the  Woolsack,  commanded 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Eod 
to  let  the  Commons  know  "  The  Lords 
Commissioners  desire  their  immediate 
Attendance  in  this  House,  to  hear  the 
Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker : — ^The  Commission  was  read  bv 
the  Clerk  .-—Then 
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Speech. 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOR  delivered 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows : — 

**My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 

"  I  continue  to  receive  from  all  other 
Powers  cordial  assurances  of  their 
friendly  sentiments,  as  well  as  of  their 
earnest  desire  to  maintain  the  peace 
of  the  world. 

"My  officers,  in  conjunction  with 
those  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  have 
completed  the  demarcation  of  the 
Afghan  boundary  in  conformity  with 
the  terms  of  the  Convention  of  last 
year.  I  trust  that  the  work  which  has 
thus  been  brought  to  a  conclusion  may 
tend  to  remove  the  possibility  of  mis- 
understanding between  the  two  Powers 
in  regard  to  their  Asiatic  possessions. 

"  Animated  by  a  desire  to  prevent 
the  effusion  of  blood,  I  despatched  a 
Mission  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia, 
with  the  hope  of  dissuading  him  from 
engaging  in  a  war  with  Italy.  I 
deeply  regret  that  my  efforts  have  not 
been  successful. 

"The  deliberations  of  the  Con- 
ference assembled  at  Washington  to 
adjust  questions  which  have  arisen 
between  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and 
the  United  States  are  still  in  progress. 

"  The  negotiations  which  were  com- 
menced in  1885  with  respect  to  the 
regulation  of  the  Suez  Canal  have 
been  brought  to  a  conclusion  so  far  as 
points  of  difference  between  myself 
and  the  French  Republic  are  con- 
cerned. 

"  I  have  also  entered  into  an  Agree- 
ment with  the  French  Republic  for 
the  protection  of  life  and  property  in 
the  group  of  the  New  Hebrides  by  a 
Joint  Naval  CommissioxL 


"  A  Conference  of  Delegates  from 
the  Powers  interested  in  the  sugar 
industry  was  sununoned  in  London  in 
the  autumn  to  consider  the  possibility 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  injurious  syB- 
tem  of  bounties ;  and  they  have  made 
considerable  progress  towards  the  con- 
clusion of  a  satisfactory  arrangement. 

"  Qentlemen  of  the  House  of  Com- 
nums, 

"  The  Estimates  for  the  Services  of 
this  year,  which  will  be  laid  before 
you,  have  been  framed  with  due  regard 
to  economy.  Tou  will  be  asked  to 
make  provision  for  the  improvements 
in  the  defence  of  the  ports  and  coaling- 
stations  of  my  Empire,  which  have 
been  rendered  urgently  necessary  by 
the  advance  of  military  science.    You 

will  also  be  asked  to  sanction  an 
arrangement  for  providing  a  special 

squadron  for  the  protection  of  Austral- 
asian commerce,  the  cost  of  which  will 
be  partially  borne  by  the  Colonies 
themselves. 

"  My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 

''  The  measures  which,  at  the  cost 
of  great  labour,  you  passed  during 
the  last  Session  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland  have  been  carefully  carried 
into  effect  during  the  period  which 
has  since  elapsed. 

"  The  result  of  this  legislation,  so 
far  as  it  has  been  tested  by  a  short 
experience,  has  been  satisfactory. 
Agrarian  crime  has  diminished,  and 
the  power  of  coercive  conspiracies  has 
sensibly  abated.  Measures  tending  to 
develop  the  resources  of  Ireland,  and 
to  facilitate  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  the  proprietors  of  the  soil^  will  be 
laid  before  you. 

"  Your  attention  will  be  invited  to 
the  subject  of  Local  (Government  in 
England ;  and  meacfures  \dll  be  sub- 
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milted  to  you  for  dealing  with  it,  in 
combination  with  proposals  for  adjust- 
ing the  relations  between  Local  and 
Imperial  finance,  and  for  mitigating 
the  burdens  at  present  imposed  upon 
the  ratepayers. 

"The  prospects  of  commerce  are 
more  hopeful  than  any  to  which  I 
have  been  able  to  point  for  many 
years  past.  I  deeply  regret  that  no 
corresponding  improvement  is  ob- 
servable in  the  condition  of  agricul- 
ture. I  commend  the  interests  of  that 
great  industry  to  your  attentive  care, 
in  the  hope  that  means  may  be  dis- 
covered for.  enabling  it  to  meet  more 
effectively  the  difficulties  under  which 
it  labours. 

"You  will  be  invited  to  consider 
legislative  proposals  for  cheapening 
the  Transfer  of  Land ;  for  modifying 
the  procedure  by  which  Tithe  Rent- 
charge  is  collected  ;  for  the  promotion 
of  Technical  Education  ;  for  prevent- 
ing undue  preferences  in  the  Bates 
charged  by  Bailway  Companies  on 
foreign  and  domestic  produce;  for 
remedying  abuses  in  the  formation  of 
Companies  under  limited  liability; 
and  for  amending  the  Law  as  to  the 
Liability  of  Employers  in  case  of  acci- 
dents. 

"  Measures  for  improving  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Scottish  Universities,  and 
for  regulating  the  Borough  Police  in 
Scotland,  will  be  laid  before  you ;  and 
proposals  will  be  submitted  to  you  for 
diminishing  the  cost  of  Private  Bill 
legislation. 

''  In  these  and  all  other  efforts  that 
you  may  make  to  promote  the  well- 
being  of  my  people,  I  pray  that  you 
may  be  guided  by  the  hand  of  Al- 
mighty God. 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 


House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

Ilouee  resumed. 

Pbaysbs. 

Boll  of  the  Lords— Garter  Kiug  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Third  Session  of  the 
Twenty-fourth  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  :  The  -same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

Several  Lords—Took  the  Oath. 

LORD  GREY  DE  RUTHYN, 

The  House  being  informed  that  bis 
Lordship  was  attenaing  with  his  writ  of 
summons,  the  Lord  OhancoUor  explained 
to  the  House  his  Lordship's  descent : 
Then  his  Lordship  was  called  in,  and 
took  the  Oath ;  and  then  took  his  place 
on  the  Baron's  Bench,  next  below  the 
Lord  Zouche  of  Haryngworth* 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Writs  and  Boturns  electing  the  Earl 
of  Kingston  a  Beprescntative  Peer  for 
Ireland  in  the  room  of  the  late  Viscount 
Doneraile,  deceased,  and  the  Earl  of 
Wicklow  a  Bepresentative  Peer  for  Ire- 
land in  the  room  of  the  late  Viscount 
Lifford,  deceased,  with  the  Certificates 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Irelaud 
annexed  thereto :  Delivered  (on  oath), 
and  Certificates  read. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
BUI,  proformdf  read  I'. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER   TO   HEU 

MAJESTY^S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Qubbn's  Speech  reported  by  The 
LoBD  Chaitoellob. 

The  Earl  of-CBAWFOBD  (who 
was  attired  in  full  Highland  costume) 
said  :  Mj  Lords,  I  rise  to  move  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  to  thank  her  for  Her  Most 
Chraoious  Speeoh ;  but  before  proceeding 
with  that,  1  must  crave  the  indulgence 
that  jour  Lordships  are  always  in  the 
habit  of  giving  to  those  in  mj  posi- 
tion. 

Mj  Lords,  in  the  Speech  are  contained 
many  and  vaiioas  subjects  embracing 
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matters  over  the  whole  field  of  poli- 
tice,  aad  to  deal  at  length  with  tnem 
woold  take  considerable  time ;  therefore 
lintend  merely  to  touch  lightly  on  one 
or  more  of  them,  leaving  the  rest  to  be 
dealt  with  by  those  who  are  better 
qualified  to  deal  with  them  than  I  am. 

The  first  point  that  occurs  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  is  the  allusion  to  the 
completion  of  a  demarcation  of  the 
Busso- Afghan  boundary.  Tou  are 
all  well  aware  of  the  whole  history 
of  the  Afghan  Question,  how  10  years 
ago  we  were  at  war  with  the  State  of 
Afghanistan,  owing,  as  we  believed  at 
that  time,  to  the  intrigues  of  Russia,  to 
Russia  having  persuaded  the  then  Ameer 
of  that  land  to  decline  to  receive  the 
Envoy  which  our  Sovereign  desired  to 
send  to  him ;  of  the  war  that  ensued,  of 
the  massacre  of  Major  Oavagnari,  of  the 

treat  march  to  Oabul,  worthy  of  the 
ays  of  Xenophon,  and  of  the  peace 
that  foQowed,  the  tale  is  familiar.  That 
war  endured  until  about  1885,  when 
peace  was  secured.  During  the  period 
of  peace  complications  again  arose, 
owing  mainly  to  the  advances  which 
were  necessarily  being  made  by  the 
great  Empire  of  Bussia  towards  the  East. 
Bussia  at  that  time  entered  the  Pro- 
vince of  Penjdeh,  bringing  its  boundary 
close  alongside  that  of  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan.  The  advance  of  Bussia 
in  that  direction  was  a  menace  to  our 
Empire  of  India,  and  means  were  taken 
at  once  to  discover  whether  those  ideas 
were  correct  or  were  not.  The  strain 
between  Bussia  and  this  country  became 
one  of  the  greatest  tension,  all  but 
coming  at  one  time  to  a  rupture  of  dip- 
lomatic functions  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. However,  it  was  agreed  that  a 
Convention  should  be  drawn  up  ;  that  a 
Joint  Commission  should  be  appointed 
to  mark  out  the  boundary  between  the 
two  States,  and  after  some  period  of 
trouble-^Bome  period  of  danger  to  those 
occupied  upon  it  on  the  spot  in  Afghan- 
istan Proper,  and  on  the  boundaries 
-—a  line  was  made,  drawn  up,  and 
adopted  by  the  Commissioners.  The 
work  was  then  adjourned  from  the  rough 
country  in  which  they  were  working  to 
St.  Petersburgh,  and  the  final  rectifica- 
tion of  the  Busso*Afghan  boundary  was 
hanpily  brought  to  a  termination  at  the 
ena  of  last  year.  Though  we  have  come 
to  what  appears  a  satisfactory  termina- 
tion of  that  great  business,  there  is  no 
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doubt  in  the  future  that  fresh  diffi- 
culties must  arise;  not  neoessarily 
in  that  place,  not  necessarily  of  our  own 
creating ;  but  I  think  it  must  be  con- 
ceded tnat  in  the  future  Bussia  will  be 
drawn  forward  by  the  action  she  is 
taking  in  Central  Asia  to  seek  a  means 
of  obtaining  access  to  the  Eastern  Seas, 
whether  it  be  through  Persia,  through 
Afghanistan,  or  through  China.  But, 
in  the  meanwhile,  we  luive  implicit  con- 
fidence that  Bussia  will  behave  as  she 
has  said  she  intends  to  do — ^namely, 
without  seeking  to  injure  our  Indiiui 
Empire. 

With  regard  to  Abyssinia,  little 
need  be  said  excepting  regret  that  the 
Sovereign  of  that  country  has  not  seea 
fit  to  follow  the  advice  and  counsel 
tendered  him  by  Her  Majesty.  A  few 
years  ago,  when  Abyssima  was  at  war 
with  this  country,  the  Monarch  of  the 
day  committed  suicide  at  the  approach 
of  one  of  the  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  A  Successor  was  ap- 
pointed, who  had  been  a  faithful  ally  of 
ours  during  the  late  campaign  in  the 
Soudan. 

Then,  my  Lords,  the  Suez  Canal 
brings  forward  a  subject  of  vast  interest 
for  ipolitical  and  commercial  matter.  We 
rejoice  to  learn  by  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  that  those  negotiations  whioh 
have  been  in  train  for  some  time  past 
with  the  French  Bepublic  have  now 
happUy  been  brought  to  a  termination 
by  an  agreement  between  the  two 
great  countries.  The  Sanal  must 
always  exist  as  a  monument  to  the 
industry  of  France,  and  especially  as  a 
monument  to  the  genius  of  him  who 
first  designed  it — M.  de  Lesseps.  Various 
difficulties  there  have  been  in  preparing 
the  methods  for  the  working  of  this 
great  Canal,  and  they  have  been  sub- 
jects, I  will  not  say  of  dispute,  but  of 
contention  between  the  Governments 
which  have  most  had  to  do  with  it. 
Concessions,  mutual  on  both  sides,  have 
been  made,  and  now  we  happily  leam 
that  agreement  is  formed.  France, 
not  content  with  having  the  Canal  in 
its  original  state,  has  sought  means 
whereby  it  may  be  further  developed, 
and  it  is  interesting  to  see  they  have 
brought  the  advance  of  science  to  bear 
on  it,  and  have  introduced  the  use  of 
electricity  along  the  banks  of  the  Canal, 
with  the  result  of  practically  doubling 
its  capacity  by  allowing  a  snip  to  pass 
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through  in  16  hoursi  as  against  36  hours 
in  former  days. 

The  Snez  Oanal  is  not  the  only  point 
on  which  there  haye  been  differences  of 
opinion  and  happy  agreement  come  to 
"with  France.  If  we  move  further  away 
to  the  East,  near  the  coast  of  Australia, 
we  find  a  small  group  of  Islands  termed 
the  New  Hebrides.  A  Treaty  between 
this  country  and  France  had  existed  for 
some  time,  to  the  effect  that  neither  of 
the  great  countries  should  annex  that 
group  of  Islands ;  but  a  short  time  since 
a  loud  outcry  aroee  from  Australia  that 
that  Treaty  had  been  broken,  that  all 
rights  were  gone,  and  that  France  was 
a  traitor  to  her  word.  My  Lords,  that 
was  not  the  case.  We  must  allow  that 
France  did  not  abrogate  any  of  her 
Treaties  in  that  matter.  Equally  well 
might  she  say  that  we  in  England  have 
abrogated  our  Treaty  by  having  been  in 
temporary  occupation  in  Egypt.  But 
the  contention  which  arose  gave  rise  to 
diplomatic  correspondence,  with  the  re- 
snlt  that  a  perfect  understanding  had 
again  been  come  to,  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Naval  Commission  of  the  Joint 
Powers,  which  will  in  future  guard 
life  and  property  on  these  Islands.  That 
Commission  wUl  come  into  existence 
somewhere  about  the  middle  of  March, 
the  date  when  the  French  temporaiy 
occupation  ceases. 

Passing  again  towards  the  East,  we 
strike  the  shores  of  America,  and  there, 
my  Lords,  we  find  matter  of  deep  in- 
terest to  ourselves.  On  the  Eastern  sea- 
board of  that  country,  for  upwards  of  a 
century  there  has  been  a  question  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and 
ourselves,  known  as  the  Fieheries  Dis- 
pute. It  is  one  somewhat  abstruse  in 
its  nature,  somewhat  difficult  to  adjust, 
as  many  statesmen  have  known  to  their 
cost.  Practically,  the  question  may  be 
resolved  into  the  saying — ''Where  may 
a  man  go  to  fish  who  is  not  a  native  of 
the  land ;  within  what  distance  of  the 
shore  may  he  obtain  the  means  of  carry- 
ing on  his  avocation  ?  "  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  desire  to  enter  into  any  question 
of  the  merits  of  what  the  three-mile 
radius  may  be;  but  the  matter  was 
referred  last  year  to  the  able  conduct  of 
Mr.  Ghamberlain,  one  of  the  clearest 
heads  of  this  country,  who  was  sent  out 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  with  full 
power  to  bnuff  about  an  [arrangement 
which  would  be  satisfactory  to  both 


Powers.  So  fSar,  I  think,  we  may  say 
the  Fishery  Question  of  the  United 
States  may  be  taken  as  a  recurring 
decimal  fraction ;  and  unless  some  con- 
cession is  made  by  one  side  or  by  the 
other,  in  order  to  change  the  value  of 
the  fraction,  so  long  will  this  question 
remain  imohanged.  Difficulty  may  be 
staved  off  for  the  moment,  but  it  is  cer- 
tain  to  arise  again. 

My  Lords,  I  will  now  ask  you  to  take 
one  glance  at  the  affairs  of  Europe.  It 
would  have  been  a  difficult  thing,  and  a 
hard  matter  for  any  man  in  this  coun- 
try, a  few  days  ago  to  rise  and  say  there 
would  be  no  war  in  Europe ;  but  within 
the  last  few  days  great  changes  have 
taken  place  over  we  feelings  of  the 
country.  A  Treaty,  unequalled,  I  may 
almost  say,  in  importance,  a  secret 
Treaty,  has  been  divulged  on  mutual 
agreement  of  the  contracting  parties, 
a  IVeaty  which  bears  upon  its  face  the 
certainty  of  either  peace  or  the  cer- 
tainty of  a  terrible  war.  I  firmly  believe 
that  the  promulgation,  or  rather  the 
publication,  of  that  seeret  Treaty  has 
done  more  to  avert  the  bloody  war  that 
might  have  arisen  between  Austria- 
Hungary,  Germany  Proper,  and  Bussia 
than  any  other  course  of  action,  diplo- 
matic or  otherwise.  If  we  add  to  that 
the  remarkable  speech  which  the  German 
Ohanoellor  has  just  delivered,  I  think 
we  may  safely  agree  with  the  general 
feelings  of  Europe  that  the  horrors  of 
war  are,  at  any  rate,  averted  for  some 
considerable  tune. 

In  the  first  paragraph  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Most  Gracious  Speech  Her  Ma- 
jesty says — '^I  continue  to  receive  from 
all  other  Powers  cordial  assurances  of  a 
friendly  sentiment."  My  Lords,  to 
these  words  might  have  been  added 
words  to  this  effect — that  during  the 
year  of  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  the 
Queen  was  at  peace,  at  least  for  no  in- 
considerable period  of  the  year,  over  the 
whole  world.  My  Lords,  in  ancient 
days  the  Temple  of  Janus  was  closed 
with  pomp  and  great  rejoicing.  It 
seldom  occurred  in  the  Boman  Empire 
that  they  were  at  peace  all  over  the 
world,  and  yet  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
assuming  that  the  Empire  of  Great 
Britain  is  still  wider  in  extent  than  was 
the  Empire  of  Bome.  My  Lords,  when 
they  were  at  peace  Ocesar  in  his  days 
did  not  disdain  to  prepare  for  war,  and 
in  the  paragraph  which   is   specially 
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directed  to  tko  Gentlomen  of  tho  House 
of  Commons  we  may  see  that  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty,  mindful  of  Her 
Scottish  motto,  Nemo  me  impune  laeetiit^ 
desires  also  to  add  the  words,  Paratue 
sum. 

I  do  not  desire  to  enter  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  coaling  stations,  the  fortifica- 
tions to  be  made,  and  the  great  fleet 
which  is  required  in  the  East  and  the 
South — there  are  others  in  this  House, 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  follows  me 
(Lord  Armstrong),  who  will  deal  with 
that  subject ;  but  while  on  the  question 
of  Estimates,  although  we  have  nothing 
in  this  House  to  do  with  them,  I  would 
make  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Ge- 
vemment  on  one  small  matter  which 
I  consider  vitally  of  importance -^not 
vitally  but  materially  to  affect  the 
country — and  that  is  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  extend  his 
munificent  views  to  the  desires  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum  that 
they  should  receive  again  those  pur- 
chasing powers  which  have  been  taken 
away  u*om  them.  It  may  well  be  said, 
my  Lords,  that  in  a  time  of  commercial 
depression  it  is  not  desirable  to  invest 
moneys  in  non-interest  bearing  com- 
modities ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
only  right  to  remember  that  where  dis- 
tress occurs  there  are  forced  sales,  small 
competitionB,  and  low  prices,  so  what  is 
bad  for  the  original  possessor  of  the  art 
treasures  brought  forward  is  good  for 
the  nation  at  large,  provided  it  takes  it 
up.  The  power  of  expending  money 
jiaturally  depends,  my  Lords,  on  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  a  country.  We 
see  with  true  joy,  from  the  Returns 
ordered  in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  there  was  an  improvement 
in  trade  and  commerce.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
this  country  is  advancing  materially. 
The  Board  of  Trade  Betums,  which  are 
instructive  and  published  weekly,  show 
that  the  imports  and  exports  of  this 
country  have  increased  very  remarkably 
within  the  last  six  months.  Indeed, 
it  is  time  such  increase  should  take 
place.  Our  condition  is  piteous.  Many 
trades  are  within  the  verge  of  being 
closed ;  materials  have  been  scarce,  and 
profits  nil.  However,  I  hope  that  the 
Hetums  given  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  remain  and  keep  on  growing  on 
the  lines  they  have  taken,  so  far  as  in- 
crease and  prosperity  is  concerned. 

T^e  Earl  of  Crawford 


Her  Majesty,  we  regret  to  see,  takes 
but  a  despondent  view  of  agriculture  in 
thiscoun^.  I  hope — ^nay,  personally, 
I  think — that  the  view  that  is  taken  by 
Her  Majesty  is  one  that  is  rather  too 
despondent  I  think  that  there  is  a 
distinct  improvement  in  the  tone  of 
farmers,  though  not  so  much  in  the 
markets  themselves,  over  this  time 
12  months  ago  ;  and  we  hope,  for 
our  own  sakes,  for  the  sake  of  the 
country  |;enerally,  that  something  may 
be  done  m  order  to  improve  the  position 
of  the  agriculturist.  Some  words  in  the 
paragraph  relating  to  agriculture  may 
raise  hopes  in  the  minds  of  some  per- 
sons in  this  country ;  but  I  believe  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment,  in  speaking  somewhat 
vaguely  of  the  means  whereby  agricul- 
ture is  to  be  remedied,  had  no  intention 
of  going  in  the  direction  of  what  is 
known  as  Protection.  At  the  same 
time,  my  Lords,  I  feel  that  I  cannot  but 
warn  your  Lordships  that  there  is  a 
grave  feeling  arising  throughout  the 
country,  from  the  lowest  depths,  to  the 
effect  that  in  some  short  time  means 
will  have  to  be  taken  for  the  revision 
of  our  fiscal  policy.  This  is  no  time  or 
season  to  dwell  on  that,  nor  would  I 
have  done  so  had  I  not  felt  that  this  is 
a  growing  question,  and  likely,  of  its 
own  power  and  extent,  to  bring  itself  to 
the  front  of  political  life  in  the  imme- 
diate future. 

The  legislation  which  we  are  led  to 
contemplate  by  the  Speech  comprises 
many  measures,  some  of  which  are 
already  familiar  to  your  Lordships.  The 
measure  for  tho  transfer  of  land  was 
brought  before  your  Lordships'  House 
last  year.  That  measure  received  the 
consideration  of  your  Lordships ;  was 
amended,  but  proceeded  no  further. 
The  same  I  may  say  with  regard  to  the 
Eailway  Bates  Bill;  it  was  debated 
upon,  discussed,  amended,  and  dropped. 
We  earnestly  hope  that  some  progress 
may  be  made  on  both  of  these  measures, 
and  others  which  will  be  laid  before  the 
House.  The  Employers'  Liability  Bill, 
a  Bill  which  ,was  passed  in  the  year 
1880,  and  which  expires  this  Session,  is 
about  to  be  brought  before  the  House. 
I  hope,  my  Lords,  that  when  this  Bill  is 
brought  up,  due  regard  will  be  had 
to  the  existing  societies — of  which  I 
happen  in  one  instance  to  be  the  Presi- 
dent—  societies    which    exist    for   the 
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amelioration  of  distress  oonsequentnpon 
aeddents  in  mines.  As  the  Bill  orig^ally 
stood,  the  miner  was  unable  to  place 
himself  in  such  a  position  that,  without 
debarring  himself  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Act,  he  might  retain  tiie  benefit, 
which  proved  to  him  a  far  larger 
value  than  that  accruiiig  to  him  under 
the  Act.  I  sincerely  hope  that  any  Bill 
that  will  be  brought  in  for  employers' 
liability  may  have  due  regard  to  the 
existing  societies  for  the  protection  of 
life.  Liability  will  also,  I  trust,  be  laid 
on  the  promoters  of  public  Companies, 
in  order  to  put  down  the  evil  which  has 
grown  of  late  years,  and  which  was  the 
outcome  of  the  legislation  in  1862,  and 
which  could  not  have  been  provided 
against  at  the  time. 

My  Lords,  there  is  one  more  liability 
to  which  I  should  wish  to  allude,  and 
that  is  the  liability  of  all  Governments 
for  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order. 
Persons  in  various  ranks  of  life  have 
not  scrupled,  though  they  ought  to  have 
known  better,  to  raise  the  mob  against 
the  majesty  of  the  law.  The  Metropolis 
has  been  the  scene  of  extraordinary  meet- 
ings held  within  a  short  distance  of  this 
House,  where  Members  of  Parliament 
and  others  attempted  to  wrest  posses- 
sion  of  Trafalgar  Square  from  the 
authorities  supreme.  Her  Majesty's 
Ck>vemment,  after  having  exhausted 
the  powers  of  the  police  m  their  em- 
ploy, thought  fit  to  issue  a  Proclama- 
tion announcing  that  all  well-disposed 
citizens  who  might  desire  to  assist  in 
the  preservation  of  peace  might  be 
sworn  in  as  special  constables  for  a 
limited  period.  My  Lords,  that  appeal 
was  well  responded  to,  and,  indeed,  it 
would  have  been  far  more  than  it  had 
been  had  not  certain  restrictions  been 
imposed  by  the  magistrates  upon  those 
who  attended  for  the  purpose  of  being 
sworn  in.  Those  specials  were  called 
out  on  three  occasions,  and  personally 
they  had  nothing  to  do ;  those  who  had 
desired  to  disturb  the  law,  to  upset  the 
peaceful  authority  of  this  Metropolis, 
stayed  away  when  the  amateur  police- 
man was  going  to  be  allowed  to  go  at 
them,  and  I  think,  for  their  own  sakes, 
they  did  wisely.  It  was  a  matter  of 
some  interest  to  me — it  was  a  matter  of 
surprise  to  many — to  see  among  the 
thousands  of  those  specials  the  vast 
number  there  were  who  were  well  ac- 
quainted iidth  the  rudiments  of  drill. 


I  saw  2,000  men  assembled  in  the 
Albany  Street  barracks — the  Northern 
Division — and  I  really  think  there  were 
not  half-a-dozen  of  that  assembly  who 
were  not  perfectly  acquainted  as  to  how 
they  ought  to  fall  in,  and  the  ordinary 
small  manoeuvres  they  might  be  called 
upon  to  make. 

My  Lords,  I  am  now  about  to  resume 
my  seat  and  cease  wearying  you ;  but, 
before  doing  so,  I  wish  to  claim  the 
thanks  of  this  country  which*are  due  to 
Her  Majesty's    Ministers    for    having 
maintained  law  and  order  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland.  That 
law,  laid  down  after  great  difficulties, 
has  been  maintained,  and,  in  addition 
to  its  maintenance,  it  has  been  demon- 
strated clearly  that  that  law  was  meant 
to  be  obeyed  by  the  peasants  as  well  as 
by  those  who  ought  to  have  known  better 
than  to  break  it.    We  know  that  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  have  had  great 
ana    almost  insuperable  difficulties  to 
deal  with  in  Ireland.    We  know  that 
those  difficulties  have  been  met  with  a 
firm  front;    we  know  that  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  has  been  a  man 
unshrinking  from  his  duties,  and  per- 
forming them  in  a  manner  which  we 
believe  firmly  receives  and  merits  the 
thanks  of  the  country.    But,  my  Lords, 
it  would  be  a  vain  attempt  for  the  Ad- 
visers of  the  Grown  to  carry  that  policy 
of  theirs  into  effect  had  it  not  been  for 
the  cordial,  the  loyal,  and  disinterested 
support  of  the  Members  of  the  Party 
known  as  the  Liberal  Unionists.    We 
owe  them  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  their 
action.     We  hope  that  the  Unionists 
will  still  continue  to  work  together,  and, 
indeed,  I  believe  that  the  time  is  not 
far    distant    when    the    Conservative 
Unionist  and  the  Liberal  Unionist,  in- 
stead of  forming,  as  they  do  now,  two 
Parties,  will  combine  still  more  inti- 
mately,  and  be  known  as  one  Party 
with  one  name,  always  joined  together 
for  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order, 
and  for  the  maintenance  of  the  British 
Empire.  My  Lords,  I  now  beg  to  move 
the  Address  in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Qraoious  Speech  from  the  Throno. 
Lord  ABMSTEONQ  (who  was  attired 
in  a  Court  dress)  said :  I  rise,  my  Lords, 
with  much  diffidence,  to  address  your 
Lordships  for  the  first  time.  I  do  so  for  the 
purpose  of  performing  the  distinguished 
duty  of  seconding  the  adoption  of  the 
Address,  which  has  been  moved  in  such 
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appropriate  terms  by  the  noble  Earl 
^0  has  preceded  me  (the  Earl  of  Craw- 
ford). 

In  the  first  place,  I  think  it  right  to 
explain  the  'groands  npon  which  I,  as 
a  liiberal  Unionist,  have  undertaken  a 
duty  wluch  might  seem  to  identify  me 
wi&  tiie  Oonsenrative  Party,  especially 
as  this  daty  involyes  my  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House  upon  the  present  oc- 
casion. My  Lords,  1  am  one  of  those 
who  maintain  that  the  obligations  of 
Party  are  in  these  days  much  more 
stringent  than  they  ought  to  be.  For 
my  part,  I  am  content  to  accept  a  pro- 
gramme framed  in  a  spirit  of  progress 
and  moderation  ^m  whatever  source 
it  may  emanate;  and  I  consider  that 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  accords 
with  tills  description.  But  even  if^  it 
had  been  less  liberal  and  progressive 
than  it  is,  the  preservation  of  the  Union 
and  the  enforcement  of  law  and  order  in 
Lreland  are  of  such  paramount  im- 
portance, that  I  should  have  deemed  it 
incumbent  upon  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party  to  lay  aside  all  minor  differetfces, 
and  join  in  supporting  a  Government 
which  is  intent  upon  attaining  those  ob- 
jects. 

The  Liberal  Unionists  have  been 
taunted  with  supporting  a  coercive 
policy ;  but  such  taunts  can  only  impose 
upon  those  who  are  more  influenced  by 
rhetoric  than  by  reason.  Much  fervid 
declamation  has  been  expended  by 
Separatist  orators  upon  the  subject  of 
coercion.  They  have  denounced  it  as  an 
odious  thing,  without  any  reservation  in 
its  favour  as  an  element  of  law.  This  is 
predsely  what  the  Anarchists  and  the 
Nihilists  do.  They  reprobate  coercion 
in  the  abstract;  and,  as  a  logical  se- 
quence, they  repudiate  all  law  as  a 
violation  of  libeAy.  Coercion  deserves 
to  be  reprobated  when  nractised  bv  ter- 
rorists to  compel  people  to  break  the 
law;  but  it  deserves  to  be  applauded 
when  applied  in  restriction  of  such 
tyranny.  Liberty  ought  to  be  the 
watchword  of  Liberalism  ;  but  innocent 
liberty  can  only  be  enjoyed  under  the 
protection  of  law;  and  law,  without 
coercion,  is  a  nullity. 

We  are  told  that  we  ought  to  rule 
Lreland  by  conciliation ;  and  so  we  ought, 
if  Lreland could  be  so  ruled;  but  of  what 
IK>ssible  use  could  it  be  to  offer  concilia- 
tion to  those  usurpers  of  power  whose 
Leader  has  emphatically  aedared  that 
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he  will  never  be  satisfied  until  the  last 
link  between  Great  Britain  and  Lreland 
has  be«i  severed  P  Every  effort  has 
also  been  made  to  inflame  disaffection 
in  Lrdand  by  reference  to  oppression  by 
England  in  days  long  sinoe  past;  but 
no  such  oppression  is  practised  in  these 
days.  It  is  the  present,  and  not  the 
irremediable  pasty  that  we  have  to  con- 
sider ;  and  the  people  of  this  generation 
have  shown  eveiy  disposition  to  deal 
with  the  difficult  problem  of  Irish 
poverty  and  hardship  in  a  spirit  of  gene- 
rosity and  kindness.  To  relieve  the 
sufferings  of  Ireland,  Parliament  has 
strained  the  limits  of  justifiable  legisla- 
tion by  interfering  with  the  rights  of 
propexty  and  freedom  of  contract,  mea- 
sures which  could  only  be  pidUated  hj 
the  benevolence  of  we  motive  which 
gave  rise  to  them.  At  this  very  time 
we  learn  from  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  measures  are  contemplated  for  de- 
velopinff  the  resouroes  of  Irelandi  and 
for  mcintating  an  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  proprietors  of  liie  soiL  "What 
more  that  is  consistent  with  honesty  and 
justice  can  the  Irish  people  expect  from 
a  Parliament  of  their  own ;  or  is  there 
the  slightest  pros[>ect  that  an  Ixisk  Par« 
liament  would  legislate  more  justly  and 
dispassionately  than  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament? 

An  outcry  will  doubtless  be  raised 
that  the  benefit  of  the  promised  Local 
Government  Act  is  not  to  be  extended 
to  Ireland ;  but  it  is  obvious  that  it  is 
not  a  time  to  entrust  additional  power 
to  a  people  who  are  at  present  in  a  state 
of  semi-rebellion. 

As  matters  now  stand,  both  Parlia- 
ment and  the  nation  have  declared  in 
favour  of  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
Amount  thoup^htM  and  dispassionate 
men,  the  majority  who  uphold  this  policy 
is  overwhelming;  and  if  we  analyze  the 
minority,  we  find  it  to  consist  of  very 
heterogeneous  elements.  Firstly,  we  have 
the  disaffected  Party  in  Ireland,  and  also 
the  large  body  of  disaffected  Irishmen 
resident  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  who  together  form  a  very 
large  j^roportion  of  the  voting  minority. 
But  it  is  their  cause  which  is  iuh  judioe^ 
and,  therefore,  they  are  pre-eminently 
interested  parties.  Secondiv,  we  have 
therevolutionaiy  dreamers,  whonaturally 
see  in  the  success  of  Irish  Home  Bnle  a 
step  towards  the  realisation  of  their  own 
visionary  theories.     And^  thfrdly,  we 
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hare  that  section  of  the  Liberal  Party 
which  ha8|  from  motiyee  best  known  to 
themselves^  deserted   its  colours,  and 

Sons  over  to  the  enemy,  with  which  it 
id  preTionsly  been  in  bittor  conflict. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  maiority  is  com« 
pact  and  consistent,  and  free  from  the 
xsintest  suspicion  of  being  aotni^ed  by 
any  other  motire  than  that  of  patriotism. 
The  Goremment,  therefore,  may  well  be 
encouraged  to  perseyere  in  their  pre- 
sent course,  unm  the  tyranny  of  secret 
societies  and  rebellious  organisations 
be  put  down,  and  legitimate  liberty  be 
extended  to  all  classes  of  the  Irish 
people. 

The  honour  of  England,  as  well  as  its 
security,  is  at  stake  in  this  matter;  for 
it  would  be  cowardly  and  disgracefiil  to 
abandon  Ulster  and  the  Loyalists  in 
other  parts  of  Lreland  to  the  tonder 
merdes  of  such  rulers  as  would  mani- 
festly come  into  power  under  a  Home 
Bule  Constitution.  The  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists  haye  done  splendid 
service  in  resisting,  with  so  much  ability, 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire ;  and 
in  so  doing  they  have  displayed  such 
consistency,  self-sacrifice,  and  purity  of 
purpose  as  entitles  them  to  the  respect 
and  confidence  of  the  whole  nation. 

I  now  pass  on  to  the  first  paraffraph 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  which  ex- 
presses satisfaction  at  the  state  of  our 
foreign  relations,  and  the  hope  of  a 
peaoefol  solution  of  the  present  com- 
plications. There  is  no  Department  of 
Government  in  which  so  much  tact, 
firmness,  and  discretion  is  required  as 
in  that  of  the  Foreign  Office ;  and  we 
may  congratulato  the  noble  Marquess 
who  fills  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  addition  to  that 
of  Prime  Minister,  upon  having,  in 
these  oritioal  times,  on  the  one  hand, 
avoided  placing  the  country  in  a  stato 
of  isolation  wUoh  it  would  be  equally 
unwise  and  unbecoming  for  tiiis  great 
nation  to  occupy,  and,  on  the  other, 
has  equally  avoided  giving  cause  of 
offence  to  any  foreiffn  Power.  There 
are  those  who  contond  that  we  ought  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  foreign  politics ; 
and  that  our  proper  course  is  to  leave 
foreign  nations  to  settle  their  differences 
in  their  own  way,  and  without  any 
intermeddling  on  our  part ;  but  those 
who  maintain  this  view  are  bound  to 
show  that  it  makes  no  difference  to  this 
country  what  Power  prevails  andbecomes 


dominant  in  Europe.    We  know  that 
we  have  nothing  to  fear  from  some 
nations,  and  that  we  are  constantly  on 
our  guard  against  others.    We  know 
also  ti&at  some  nations  are  aggressive, 
and  are  watchful  for  opportunities  of 
taking  neighbouring  nauons  at  disad- 
vanta^ ;  while  others  seek  only  for 
repose,  and  to  be  left  in  peace  to  develop 
their  own  resources.    Surely  it  would 
be  dangerous  for  this  country  to  let 
aggression  set  the  upper  hand.    There 
would  be  old  scores  to  settle  with  us,  as 
well  as  new  demands  to  be  made  upon 
us,  which,  single-handed,  we  miffht  be 
unable  to  resist.    Our  moral  influence, 
therefore,  should  be  exercised  in  favour 
of  that  side  which  seeks  only  for  peace ; 
but  moral  influence  goes  for  very  little, 
unless  it  implies  that  material  aid  will 
be  forthcoming  as  an  ultimate  resort. 
At  this  moment  we   live  in  constant 
oscillation  between  fears  of  war  and 
prospects  of  peace.    Nations  actuated 
by  mutual  animosity  and  conflicting  in- 
terests are  armed  to  the  teeth,  ana  are 
visibly  striving  to  gain  superiority  over 
each  other  in  Armies,  in  weapons,  and 
in  power  of  mobilization.     Now,  the 
natural  inference  is  that  some  one  or 
more  of  these  nations  are  only  waiting 
for  a  favourable  opportonity  of  attack, 
in  order  to  achieve  some  cherished  ob- 
ject or  gratify  feelings  of  revenue.    It 
18  folly  to  talk,  as  some  amiable  en- 
thuBiaste  do,  of    binding   nations   by 
Treaty  to  settle  disputes  Dy  arbitration. 
In  the  present  stete  of  the  world  Treaties 
are  nothing  without  a  background  of 
force ;  just  as  law  is  nothing  without  a 
background  of  coercion.    How  long  the 
outbreak  may  be  delayed  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say ;  but  that  it  will  eventually 
come  is  all  but  certein,  unless  the  peace- 
loving  nations  act  in  concert,  and  pre- 
arrange measures  to  prevent  it.    There 
is  no  nation  in  the  world  less  disposed 
to  break  the  peace  of  Europe  than  our 
own ;  but  our  great  wealth,  the  vulner- 
ability of  our  commerce,  and  our  abso- 
lute dependence  upon  it,   present  the 
greatest    possible    temptation   for   an 
aggressive  Power,  flushed  with  military 
success,  and  strengthened  by  ite  resulto, 
to  make  war  upon  us,  if,  without  Allies, 
we  should  be  too  weak  to  resist.    It 
would  be  easy  to  construe  previous  neu- 
trality  into    hostility,  and    to    invent 
grievances  in  excuse  for  recourse   to 
arms. 
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And  this  leads  me  to  make  a  few 
brief  remarks  on  the  question  whether 
our  national  defences  are  adequate  to 
insure  our  safety  tinder  all  possible 
eyentualities  of  European  war.  y^e  can 
never  compete  with  Oontinental  nations 
in  the  magnitude  of  our  Armies;  but 
our  insular  position  gives  us  great  ad- 
vantage as  a  Naval  Power.  We  have 
hitherto  maintained  our  ascendancy  on 
the  ocean,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  life  or 
death  that  we  should  continue  to  do  so. 
If  we  lose  it  our  nation  will  be  in  the 
position  of  a  beleaguered  city,  with  a 
community  living  on  half«rations,  with 
the  certainty  of  being  eventually  starved 
into  submission,  and  of  having  a  war 
indemnity  levied  upon  us,  the  amount  of 
which  "would  be  proportioned  to  our 
ability  to  pay,  rather  than  to  the  justice 
of  the  demand  or  the  clemency  of  the 
victors.  I  do  not  say  that  this  is 
likely  to  happen ;  but  it  should  be  im- 
possible to  happen ;  and  if  we  showed  it 
to  be  impossible,  it  would  never  be  at- 
tempted. Moreover,  the  possession  of 
an  unequivocally  dominant  r^avy  on  our 
part,  ready  to  operate  on  the  side  of 
peace,  would  be  the  most  efficacious 
means  of  preventing  the  initial  out- 
break of  war.  Hence,  therefore,  it  is 
jiot  enough  that  our  Navy  should  be 
merely  on  a  balance  with  that  which 
could,  under  the  most  adverse  cir- 
cumstances, be  used  against  us,  but 
it  should  be  absolutely  supreme.  It 
jihould  be  not  only  sufficient  to  render 
hopeless  the  invasion  of  our  shores,  but 
it  should  also  be  adequate  to  protect  our 
commerce  and  distant  Possessions,  and 
to  aid  our  Colonies. 

I  am  aware  that  it  is  a  delicate  and  a 
dangerous  thing  for  a  Government  to 
propose  any  aonormal  expenditure  of 
public  money  for  any  purpose  in  the 
absence  of  a  popular  desire  for  it ;  but 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  there  are  now  in- 
dications of  the  public  mind  becoming 
alive  to  the  urgency  of  the  case ;  and  I 
trust  the  Oovernment  will  receive  suffi- 
cient encouragement  to  induce  them  to 
carry  out,  with  a  due  regard  to  economy, 
whatever  measures  may  be  necessary 
to  give  complete  supremacy  to  our 
nav^  power.  They  have  already 
takQn  a  wise  step  towards  the  protec- 
tion of  our  commerce,  by  arranging 
with  the  principal  Steam  Navigation 
Pompanies  to  adapt  certain  selected 
mercantile  vessels  for  armament,. so  as 
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to  be  available  as  cruisers  in  case  of 
war.  But  it  must  be  recollected  that 
these  selected  vessels  are  the  very  ships 
that  would  be  most  needed  in  time  of 
war  for  military  and  naval  transport, 
and  for  the  conveyance  of  mail  despatches 
and  of  bullion,  and  possibly  also  of  food 
for  the  people ;  because,  being  of  excep* 
tional  speed,  they  would  be  best  suited 
to  elude  an  enemy,  and  to  cariy  their 
precious  cargoes  in  safety  to  their  desti- 
nations. The  arrangement  for  thus 
arming  them  is,  however,  a  very  proper 
measure,  because,  whether  used  as 
cruisers  or  transports,  they  would  re- 
quire to  be  armed ;  but  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that,  as  cruisers,  they  would 
only  be  capable  of  coping  with  cruisers 
of  the  same  hybrid  character  belonging 
to  other  nations,  because  they  could  be 
easily  destroved  by  much  smaller  ships 
bmlt  specially  for  war.  England,  there- 
fore, requires  to  be  strong,  not  only  in 
armed  mercantile  vessels,  but  also  in 
genuine  war  cruisers ;  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  multiplication  of  vessels  of 
what  is  termed  the  protected  cruiser 
type,  being  vessels  with  little  or  no  side 
armour,  but  otherwise  constructed  to 
minimize  the  effect  of  projectiles,  is  a 
much  more  important  object  than  adding 
further  to  our  Fleet  of  iron-clads« 

I  will  not  dwell  upon  this  subject, 
because  it  may  not  be  usual  to  introduce 
technical  matters  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present ;  but  being  intimately  acquainted 
with  what  has  been  done,  and  is  being 
done,  in  regard  to  modes  of  attack  and 
methods  of  resistance,  I  think  I  ought 
not  to  miss  the  opportunity  of  stating 
that  all  past  experience  shows  that  the 
powers  of  attack  tend  to  overtake  the 
powers  of  resistance,  and  the  prospect 
of  that  tendency  continuing  to  operate 
appears  to  me  to  be  at  least  as  great  at 
this  time  as  it  has  ever  been  before. 
Iron-clads  may  grow  obsolete,  and  will 
probably  do  so;  but  swift  vessels,  un- 
burdened with  side  armour,  and  thereby 
enabled  to  carry  a  larger  armament, 
more  powerful  engines,  and  a  grater 
amount  of  fuel,  will  never  be  out  oi 
date.  Gbreat  speed  and  nimbleness  of 
movement,  combined  with  great  offen- 
sive power,  are,  in  my  opinion,  the 
qualities  which  will  in  future  be  found 
of  most  value  in  naval  warfare;  and 
the  saving  which  would  be  effected  by 
dispensing  with  side  armour  would  en- 
able us  to  possess  a  far  more  numeroiiB 
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fleet  than  we  can  otherwise  have,  and 
such  as  we  require  to  command  the 
immense  area  of  sea  which  is  occupied 
by  our  commerce,  and  also  to  protect 
our  distant  Dependencies. 

Then,  again,  there  is  the  subject  of 
the  defence  of  our  ports  and  coaling 
stations,  to  which  special  reference  is 
made  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  This 
subject — so  far,  at  least,  as  commercial 
harbours  ore  concerned — was,  about  six 
years  ago,  fully  inquired  into  by  a  War 
Office  Committee,  of  which  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  and  Sir  Frederick  Campbell  were 
Members,  and  was  reported  upon  by 
them;  but  that  Beport  has  never 
reached  the  public  eye,  nor  has  any- 
thing been  systematically  done  towards 
carrying  out  its  recommendations.  And 
why?  Because  no  Administration  has 
the  courage  to  propose  the  necessary 
expenditure,  for  fear  of  giving  a  handle 
to  the  Opposition  wherewith  to  damage 
them.  Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  mis- 
chievous operation  of  Party  faction  in 
this  age.  At  the  present  time,  I  believe, 
there  is  not  a  commercial  harbour  in 
the  Kingdom  that  is  not  at  the  mercy 
of  hostile  cruisers,  unless  watched  by  a 
ship  of  war,  which  could  ill  be  spared 
in  time  of  war. 

Upon  this  subject  I  may  observe  that 
I  tmnk  much  might  be  done  by  the 
organization  of  local  Volunteers  suitably 
trained,  thereby  further  develoning  the 
patriotic  spirit  of  the  nation,  which  has 
been  so  nobly  displayed  in  the  great 
Volunteer  movement  which  has  taken 
place  in  recent  years. 

The  subject  of  our  coaling  stations  re- 
quires ^e  prompt  and  vigorous  attention 
which  I  trust  it  is  now  receiving.  Nothing 
so  much  jeopardizes  our  naval  supremacy 
as  the  insecurity  of  our  coal  depots;  for  it 
would  be  impossible  for  our  steamships 
to  keep  the  sea  without  means  of  re- 
plenishing their  coal.  It  is  a  humiliating 
reflection  that  the  English  people  are 
never  mindful  of  national  insecurity 
until  they  fall  into  a  panic,  in  which 
they  are  invariably  joined  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  then  money  is  voted  lavishly, 
and  spent  wildly  and  wastefully.  If 
the  subject  were  taken  up  in  a  metho- 
dical and  business-like  manner,  and 
carried  through  with  well-considered 
efficiency  and  economy,  panics,  with 
their  wasteful  effects  and  injurious  in- 
terference with  trade,  would  be  avoided, 
thereby  causing  a  saving  which  would 


go  far  towards  the  expense  of  placing 
the  country  in  a  state  of  absolute  seen* 
rity.  The  outlay,  of  course,  would  be 
large,  but  so  is  the  wealth  of  the  conn- 
try,  and  the  amount  should  be  judged 
of  in  relation  to  that  wealth.  Besides, 
there  are  considerations  which  greatly 
qualify  the  objection  of  expense.  The 
whole  of  the  money  would  be  spent  on 
native  industry;  and  no  labour  need 
be  withdrawn  from  reproductive  pur- 
poses, seeing  that  the  supply  of  la- 
bour in  the  country  is  redundant 
for  all  purposes.  The  money  spent 
would,  in  fact,  be  money  paid  by  the 
country  to  the  country  for  the  in- 
surance of  the  country;  and  I  cannot 
see  that  the  country  would  be  much  the 
poorer  for  the  transaction.  The  work- 
ing classes,  at  all  events,  who  would 
doubtless  be  appealed  to  in  opposition, 
would  have  no  cause  to  complain :  for, 
whatever  change  of  pockets  might  take 
place,  it  would  be  their  pockets  that 
woiild  receive  the  most.  Nor  would  the  be- 
nefit be  confined  to  particular  industries : 
for,  by  increasing  the  spending  power 
of  one  section,  we  indirectly  increase 
that  of  others,  which  supply  its  needs ; 
and  this  process  goes  on  in  an  enlarging 
circle  until  the  money  is  diffused  over 
the  whole  field  of  industry. 

But  it  is  not  only  in  a  financial  and 
economic  point  of  view  that  this  question 
should  be  regarded.  The  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  which  I  am 
glad  to  be  still  able  to  call  a  United 
Kingdom,  holds  a  foremost  place 
amongst  the  nations  of  the  world.  It 
rules,  with  more  or  less  sway,  over 
something  like  one-fifth  of  the  whole 
human  race.  To  maintain  that  sway, 
and  our  influence  amongst  nations 
generally,  we.  must  maintain  our  prei" 
ti^e,  emd  to  do  that  we  must  maintain 
our  power.  It  is  human  nature  to  de- 
spise the  impotent ;  and  if  we  once  ex- 
hibit feebleness,  this  great  Empire,  of 
which  we  ought  to  be  so  proud,  will 
break  up  and  dissolve  away.  It  will  be 
a  shame  if  this  vital  question  of  national 
security  be  made  a  Party  question ;  but 
Party  spirit  unfortunately  runs  so  high 
that  it  is  difficult  to  keep  anything  out 
of  its  sphere.  I  hope,  however,  that 
under  the  present  Administration  the 
subject  will  be  more  seriously  and 
impartially  considered  than  it  has 
hitherto  been ;  especially  as  our  great 
Australian  Colonies  are  evincing  a  dis-. 
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poflition  to  co-operate  with  the  parent 
ooantry  in  gvnng  strength  and  seonrity 
to  the  Empire.  There  may  possibly  be 
some  who  may  attribnte  these  obserra- 
tions  to  interested  motives.  I  trust  it 
is  unnecessary  for  me  in  such  an  Assem- 
bly as  this  to  disavow  any  such  motives ; 
but  in  any  case  it  is  facts  and  arguments, 
and  not  motives,  that  must  determine 
the  issue. 

As  to  the  remaining  topics  of  the 
Boyal  Speech,  there  is  much  to  invite 
comment ;  but  holding,  as  I  do,  that  long 
speeches  are  amongst  the  reproaches 
of  the  day,  I  will  not  occupy  more 
of  your  Lordships'  time  on  this  occasion 
than  formally  to  second  the  Motion  for 
the  adoption  of  the  Address  to  Her 
Majesty  in  reply  to  Her  Most  Oradous 
Speedi. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  :  My  Lords,  it 
has  not  unfrequently  been  my  happy 
lot,  with  perfect  sincerity,  to  compliment 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address 
in  this  House ;  and  I  have  done  so  with 
perfect  propriety,  inasmuch  as,  generally, 
they  have  been  chosen  from  among  those 
young  Peers  who  have  their  spurs  to 
win.  But  it  would  be  presumptuous  in 
me  to  do  so  to  the  noble  Lords  who  have 
moved  and  seconded  the  Address  to- 
night. Indeed,  with  regard  to  the  noble 
Earl  who  moved  it,  I  am  rather  inclined 
to  criticize  than  to  compliment  him,  and 
for  this  reason — ^I  think  the  House  has 
some  right  to  complain  that  since  his 
accession  to  the  hereditary  honours  of 
his  family,  with  so  high  a  reputation  for 
ability  and  culture,  and  especially  after 
having  shown  this  night  the  facility  of 
speaking  which  he  possesses,  hitherto 
he  has  taken  so  small  a  share  in  our  de- 
bates. I  trust  that  he  and  we  shall  profit 
by  this  respectful  reproof.  I  am  much 
more  inclined  to  compliment  my  noble 
iViend  the  Seconder  of  the  Address — 
who  has  just  sat  down  —  because, 
although  there  appeared  to  me  to  be  a 
fine  Oonservative  ring  about  his  senti- 
ments, and  an  intense  admiration  for 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  which  would 
not  have  been  incongruous  even  from  the 
place  where  Seconders  of  Addresses 
usually  sit,  yet  I  was  very  pleased  witii 
the  ready  firmness  with  which  he  repu- 
diated tne  invitation,  so  graciously  made 
to  him  by  the  noble  Earl,  to  merge  him- 
self at  once  and  for  ever  into  the  Oonser- 
vative Party.  I  believe  we  were  all 
agreed  that  when  he  was  called  to  tins 
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Assembly  he  fulfilled  many  of  the  prin- 
cipal conditions  and  qualifications  which 
should  lead  to  a  seat  in  this  House.    I 
am  glad  that  he  should  have  been  asked 
to  second  the  Address,  and  for  this  rea- 
son.    We  are  oonstanUy  told  that  tiie 
noble  Marquess,  owing  to  the  good  com- 
pany he  keefMs,  is  casting  o£P  eveiy  day 
his  Oonservative  principles.    I  therefore 
welcome  any  innovation  which  indicates 
a  love  of  change,  and  this  happens  to  be 
the  first  time  I  ever  remember  a  Peer 
who  has  just  shown  his  confidence  in  the 
Government  by  accepting  a  Peerage  to 
be  called  upon  immediately  afterwards 
to  give  the  further  proof  of  it  by  moving 
or  seconding  an  Address.    I  hope  we 
shall  also  hear  him  on  the  many  subjects 
on  which  he  can  enlighten  the  House. 
A   much   sadder  duty  has  sometimes 
fallen  to  my  lot.    I  have  had  to  allude 
to  losses  which  this  House  has  sustained 
during  tiie  Kecess.    This  year,  among 
others  who  have  passed  away,  tiiere  are 
three  whose  names  I  cannot  pass  over 
in  complete  silence.  A  great  diplomatist 
has  died,  of  the  highest  public  and  pri- 
vate reputation — a  man  of  consummate 
prudence  and  judgment.   He  must  have 
made  mistakes,   but  I  know  of  none 
during  his  long  career.  An  excellent  ad- 
viser, and,  from  the  confidence  which  he 
inspired  both  in  his  own  Government, 
whatever  Party  was  in  jpower,  and  in 
that  of  the  country  to  which  he  was  ac- 
credited. Lord  Lyons  was  able  to  render 
great  services  to'both  nations.   Another 
Peer  who   has  died  was   an   intimate 
personal  friend  of  mine.    Lord  Wolver- 
ton,  an  excellent  man  of  business  and 
administrator,  was  also  a  keen  politician. 
His  seal  for  his  Party,  for  his  political 
associates,  and  for  the  cause  which  he 
had  espoused  was  of  the  most  genuine 
character ;  and  I  am  sure  that  even  noble 
Lords  opposite  will  agree  that  it  is  a 
distinct  damage  to  this  Assembly,  which 
ought   to    be  fairly  representative  of 
Ojpinions  out-of-doors,  that  an  able  man, 
with  a  great  stake  in  the  country,  whose 
views  were  more  advanced  than  those  of 
the  generality  of  your  Lordships,  should 
have  been  thus  suddenly  taken  away. 
Again,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
not  believe  that  I  mention  Lora  Dal- 
housie  because  we   were   in   political 
a^eement.    He  had  no  enemy,  no  ill- 
wisher,  in  this  House.    If  the  caree  of 
great  possessions,  and  tiie  obligations 
imposed  upon  him  by  this  House,  and 
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whichhe entered  into  withsaoli  geniality, 
had  not  taken  him  from  his  first  profes- 
sion, his  naval  career  ir ould  have  been 
brilliant.  The  promise  of  his  politioal 
course  has  been  cut  short  in  youth,  and 
under  the  most  heart-breaking  oircom- 
stanoes.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  the  Mover  of  the  Address  as  to 
the  satisfaetoiy  character  of  the  assur- 
ances on  foreign  affairs  contained  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  With  regard  to 
the  general  European  Question,  and  the 
prospects  of  peace,  I  wish  to  avoid  any- 
thing like  pressure  upon  the  noble  Mar- 
quees to  state  anything  which  he  does 
not  wish  to  say.  The  responsibilities  of 
a  Minister  in  his  position  are  great.  He 
may  not  be  able  to  give  his  opinion  as 
fully  and  frankly  as  the  Qerman  Chan- 
cellor has  done  in  his  remarkable  speech. 
One  thing  I  hope  he  will  not  do.  Tour 
Lordships  may  have  read-the  predictions 
of  newspaper  sporting  prophets,  some 
of  whom  suggest  one  or  two  winners  of 
a  race,  but  also  several  others  as  likely 
to  get  places,  others  to  show  in  front, 
others  to  be  dangerous.  Qreat  is  the 
subsequent  triumph  if  the  horse  indi- 
cated wins ;  but  it  is  almost  as  much  so 
if  any  of  the  others  named  come  in 
front.  England  and,  indeed,  Europe 
were  agog  the  other  day  to  know  what 
the  noble  Marquess  would  say  in  Lanca- 
shire on  foreign  affairs.  He  alluded  to 
his  prophecy  of  six  months  before  in 
favour  of  peace.  He  pointed  out  that 
there  had  been  no  war.  He  then  deli- 
vered an  oracular  opinion,  so  full  of 
qualifications  and  re-qualifications  that 
we  were  none  the  wiser ;  but  he  is  sure 
to  be  right  whatever  may  happen.  I 
trust  that  he  will  be  able  to  confirm  the 
pacific  declarations  of  Prince  Bismarck. 
I  cannot,  having  mentioned  the  Ohan- 
cellor's  speech,  avoid  pointing  out  the 
light  it  throws  on  the  glories  of  British 
diplomacy  as  to  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  We 
were  toldby  our  Plenipotentiaries,coming 
back  from  Berlin  laden  with '  *  Peace  with 
honour,"  how  successful  British  diplo- 
macy had  been,  and  how  completely  tney 
hadvanquishedBussian  diplomatists  and 
foiled  their  ambitious  efforts.  We  this 
week  learn  from  the  highest  authority  the 
authentic  history  of  these  transactions — 
that  our  negotiators  were  so  modest  that 
they  abdicated  the  care  of  the  negotia- 
tions and  placed  themselves  unreservedly 
in  the  hands  of  the  most  powerfdl  and 
able  diplomatist  of  Europe.    An  excel- 


lent choice,  if  it  had  not  been  unfortu- 
nately the  case  that  he  considered 
himself  as  a  Plenipotentiaiy,  with  Count 
Schouvaloff,  of  the  Bussian  Qovemment, 
and  in  that  capacity  advocated  and 
obtained  for  Bussia  every  single  object 
she  desired.  8ic  transit  ghna  mundil 
I  am  glad  that  negotiations  begun  under 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Government,  and  I 
believe  on  the  same  lines,  respecting 
Afghanistan  and  the  Suez  Oanal  have 
miSe  progress.  The  noble  Marquess 
will  tell  us  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  Sue%  Oanal  negotiation  is  hung  up 
at  Constantinople,  and  likely  to  remain 
so.  I,  of  course,  can  give  no  opinion  on 
the  details  of  these  arrangements  till 
the  Papers  are  before  us.  We  shall  be 
glad  to  know  how  matters  are  at  Saakin. 
Attacks  have  been  made  upon  the 
administration  of  Colonel  Kitonener  in 
our  time.  He  is  an  excellent  public 
servant,  and  of  his  severe  wound  Iheard 
with  very  deep  regret.  I  trust  the  noble 
Marquess  will  be  able  to  confirm  the 
opinion  which  we  always  held,  that  the 
dangers  to  Egypt  from  the  Soudan  were 
at  tne  time  grossly  exaggerated.  The. 
noble  Marquess  will  himself  be  desirous 
to  give  some  explanation  as  to  the 
arrangement  made  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  and  the  late  Khedive, 
and  the  part  which  a  Member  of  his 
Government  played  in  the  matter.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  the  case  with 
my  noble  iViend  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery);  but  I  was  several  times 
sounded  with  regard  to  the  claims  of  the 
late  Khedive,  consequent  upon  his  en- 
forced resignation.  A^s  far  as  Iremember, 
everyone  whom  I  consulted  who  was 
competent  to  judge  considered  those 
claims  to  have  no  foundation,  with  the 
exception  of  those  for  the  standing  crops, 
for  which  a  sum  of  money  had  been 
received.  A  large  portion  of  them  seem 
now  to  have  been  acknowledged.  I  can 
give  no  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
arrangement  without  more  information  ; 
but,  at  first  sight,  it  seems  to  have  been 
a  compromise  where  no  compromise  at 
all  was  needed ;  and  the  grant  of  resi- 
dences at  Constantinople  and  in  Egypt, 
and  of  large  domams  in  the  latter 
country  to  the  late  Khedive^who  has 
been  up  to  the  present  time  in  constant 
opposition  to  his  son,  who  succeeded 
him — does  not,  at  first  sight,  seem  to  be 
politic.    The  best  defence  I  have  seen 
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doos  not  touch  this  point,  but  describes 
the  compromise  as  a  good  business 
arrangement,  and  particularly  acceptable 
as  a  proof  of  the  supremacy  of  the 
British  Government  in  Egypt,  afforded 
by  the  concession  made  to  an  agent 
of  the  late  Khedive  —  a  Member 
of  the  present  Government.  I  can 
conceive  no  possible  occasion  on  which 
it  was  less  desirable  to  show  any  supre- 
macy on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, or  a  less  desirable  mode  of  show- 
ing it.  I  wish  to  know  why  the  (Govern- 
ment separated  from  the  previous  policy 
of  non-interference  in  this  case;  and 
whether  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
who  sits  on  the  Ministerial  Bench  in 
'*  another  place,"  and  who  receives  a 
salary  for  performing  duties  in  this 
country,  acted  without  sanction  from  the 
noble  Marquess  as  Prime  Minister  or  as 
Foreign  Secretary,  or,  if  he  did  obtain 
that  sanction,  on  what  grounds  it  was 
given?  I  presume  it  is  too  early  to 
ask  for  any  information  as  to  the 
Fishery  negotiations  which  are  goin^ 
on  at  Washington.  It  is  a  question 
which  ought  not  to  create  ill-blood  be- 
tween us,  the  Dominion,  and  the  United 
States ;  and  I,  for  one,  earnestly  hope 
that  the  Government  and  their  Repre- 
sentative will  succeed  in  concluding  an 
arrangement  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 
With  regard  to  Colonial  matters,  the 
principal  questions  on  which  Parlia- 
ment will  desire  imformation  are  con- 
nected with  the  South  of  Africa,  with 
Samoa,  and  the  New  Hebrides.  I  pre- 
sume that  Papers  on  all  these  matters 
will  be  presented  to  the  House.  Before 
alluding  to  the  legislation  which  is  pro- 
mised in  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  legisla- 
tion of  last  year.  I  remarked  that  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Becess  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Ministry  and  their  sup- 
porters was  extremely  modest.  They 
apologised  for  the  meagreness  of  the 
repast  by  accusing  the  Irish  Members  of 
Obstruction,  and  by  quite  unfounded 
complaints  of  their  having  been  helped 
by  my  late  OoUeagues.  But  lately  they 
have  taken  another  line,  and  boast  of 
the  great  legislative  measures  of  the 
past  Session.  I  hope  that  legislation 
will  do  good,  but  as  yet  I  have  not  been 
able  to  discover  the  evidences  of  it. 
Take  tiie  Allotments  Bill,  passed  as  a 
great  remedial  mea8ure,*though  defined 
Dy  one  Member  of  the  Government  as 
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containing  the  thin  edge  of  Socialism. 
It  has  not  yet  produced  any  effect,  and 
there  are  free  complaints  that  it  has 
been  useless  and  will  be  so  in  its  present 
form.    Take  the  great  Margarine  Bill, 
with  its  audacious  proof  of  the  omnipo- 
tenceofParliament  actually  changing  the 
use  of  the  English  language,  giving  new 
significations  to  old  words.  What  are  its 
results  ?    Take  the  Mining  Act,  which 
has  an  undoubtedly  good  and  humane 
object.    All  I  hear  at  present  of  it  is 
that  while  the  coal  masters  state  that  it 
will  add  from  1«.  to  2«.  per  ton  on  the 
cost  of  coal,  the  miners  are  actually 
striking  against  its   provisions   being 
carried  out.     Of  the  Trade  Marks  Act 
I  see  g^ave  complaints  are  being  made, 
both  as  to  its  wording  and  the  manner 
in  which    it    is    administered.      With 
regard  to  the  Irish  Land  Act  and  tho 
great  measure  ct  last  year — the  Grimes 
Act — I  will  speak  a  little  later.    Before 
alluding  to  the  promised  legislation  of 
this  year,  I  wish  to  speak  of  the  very 
important  announcement  made  in  Lan- 
cashire the  other  day.    The  noble  Mar- 
quess   (the    Marquess    of    Salisbury) 
promised  that  nothing  but  a  direct  Vote 
of  Censure  will  turn  out  the  Govern- 
ment.   He  declares  that  the  position  of 
the  Government  will  not  be  in  the  least 
affected   by  their  measures,  great   or 
small,    being   rejected  —  including,    I 
presume,  the   Local  Government  Bill, 
the  relief  to  agriculture,  the  subsidies 
to  Ireland,  the  Budget,  and  the  middle- 
aged  Bills  born  some  time  ago.    He 
says  that  such  a  course  will  be  perfectly 
Constitutional.     I   deny  that  such    a 
course  is  consistent  with  Constitutional 
practice.    Governments  have  wisely  not 
always  pinned  their  existence  to  the 
passage    of    small    and    unimportant 
measures.    They  have  ever  made  a  few 
questions  what  are  called  "  open  ques- 
tions."   But  I  do  not  remember  a  pre- 
cedent for  a  Government  treating  the 
whole  of  their  legislative  proposals  as 
things  which  can  be  improved  off  the 
face  of  the  earth  with  perfect  impunity 
to  the  Government  who  originate  them, 
and  without  disturbing  a  rose-leaf  in 
their  bed  of  roses.    But  even  if  I  were 
wrong  as  to  consistent  Constitutional 
usage  on  tbis  point,  what  can  be  the 
object  of  the  Head  of  the  Government  ia 
announcing  beforehand  this  indifferenco 
to  their  own  proposals,   giving  every 
encouragement  to  Parliament  to  treat 


29  Ifafealff'i  Modi 


{Fbbbuabt  9,  1888] 


Graetoua  Speech, 


SO 


with  contempt  the  measures  which  may 
belaid  before  them?  Supposing  such 
a  course  to  be  Oonstitutional  and  wise, 
what  possible  reason  can  there  be  for  its 
premature  announcement?  I  am  glad 
to  note  that  there  is  nothing  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  sayouring  of  Fair  Trade. 
The  noble  Marquess  expressed  in  Lan- 
cashire great  surprise  and  indignation 
at  Mr.  Gladstone  having,  at  Dover, 
thrown  out  some  doubts  as  to  his  devo- 
tion to  Free  Trade.  I  am  afraid  that  if 
this  was  wrong  in  Mr.  Gladstone  I  am 
also  guilty  in  this  respect.  The  noble 
Marquess  hardly  ever  speaks  on  the 
subject  without  regretting  that  he  has 
not  in  his  hands  those  weapons  which 
would  enable  him  to  renew  the  old  and 
unsuccessful  warfare  of  hostile  tariffs 
on  the  reciprocity  system.  He  always 
alludes  with  something  like  exultation 
to  the  failure  of  the  anticipations  of  the 
promoters  of  Free  Trade  40  years  ago 
as  to  the  result  which  our  example  of 
Free  Trade  would  have  upon  the  rest  of 
the  world.  He  condemns  that  great 
work— the  simplification  of  the  tariff. 
He  hints  at  the  resumption  of  duties  on 
silk  manufactures,  forgetting  that  it  was 
on  the  question  of  the  silk  duties  that 
Mr.  Huskisson  fought  the  first  triumph- 
ant battles  of  Free  Trade.  When  de- 
scribing the  defects  of  limited  liability 
companies,  he  has  stated,  among  other 
objections,  that  their  principle  was 
good,  but  only  so  long  as  small  capitalists 

J'oined  them,  and  he  asserted  that  they 
lad  reduced  the  wages  of  labour.  The 
noble  Marquess  maybe  right  in  all  these 
contentions ;  but  they  certainly  savour  of 
Protection,  and  not  of  Free  Trade,  and 
are  more  acceptable  to  Mr.  Howard 
Yincent  and  to  one  or  two  noble  Lords 
opposite  than  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  to  Mr. 
Bright,  or  to  the  numerous  Free  Traders 
in  this  House.  But  I  admit  we  ought 
to  be  all  the  more  grateful  to  him  for 
having  set  down  his  foot  and  pledged 
the  Government  to  resist  protective 
duties  of  any  kind,  and  I  believe  that 
the  g^tifying  announcement  as  to  the 
improvement  of  trade  will  make  it  still 
easier  for  him  to  defend  the  posi- 
tion. As  for  the  principal  measure 
of  the  Session — the  Local  Govern- 
ment BUI — much  will  have  to  be  said 
as  to  the  justice  and  expediency  of  con- 
fining it  to  England  in  the  teeth  of 
declarations  almost  amounting  to 
pledges.     Othenriee  all  difficulties  on 


the  subject  have  disappeared.  Mr. 
Ritchie,  the  author  of  it,  has  an- 
nounced that  it  is  perfection.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  sure  that  if  it  should 
seem  so  to  our  Friends  in  ''another 
place,"  no  Party  spirit,  no  jealousy  on 
their  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
will  prevent  them  giving  it  a  hearty 
support.  The  Speech  refers  to  Ireland 
in  very  roseate  terms,  such  as  to  create 
some  surprise,  not  only  in  the  minds  of 
the  small  minority  which  I  represent, 
but  also  in  those  of  many  of  the  Peers 
I  see  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Nearly  88  years  ago  a  certain  number 
of  Liberal  Peers  protested  against  the 
Act  of  Union,  because  it  had  been  passed 
against  the  sense  of  the  Lrish  people, 
and  was,  therefore,  unjust  in  principle 
and  dangerous  in  its  consequences.  The 
echo  of  that  declaration  can  be  found  in 
one  of  the  sentences  of  a  Protest  entered 
last  year  on  the  Journals  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  experience  of  a  long  series  of  years 
conclusively  shows  that  exceptional  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  has  failed  to  secure 
any  permanent  respect  for  law  and 
order,  while  it  tends  to  make  the  pro- 
sent  system  of  government  in  Ireland 
odious  to  the  Irish  people.  The  same 
idea — although  not  in  the  same  words 
— ^was  expressed  by  Lord  Carnarvon, 
when  commissioned  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  declare  what  was  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government.  But  ad- 
herence to  the  original  system  of  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  ex- 
posed us  to  severe  reproaches.  We 
have  been  accused  of  being  in  alliance 
with  the  Party  of  disorder — with  men 
who  were  in  league  with  ruffians  and 
assassins.  The  connection  has  never 
been  proved  to  us ;  and  we  do  not  pre- 
tend to  approve  of  many  things  done  by 
Irish  Members.  We  went  further,  and 
used  the  ad  hominem  argument,  asking 
the  Government,  if  the  Irish  Members 
of  Parliament  wore  such  as  they  de- 
scribed, why  it  is  more  wicked  of  us  to 
accept  their  support  than  it  was  of  the 
Government  to  communicate  with  them 
in  and  out  of  Office,  and  to  obtain  their 
support  at  a  time  when,  if  the  accusation 
held  good  at  all^  it  was  then  applicable. 
Well,  we  were  told  in  reply  that  there 
never  had  been  commnnications — that 
there  never  had  been  any  alliance.  This 
assertion  has  led  to  statoments  and 
oountor-statemente  as  to    communica- 
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tions  into  whioli  I  do  not  doBire  to  enter. 
Buty  as  to  an  alliance,  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, with  great  candour,  has  recently 
aolmowledged  that  there  had  been  an 
alliance  between  the  QoTemment  and 
tilie  PameUites.  He  defended  it — 
though  it  lasted  two  and  a-half  years, 
and  effected  the  oTwihrow  of  a  Qovem- 
ment— on  the  nound  that  it  was  casual, 
and  had  (mly  lasted  a  short  time.  In 
short,  he  defended  it  on  exactly  the 
same  grounds  as  was  done  by  Midship- 
man ISasy's  wet  nurse,  who,  when  a 
baby  obtruded  itself  into  the  world  in 
an  undesirable  manner,  defended  the 
act  on  the  ground  that  the  baby  was  so 
very  small.  The  alliance  of  Uie  Oon- 
servative  Party,  while  they  did  not 
agree  with  the  principles  of  their  allies, 
was  for  the  obyious  object  of  turning 
out  their  opponents.  We  have  accepted 
Irish  support  on  a  question  about  which 
we  believe  ilie  Bepresentativee  of  Ire- 
land are  competent  to  speak,  and,  as 
we  bdieve,  are  on  the  right  course. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister 
has  complained  much  of  the  criticism 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Opposition 
on  the  repressiye  measures  of  last  year. 
I  object  to  illegality,  to  outrage,  and  to 
crime ;  but  I  cannot  do  so  more  tho- 
roughly than  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he 
emj^tically  declared  at  Nottingham 
thair— 

*<  Gome  from  whom  it  may,  and  be  its  cir- 
cumatanoes  what  they  may,  illegality,  be  the 
exotuefl  what  th^  may,  I  hare  neyer  defended, 
and  will  nerer  defend." 

If  we  encouraged  outrage  and  crime  we 
should  be  as  foolish  as  we  should  be 
wicked.  For  those  who  have  adopted  a 
conciliatory  attitude  towards  Ireland 
nothing  could  be  more  impolitic  than 
that  such  offences  should  De  rife.  I 
may  add  that  we  are  not  much  helped 
by  the  Gk)vernment  attributing  any 
tranquillity  that  may  exist  to  the  fear 
of  their  repressive  Act.  While  I  ad- 
mit our  duty  to  denounce  illegality, 
I  deny  that  we  are  prohibited  by 
any  Oonstitutional  or  moral  obliga- 
tion from  condemning  a  law  which  we 
think  bad;  still  less  from  criticizing 
what  may  seem  to  us  to  be  the  faulty 
application  of  such  laws.  How  can  we 
be  logically  condemned  for  criticising 
the  renressive  Act  of  last  year  if  the 
Prime  Minister  is  justified  in  denouncing 
the  remedial  measure  of  1881,  not  only 
to  us,  but  to  aU  who  supported  that 
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measure  ?  We  have  been  told  that  the 
law  is  the  same  in  England  as  in  Ire- 
land. As  lonff  as  I  find  that  there  are 
a  number  of  mines  which  I  and  others 
can  do  or  say  in  Siriand,  which  cannot 
be  said  and  done  in  Ireland — ^unlearned 
as  I  am — ^I  decline  to  receive  any  amount 
of  assurance  that  the  law  is  me  same 
in  both  countries.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Bench  behind  me  (Lord 
Hersohell)  laid  down  the  law  at  Man- 
chester the  other  day— the  noble  Mar- 
quess admits  that  he  is  an  autiiority— 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  said  with 
regard  to  the  repeated  declaration  that 
has  been  made  as  to  no  new  offences 
having  been  created  by  the  late  Aot^ 

«  You  can,  to-day,  npon  proof  of  certain  acts 
being  done,  and  oertein  words  spoken  in  Ire- 
land, lawfully  obtain  a  conviction,  where  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Oimes  Act,  If  yon  had 
proved  the  same  acts,  or  the  same  words  spoken 
by  the  same  persons  under  the  same  conditions, 
no  tribunal  could  have  convicted  them." 

I  do  not  know  what  answer  can  be  made 
to  that  statement,  or  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  Act ;  nor  do  I  know  what  the  reply 
is  to  the  complaint  that  your  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  is  not  impartial— that 
while,  wisely  or  unwisely,  you  take  no 
notice  of  hundreds  and  mousands  of 
men  who  break  the  law  by  attending 
meetings,  yet  by  late  legislation  yoa 
punish  persons  of  all  ages  who,  in  pur- 
suance of  their  ordinary  avocations,  sdl 
newspapers  with  certain  descriptions  of 
these  unchecked  meetings  held  with 
perfect  impunity.  I  propose  leaving  to 
others  who  have  better  information  of 
the  facts  and  more  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  the  law  to  discuss  the  com- 
plaints that  have  been  made  as  to  the 
severity,  and  even  illegality,  of  some  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Qovemment  in 
adnunistering  the  new  law.  But  I 
should  like  to  go  a  little  further,  and 
ask  what  is  the  practical  effect  of  the 
punishment  which  you  are  now  infliot- 
mg?  I  presume  that  you  punish  not 
for  the  sake  of  revenge,  but  to  deter 
others  from  following  the  same  course. 
Do  you  imagine  that  a  diort  imprison- 
ment has  a  very  deterrent  ^ect  when 
the  head  of  the  Municipality  comes  out  of 
prison  as  a  triumphant  conqueror ;  when 
the  priest  emerges  from  his  confinement, 
and  is  received  as  a  saint  by  his  flock; 
when  Members  of  Parliament  come  back 
to  their  constituents  with  a  still  more 
certain  security  of  being  re*^ected ;  and 
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vrheai  men  in  an  ordinary  position  are 
received  byi  their  fellow-citizens,  not  as 
criminals,  but  as  heroes  ?  It  is  asserted 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  that  the  two 
measures — the  Grimes  Act  and  the  La^d 
Act — have  had  satisfactory  results.  I 
trust  that  this  is  the  case  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Act,  notwithstanding  the 
strong  complaints  made  of  its  action  on 
the  one  side  by  the  tenants,  and  on  the 
other  by  the  landlords,  of  whom  a  depu- 
tation recently  waitedupon  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  who  seemed  to  have  been 
rather  easily  satisfied  with  the  reasons 
he  gave  for  the  non-fulfilment  of  the 
pledge  that  they  should  have  compensa- 
tion from  the  British  Exchequer.  The 
noble  Marquess  gracefully  sympathized 
with  them  in  their  present  position,  and 
there  is  no  one  who  does  not  feel  for 
misfortunes — though  not  without  their 
parallel  in  this  countiy — which  the  great 
majority  have  done  nothing  to  deserve. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  Land  Bill 
proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  was  a  proof 
of  this  sympathy.  I  thought,  and  1  still 
think,  that  it  was  a  very  judiciously 
constructed  measure,  which,  while  it 
g^ave  relief  to  landlords  and  tenants, 
threw  no  appreciable  risk  upon  the  British 
Exchequer.  But  not  a  word  for  it  was 
said  in  Lreland  by  those  most  interested, 
and  in  this  country  it  was  hastily  but 
almost  universally  condemned,  and  pos- 
sibly from  its  provisions  not  having  been 
fully  understood  and  mastered.  I  did 
not  expect,  however,  that  this  measure 
— conceived  in  a  just  and  liberal  spirit  to- 
wards Irish  landlords — would  have  been 
described  by  no  less  a  Minister  than  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  a  bribe 
— a  phrase  not  very  encouraging  for  any 
proposal  that  may  in  the  future  be  made 
on  the  Land  Question.  I  presume  I  should 
awake  the  indignation  of  the  Govern- 
ment if  I  were  to  apply  any  such  word 
to  the  promises  of  subscribing  British 
money  to  be  expended  on  Irish  local 
wants.  The  Speech  does  not  show  in 
what  proportion  a  tranquillizing  effect 
has  been  produced  by  the  two  Acts.  I 
do  not  know  that  in  any  case  the  Grimes 
Act  has  furnished  the  means  of  punish- 
ing crime  and  outrage  which  do  not 
exist  under  the  ordinary  law  ;  that  it  has 
caused  rents  to  be  paid,  which  would 
otherwise  not  be  paid,  or  that  it  has 
enabled  landlords  to  let  land  which  had 
ceased  to  be  occupied.  Has  it,  by  a  few 
isolated    punishments   for   Boycotting, 
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Srevented  the  practice  ?  Has  it  in  any 
egree  falsified  the  previous  opinion  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  no  leeal  pro- 
vision can  do  so  ?  The  Speech  does  not 
show  in  what  proportion  the  tranquil- 
lizing cause  has  arisen  from  the  Grimes 
Act,  or  from  the  remedial  measures ;  or 
how  much  of  such  effect  from  the  latter 
is  due  to  the  strengthening  by  the  Op- 
position of  the  measure  whicli  was  ob- 
tained by  the  Government  last  year. 
We  assert  that  any  increased  tran- 
quillity that  may  exist  is  owing  to  the 
sympathy  shown  on  this  side  of  the 
water  for  the  Irish  people.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  assert  that  it  is 
chiefly  owing  to  repression — assertion 
on  both  sides.  But  we  have  this  advan- 
tage— ^that  if  we  are  right  as  to  the  cause, 
it  will  be  enduring ;  whereas  if  the 
Government  is  right,  judging  from  all 
that  has  previously  taken  place,  it  is 
merely  driving  discontent  under  the 
surface  to  break  out  again  with  re- 
newed vigour.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  postponement  of  evictions  for 
six  months  has  had  in  itself  a  very  con- 
siderable effect.  The  present  policy  of 
the  Government  is  to  consolidate  the 
Union  by  a  continuous  application  of 
force  for  many  years.  We  differ  from 
the  Government  as  to  the  advantage  of 
the  application  of  force;  but  suppose 
we  are  wrong  and  they  are  right  as  to 
the  system,  and  that  it  is  as  beneficent  as 
it  is  described,  is  there  any  reason  to 
beUeve  that  it  will  be  continuously 
applied  ?  After  all,  the  best  guide  of  the 
future  is  the  lesson  of  the  past.  In  1 880 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Government  dis- 
solved without  renewing  the  Goerdon 
Act.  Mr.  Gladstone's  Government  on 
its  accession  did  not  do  so,  although  later 
it  did  introduce  repressive  measures, 
chiefly  owing  to  the  outrages  produced 
by  the  rejection  of  the  Gompeusation 
for  Disturbance  Bill.  There  seems 
little  doubt  that  our  passing  that  re* 
pressive  measure  minimized  the  good 
effect  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  It  was 
in  1883  that  the  virtual  alliance  be- 
tween the  Gonservative  Party  and  the 
Irish  Members  began.  In  1884  the 
Franchise  Act  was  given  to  Ireland, 
upon  the  importance  of  which  the  noble 
Marquess  once  so  forcibly  dwelt  as  a 
regulator  of  our  conduct  towards  Ire- 
land. In  1885  the  Gonservatives  and 
Parnellites  reduced  Mr.  Gladstone's 
majority  to  14  in  February,  and  in  Juxie 
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doBtroyed  Iiia  Govenimeiit.  The  Gh>- 
▼ernment  of  the  noble  Marquess  de- 
dined  to  introdaoe  any  represBive  xnea- 
sores.  They  did  not  say  it  was  for 
want  of  time,  bat  based  it  upon  benevo- 
lence to  Ireland,  and  attacked  Lord 
Spencer — ^whom  they  had  previously 
blamed  for  leniency — for  the  severity 
of  his  administration.  During  the  au- 
-  tumn  the  Gfovemment  did  everything  to 
ingratiate  themselves  into  the  good  opi- 
nion of  the  Irish  Leaders,  and  gave  to 
them  and  to  the  world  in  general  the 
impression  that  they  were  averse  to 
coercion.  This  policy  continued  to  the 
beginning  of  1886.  In  the  Queen's 
Speech  there  was  only  an  allusion  to  a 
-future  Ooeroion  Bill.  Mr.  Smith  was 
sent  over  on  his  famous  24  hours'  mis- 
sion of  inquiry,  and  a  sudden  conversion 
to  coercion  was  announced,  and  this 
after  the  Irish  had  been  assured  by  the 
Bepresentativesof  both  the  Qovemment 
Parties  that  coercion  was  impossible 
after  the  extension  of  the  franchise. 
Oould  we  with  consistency  turn  our 
front  as  rapidly  as  the  Government  had 
done?  I  am  talking  of  the  Govern- 
ment— ^not  of  many  of  those  who  sit 
opposite,  and  who  had  never  wavered 
in  their  language  as  to  the  right  policy 
to  be  adopted  in  Ireland  from  their  point 
of  view — ^but  I  am  talking  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  at  one  time  were  against 
exceptional  measures,  and  declared  that 
they  were  for  giving  everything  for  the 
peace,  contentment,  and  happiness  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  the  unity 
of  the  Empire  and  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament  woidd  allow.  After  such 
recent  proofs  of  the  difficulty  which 
both  Parties  have  felt  in  consistently 
holding  to  repression,  what  chance  is 
there  of  a  persistent  attitude  on  the 
part  of  any  Government,  more  especiaJly 
after  millions  have  in  Great  Britain 
adopted  the  Irish  view  ?  Before  sitting 
down,  I  feel  bound  to  make  one  remark 
upon  a  statement  which  was  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  the  other 
day  in  Lancashire.  It  was  a  suggestion 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  a  great 
majority  of  the  Conservative  Parfy 
would  prefer  not  to  hold  conversation 
with  liur.  Gladstone— a  suggestion  of 
pure  and  simple  Boycotting,  whic^ 
could  not  be  touched  by  law  in  this 
country,  although  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
it  might  not  be  in  Ireland  under  the 
new  law.  The  statement  was  absolutely 
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in  disagreement  with  all  the  best  tradi* 
tions  in  this  country,  and  espeoiaUy  in 
this  House,  of  social  and  poutical  lifei 
and  one  which  I  believe  the  great  Oon- 
servative  Party  would  indignantly  repu- 
diate. My  experience  of  friendly  and 
personal  courtesy  from  political  oppo- 
nents is  completely  unbroken.  Out  of 
the  long  list  that  occurs  to  me  I  will 
only  mention  the  names  of  four  Prime 
Ministers — the  Duke  of  Wellington,  the 
late  Lord  Derby,  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and 
I  am  proud  to  add  the  noble  Marquess 
himself.  I  hardly  know  how  such  a 
suggestion  could  have  come  from  one 
of  his  position,  his  character,  and  his 
intellectual  abilities  with  regard  to  a 
great  political  rival  who  has  all  these 
qualifications  in  so  remarkable  a  de- 
gree, besides  his  much  greater  age  and 
longer  public  services  than  the  noble 
Marquees.  I  venture  to  assert  that  the 
example  which  Members  of  this  Assem- 
bly ought  to  give  is  to  foUow  the  advice 
of  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook),  a  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, who,  the  other  day,  while  de- 
claring open  war  against  our  policy, 
adjured  both  sides  to  conduct  the  contest 
with  arguments,  and  not  with  bitterness 
and  personalities. 

Thb  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bttby)  :  My  Lords,  I  must  commence  by 
expressing  my  thanks  to  the  noble  Earl 
for  a  large  portion  of  his  speech,  with 
which  I  am  able  most  sincerely  to  agree, 
and  most  of  all  for  the  very  graceful 
compliment  which  he  paid  to  my  noble 
Friend  below  me,  and  also  to  the  noble 
Ijord  on  the  Bench  below  the  Gangway, 
for  the  speeches  which  they  have  made 
this  evening.  I  was  sorry,  however,  to 
incur  his  censure  for  the  breach  of  pre- 
cedent or  breach  of  custom — though  I 
was  not  aware  of  it — by  the  placing  of 
the  seconding  of  the  Address  in  the 
hands  of  a  new  Peer  by  the  (Govern- 
ment which  created  him.  Whether  that 
is  so  or  not,  I  frankly  confess  that  I  did 
not  think  for  a  moment  whether  I  was 
inviting  the  noble  Lord  to  shdn^confi- 
dence  in  the  Government  or  not.  vftat 
I  thought  was,  and  I  anticipated  justK 
that  I  was  providing  for  the  House  *^a 
high  intellectual  treat,  and  making  a 
very  great  addition  to  the  value  of  oar 
debates.  We  are  indebted  to  the  noble 
Lords,  men  already  distinguished  out* 
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side  this  House  in  fields  other  than 
those  of  politics,  for  their  kindness  in 
moving    and    seconding  the  Address ; 
and  I  can  only  say  that  if  there  he  any 
custom  that  hindered  me  from  asking 
them,  it  was  a  custom  more  honoured 
in  the  hreaoh  than  in  the  observance. 
The  noble  Earl  passed  almost  at  once 
from  the  merited  praise  which  he  be- 
stowed on  the  speeches  of  my  two  noble 
Friends  to  a  sadder  theme ;  and,  again, 
I  have  to  thank  him  for  the  language 
in  which  he  has  noted  the  merits  and 
acknowledged  the  great  experience  of 
my  valued  friend,  the  late  Lord  Lyons. 
A  greater  loss  to  diplomacy  and  to  the 
Public  Service  we  have  not  suffered  for 
many  a  day.     His  singular  distinction 
was  the  broad,  calm,  judicial  spirit,  and 
the  active  patriotism  which  made  him  a 
trusted  and  sought -for  counsellor  of 
every  Ministry  that  he  served.     I  can 
well  remember    again    and    again   in 
troublous  times  how  some  knotty  point 
of  foreign  diplomacy  was  solved  by  the 
suggestion  that  we  should  refer  to  his 
unfailing  wisdom  and  to  his  vast  store 
of  experience.      My  Lords,    I  cannot 
mention  foreign  affairs  without  feeling 
that  there  is  another  yery  sad  topic  that 
I  can  hardly  pass  by,  though  I  touch 
upon  it  with  the  deepest  sorrow.    The 
heir  to  a  great  Empire,  closely  united  to 
us  in  bonds  of  sympathy,  stands  in  a 
situation  of  peril— a  peril  the  exact  ex- 
tent of  which  I  will  not  venture  to  mea'- 
sure,  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  use 
exaggerated  language — but,  at  least,  in 
a  situation  which  has  excited,  and  which 
must  continue  to  excite,  the  deep  solici- 
tude of  his  many  friends  and  those  of 
his  family.     We  could  wish  that  there 
was  some  other  head  on  which  this  blow 
could  fall.  Among  all  the  leading  figures 
in  the  political  field  of  Europe  there  is  not 
one  who  has  excited  so  deep  and  affec- 
tionate an  admiration    as  the   Crown 
Prince  of  Germany.     Our  sympathy  is 
with  him  in  his  suffering ;  our  sympathy 
is  with  his  distinguished  Oonsort,  and 
with  all  his  relatives,  among  whom  the 
one,  perhaps,  who  feels  most  deeply  is 
our  own  Most  Gracious  Sovereign.    My 
Lords,  I  have  been  moved  to  say  this 
because  the  news  has  just  reached  me 
that  the  operation  of  tracheotomy  has 
.l>een  successfully  performed  on  the  Grown 
prince  this  afternoon  by  Dr.  Bramann, 
^veral   other    doctors   being    present. 
Vooording  to  the  accounts  received  His 


Imperial  Highness  is  going  on  well. 
I  can  only  add  that  such  news  as  that 
does  not  suffer  any  further  comment 
than  the  repetition  of  the  words  that  we 
watch  the  vicissitudes  of  so  anxious  a 
time  with  our  deepest  sympathy  and 
solicitude.  Well,  now,  the  noble  Earl 
very  kindly  and  very  rightly  forbore  to 
press  me  upon  the  present  state  of 
foreign  affairs,  with  respect  to  the  g^eat 
issues  of  peace  or  war.  I  am  sorry  that 
the  observations  which  I  made  some 
weeks  ago  in  the  Provinces  have,  as  he 
puts  it  himself,  had  the  effect  of  making 
him  no  wiser.  I  should  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  make  him  wiser.  But  I  will 
not  attempt  to  do  now  what  I  failed  to 
do  then.  1  certainly  will  not  attempt  to 
give  him  the  ^*  straight  tip ''  as  to  what 
is  going  to  happen  in  this  terrible  crisis 
in  Europe.  My  Lords,  the  prospects  of 
peace  or  war,  and  the  precise  political 
position  of  those  whom  public  rumour 
is  disposed  to  look  upon  as  the  probable 
combatants,  have  been  described  by  a 
master  hand,  and  I  shall  not  spoil  the 
picture  by  attempting  to  add  anything 
to  it.  I  may  say  that  I  hope  that  some 
kind  friend  in  Germany  may  furnish  the 
noble  Earl  with  an  accurate  report  of 
Prince  Bismarck's  speech.  I  am  afraid 
that  he  has  derived  a  very  imperfect 
notion  of  what  the  Prince  really  said,  if 
his  representation  of  it  to-day  is  to  be 
trusted.  But  I  observe  that  the  noble 
Earl,  though  he  referred  to  several 
speeches,  referred  not  only  to  Prince 
Bismarck's  speeches,  but  also  to  those 
of  the  humbler  persons  on  these  Benches. 
He  referred  to  my  own  speeches  at 
Liverpool  and  elsewhere,  and  to  the 
speeches  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lre- 
land ;  but  one  characteristic  marked  all 
his  citations  —  namely,  that  they  had 
not  any  but  the  most  fantastic  resem- 
blance  to  what  was  originally  uttered. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  noble 
Earl  must  have  fallen  asleep  while  read- 
ing what  I  said,  and  that  his  quotations 
represent,  not  his  recollections,  but  hia 
dreams.  Certainly,  the  noble  Earl's 
quotation  of  what  Prince  Bismarck  said 
is  entirely  at  variance  with  all  that  I 
have  seen  and  heard  on  this  subject.  I 
did  not  in  the  least  gather  that  Prince 
Bismarck  represented  himself  to  have 
said  that  he  had  obtained  for  Bussia 
everything  that  she  desired.  If  he  did 
say  so,  Bussia  certainly  has  not  been 
of  that  opinion  during  many  years  past* 
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But,  however,  Prince  Bismarck  is  quite 
strong  enough  to  defend  himself,  and  I 
will  not  yenture  to  cross  swords  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  defence  of  his  accuracy. 
As  far  as  I  remember  the  events  of  the 
Berlin  Conference,  they  were  like  those 
of  most  other  Conferences ;  they  ended 
in  a  middle  term — a  compromise  which 
did  not  correspond  with  the  extreme  de- 
mands of  either  side.  I  dare  say  that 
Prince  Bismarck's  astuteness  may  have 
gone  a  good  way  in  inducing  us  to 
accept  that  compromise;  but  it  was  a 
compromise  which,  I  believe,  was  any- 
thing but  acceptable  to  the  Oovernment 
of  Bussia  at  the  time,  and  it  was  highly 
acceptable  to  the  English  people.  That, 
I  think,  is  a  sufficient  defence  of  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  for  accepting  such  a  com- 
promise at  the  instance  of  Prince  Bis- 
marck. My  Lords,  in  the  speech  of 
Prince  Bismarck  there  is  one  point  to 
which  I  ought  to  refer.  He  spoke — as 
he  has  spoken  for  years  past — of  the 
events  which  might  take  place  in  the 
Turkish  Empire  or  on  the  Turkish 
Frontier  as  being  a  matter  that  afifected 
Germany  very  little ;  and  the  whole  of 
his  solicitude  was  directed  to  other 
events  which  might  take  place  on  the 
frontier  of  Germany  or  of  Austria.  In 
so  doing  he  was  strictly  consistent  with 
all  that  he  ever  said ;  he  was  also  con- 
sistent wiUi  the  traditions  of  his  country, 
because  your  Lordships  will  remember 
that  in  the  Crimean  War  Prussia  was 
the  only  one  of  the  Great  European 
Powers  which  was  not  engaged  in  that 
conflict.  But  in  that  respect,  in  its 
entire  indifference  to  what  took  place  in 
the  East  of  Europe,  Germany  differs 
from  the  other  Powers — from  Austria, 
Turkey,  and  Italy,  from  France,  and 
from  England ;  and  though  in  general, 
I  think,  our  sympathies  would  be 
strongly  evoked  in  favour  of  the  allied 
people  over  whom  the  Emperor  of 
Germany  rules,  we  are  not  precisely  in 
the  same  position  as  they  are  in  that 
respect.  We,  too,  have  a  past  ;  we 
have  traditions  and  a  policy — a  policy 
from  which  we  have  no  intention  of 
departing,  a  policy  that  we  shall  con- 
sistently uphold.  We  have  interests; 
we  have,  for  the  last  three  or  four 
generations,  asserted  our  interests  in 
the  South-East  of  Europe ;  and  we 
shall  not  show  ourselves  more  indifferent 
to  those  interests  than  those  who  have 
gone  before  us.    But  though  I  should 
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be  misrepresenting  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  if  I  were  to  indi* 
cate  the  slightest  alteration  in  the  dis- 
position or  the  policy  which,  with  regard 
to    those    regions,    has    been    almost 
uniformly  pursued,  I  still  entirely  share 
Prince  Bismarck's  belief  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  peace  ;  and  I  do  so  on  the 
same  ground.    The  only  danger  to  our 
interests  in  the  South-East  of  Europe 
might  arise  from  some  adventurous  or 
illegal  action  on  the  part  of  Busaia.  We 
have  had  the  most  specific  and  cate- 
gorical assurances  that  Bussia  contom- 
platos  no  such  illegal  action,  but  will 
carefully  abstain  from  it.    I  agree  with 
Prince  Bismarck  that  in  the  words  of 
the  Emperor  Alexander  there  is  great 
security.    Of  course,  I  speak  of  what  I 
officially  know.      We    have    had   one 
negotiation  with  the  Emperor  Alexander 
— the  negotiation  to  which  reference  is 
made  in  the  Queen's  Speech — and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  action  of  his 
Government  in    that    nec^otiation    has 
been  not  only  conciliatory,  but  eminently 
straightforward.      I    think,    therefore, 
that    I  can  concur  with  the   German 
Chancellor  in  attaching  great  value  to 
the  assurances  which  have  come  from 
the  Emperor  Alexander;  and  I  main- 
tain the  firm  conviction  that  he  will  do 
his  utmost  to   maintain  the  peace  of 
Europe.    The  noble  Earl  asked  me,  in 
a  desultory  manner,  a  vast  number  of 
questions  with  respect  to  foreign  and 
domestic  affairs.      One  question  came 
after  the  other  so  fast  that  they  had 
rather  the  effect  of  small  shot  upon  me. 
I  was  not  able  to  distinguish  the  impact 
of  one  from  the  other.    I  would  merely 
select  one  or  two  to  which,  I  think,  he 
appeared  to  attach   g^at  importance. 
The  noble  Earl  asked  a  question  about 
Colonel  Kitchener.    It  is  a  matter  of 
great    satisfaction    to    know   that   the 
wound  inflicted    upon  that   most  dis- 
tinguished officer  owing  to  his  great 
gallantry  at  Suakin  is  not    likely  to 
prove    dangerous.      With    regard   to 
Samoa  and  South  Africa,  I  think  it  will 
be  more  convenient,  after  the  Papers  are 
laid  on  the  Table,  that  the  noble  Earl 
should  raise  the  question.    The  House 
at  present  has  hardly  sufficient  informa- 
tion to  discuss  these  questions  properly. 
With  respect  to  the  claims  made  by  the 
ex-£hedive,  I  think  the  noble  Earl  is 
labouring  under  an  error.      He  seems 
to  imagine  that  it  was  a  matter  for  the 
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deciaion  of  the  Britiflh  (Jovemmeni  whe- 
ther these  claims  were  to  be  conceded  or 
not.  This  is  an  entire  mistake.  So  far  as 
these  claims  were  legal,  they  would  haye 
been  enforced  by  themized  tribunals.  But 
it  was  a  controversy  of  a  legal  character, 
and  there  was  no  harm  in  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  taking  that  sort  of 
business  as  well  as  other  business,  it 
being  a  well-understood  rule  that  the 
Legiu  Advisers  of  the  Grown  are  en- 
titled to  increase  their  income  by  taking 
private  practicCi  so  long  as  it  does  not 
mterfere  with  their  official  duties.  It 
was  desirable  to  compromise  these 
daims.  I  do  not  say  my  sympathy 
was  moved  for  the  sufferings  of  the  ex- 
Khedive  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  prudence, 
it  was  desirable  to  compromise  the 
daims.  The  matter  was  practically 
settled,  not  by  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, but  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
acting  through  the  medium  of  Sir 
Edgar  Vincent.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
believe  it  was  really  a  great  advantage 
to  this  country  that  Mr.  Marriott  was 
the  counsel  of  the  ex-Khedive.  I  can- 
not speak  on  this  matter  with  any  great 
fulness;  but  it  is  obvious  that  such  a 
position  and  such  a  suit  might,  in  the 
hands  of  an  ill-wisher  of  this  countiy, 
have  given  a  great  opportunity  of  inter- 
fering and  intriguing  in  Egypt.  ^  It 
was,  therefore,  fortunate  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  ex«Khedive  were  committed 
to  the  charge  of  an  Englishman.  I 
think  we  might  have  run  into  very  con- 
siderable embarrassment  if  the  ex- 
Khedive  had  selected  for  his  adviser 
and  counsel  a  person  of  some  nationality 
jealous  of  England.  There  are  only  one 
or  two  further  observations  which  I  shall 
venture  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
in  regard  to  the  noble  Earl's  speech. 
The  first  I  will  refer  to  is  the  solemn 
refusal  on  his  part  to  grant  me  the 
diploma  of  a  Free  Trader.  I  thought 
the  noble  Earl's  tone  on  that  question 
very  much  illustrated  the  remarks  which 
my  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
made  on  the  prevalenco  of  Party  in  tliis 
country — namely,  that  people  care  more 
for  the  name  and  organization  of  Party 
than  for  the  opinions  which  that  Party 
professes.  The  noble  Earl  is  indignant 
with  me,  not  because  I  have  professed 
any  doctrines  which  were  contrary  to 
Free  Trade,  but  because  I  professed 
doctrines  which  could  not  be  ticketed  as 
Free  Trade,  and  which  Free  Traders  did 


not  profess.  For  instance,  I  ventured 
to  doubt  the  great  wisdom  of  the  enor- 
mous re-arrangement  which,  25  years 
ago,  Mr.  Gladstone  made  in  the. tariff 
of  this  country.  It  was  thought  at  the 
time  to  be  a  great  achievement  to  sim- 
plify the  tariff ;  but  I  believe  it  has  taken 
away  from  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer a  great  many  very  useful  taxes  on 
which  he  could  have  relied  in  moments 
of  difficulty,  and  which  pressed  not  upon 
the  poor,  but  upon  the  rich — ^not  upon 
the  necessities  of  the  nation,  but  only 
upon  its  luxiLries.  I  do  not  think  any 
advantage  that  was  obtained  by  stimu- 
lating Liternational  communication  in 
respect  of  gloves,  silks,  and  wines  at  all 
meets  or  compensates  the  loss  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  has, 
when  he  looks  over  the  resources  of 
the  country  in  a  time  of  difficulty, 
in  finding  any  item  by  which  the 
Eevenues  of  the  country  can  be  in- 
creased. It  is  the  great  difficulty 
of  England — as  it  is  of  India— that, 
though  we  have  Bevenue  enough  for 
ordinary  times,  if  we  want  to  raise  more 
Bevenue  against  an  emergency  we  are 
almost  cut  off  by  past  legislation  from 
doing  so.  That  is  the  explanation  of 
the  very  heretical  doctrine  which  trou- 
bles the  noble  EarL  Now  one  word  as 
to  Ireland ;  and  first  a  word  as  to  my 
great  offence  against  Mr.  Gladstone.  I 
thought  the  noble  Earl  would  have  sat 
down  by  proposing  my  formal  excom- 
munication, and  that  I  should  have 
been  driven  forth  from  your  Lordships' 
House.  He  rebuked  me  with  great 
solemnity  for  advising  the  Oonservative 
Party  never  to  speak  to  Mr.  Gladstone. 
Surely  I  never  gave  the  Party  any  such 
advice.  That  is  another  instance  of  the 
facility  with  which  I  have  plunged  him 
into  sweet  sleep  by  the  dulness  of  my 
discourse.  In  this  case  it  is  not  his 
dreams,  but  his  nightmares  that  have 
disturbed  him. 

Eabl  GBANVILLE  :  I  referred  to 
what  appeared  in  The  Times  report. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUBY  : 
What  I  really  did  say  was  this — that 
Mr.  Gladstone  had  very  much  misre- 
presented the  Conservative  Party,  griev- 
ously misrepresented  them,  when  he 
said  that  in  their  ordinary  conversation 
they  admitted  that  some  kind  of  Home 
Bule  must  eventually  be  granted.  On 
that  I  observed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
it  was  not  true;  and,  in  the  second 
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place,  that  Mr.  Gladstone  was  the  last 
man  in  the  world  to  have  known  if  it 
was  true,  because,  I  said,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  did  not  believe  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  had  any  large  amount  of  Conserra- 
tiye  sodetj,  and  that  he  does  not  spend 
his  evenings  in  Oonsenrative  society. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  although  it  may  be 
very  lamentable,  I  suspect  Gonservatiyes 
generally  cultivate  the  society  of  those 
who  agree  with  them,  more  especially 
upon  essential  doctrines  of  politics  and 

{)atrioti8m,  more  than  they  do  the  fol- 
owers  of  Mr.  Gladstone.    A  word  now 
as  to  the  alliance.    We  are  accused  of 
having  had  an  alliance  with  the  Irish. 
The  noble  Earl  says  that  our  alliance 
with  the  Irish  began  in  1883.    It  is 
very  odd;  but  Mr.  Pamell  supported 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  all  the  Divisions  on 
the  Keform  Bill^  which  was  the  great 
contest  of  the  Session  of  1884.   I  doubt 
therefore,  whether   the  alliance  could 
have  been  a  strong  one  at  that  time. 
What  the  alliance  consisted  in,  as  far  as 
there  was  an  alliance,  was  that  on  certain 
questions  we  went  into  the  same  Lobby. 
On  two  questions  we  went  into  the  same 
Lobby.     One  was  on  the  question  whe- 
ther the  policy  of  the  then  Government 
in  Egypt  was  to  be  admired  or  not  ,*  and 
the  other  was  the  question  whether  we 
should  levy  a  new  tax  on  beer.    The 
whole  question  as  to  whether  that  sort 
of  alliance  is  blamable  or  not  depends 
upon  the  further  question  whether  you 
did  or  did  not  depart  from  your  own 
principles  in  the  course  you  took.    If  it 
is  according  to  our  principles  to  censure 
the  Egyptian  Campaign  or  to  object  to 
a  new  tax  on  beer,  surely  it  is  hyper- 
critical on  the  part  of  anyone  to  demand 
that  we  should  abstain  from  enforcing 
tiiose  principles  because  Mr.    ParneU 
and  his  followers  might  vote  with  us. 
What    I  maintain  is,    that  we    were 
strictly  following  our  own  principles  in 
going  into  the  same  Lobby  with  them, 
and  that  the  fact  that  we  went  into  the 
Lobby  with  such  companions  did  not  in 
any  way  detract  from  the  rectitude  of 
our  course  in  supporting  the  principles 
we  had    always    supported.     But    the 
alliance  of  the  noble  Earl  is  an  alliance 
of  a  very  different  kind.     I  do  not  com- 
plain of  his  going  into  the  same  Lobby 
with  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  Friends ;  but 
what  I  do  complain  of  is  that  his  young 
men,  and  some  who  are  not  young,  have 
gone  over  to  Ireland  and  have  stood  I 
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upon  platforms  in  support  of  organiza- 
tions for  resisting  the  law  of  the  land. 
That  is  the  sort  of  alliance  of  which  I 
complain ;  and  when  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite — ^I  hope  he  was  misreported  on 
the  point — talks  of  ''  my  Mend,  Mr. 
Davitt  "— 

The  Mabqxtbss  of  SIPON:  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  never  mentioned  Mr. 
Davitt's  name,  nor  had  I  any  occasion 
to  do  so. 

The   Mabqusss   of   SALISBURY: 
I  am  glad  I  have  drawn  that  oontradio- 
tion  from  the  noble  Marquess.    I  really 
thought  he  must  have  been  misreported ; 
for  I  could  not  help  thinking  when  I 
saw  the  remark  that  he  must  have  been 
very  ignorant  of  contemporary  history 
not  to  have  known  what  Mr.  Davitt's 
life  had  been.    But  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
who  is  an  ez-Gabinet  Minister,  and  a 
former  Oolleague  of  the  noble  Earl,  has 
supported  those  who  encouraged  resist- 
ance to  the  law.     What  he  and  his 
friends  have  done  is  not  to  support  any 
particular  set  of  political  opinions,  not 
to  attempt  to  turn  the  Government  out 
of  Office,  which  is  always  the  legitimate 
enterprise  of  every  English  politician, 
but  to  unite  themselves  with  people  who 
were  resisting  the  law  of  the  land ;  and 
that  divides  off  their  conduct  by  a  sharp 
line,  which  you  cannot  pass,  from  any- 
thing that  they  can  impute  to  the  Oon- 
servative  Party,  or  to  any  other  Party, 
which  for  the  last  200  years  has  con- 
ducted the  Government  of  this  country. 
That  is  the  complaint  which  I    make 
to  the  noble  Earl ;  and  if  he  will  show 
the  sincerity  of  his  retort  upon  us  by 
abandoning,  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
his  Colleagues,  this  combination  with 
the  men  of  disorder  when  they  are  re- 
sisting the  application  and  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  law,  and  instead  of  doing 
so  will  return  to  that  legitimate  form  of 
alliance    I    have    indicated,    and    will 
simply  try  in  the  Division  Lobby  to  turn 
the  Oovemment  out  of  Office,   I  will 
quite  agree  that  there  is  nothing  to 
choose  between  his  conduct  and  ours. 
The  noble  Earl  asked,   in  conclusion, 
whether  we  expected  this  policy  of  ours 
to  have  any  ultimate  success — ^whether 
we  thought  it  was  possible  that  we  could 
consolidate  the  Empire  by  force  ?  Unless 
I  have  very  much  misread  history,  my 
impression  is  that   every  Empire  and 
every  Kingdom  that  has  ever  been,  has 
been,  in  the  first  instance,  cons<didated 
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by  force;  and  it  has  been  under  the 
Empire  of  the  laws  so  established  and 
rigorously    enforced    that    an    opinion 
fayourable  to  those  laws  has  gradually 
grown  up,  and  in  the  end  patriotism, 
and  a  sense  of  the  blessings  that  law 
and    order   produce,    have  sufficed  to 
secure    the    political    stability    of   the 
edifice,    which    at  first    was  built  up 
by  means  of  the  scaffolding  of  force. 
My  Lords,  the  force  of  which  we  speak 
is  only  that  coercion  which,  as  my  noble 
Frieud below  the  Q-angwayythe  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  so  well  said,   is  the 
necessary  sanction  of  all  law.    I  under- 
stand the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Hersohell)  to  have  said  that 
we  hiaye  made  things  and  words  punish- 
able now  which  were  not  punishable 
before.    I  must  wait  untirmy  champion 
oomesback  firom  abroad  before  I  venture 
to  cross  swords  with  so  skilled  an  adver- 
sary as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
this  point;  but  I  can  only  say  that  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Selbome)-*who  may,  at  least,  be  men- 
tioned in  the   same  breath  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord— is  entirely  of  a 
different  opinion.    At  all  events,  in  con- 
sidering the  nature  and  essential  cha- 
racter of  the  Coercion  Act  now  applied 
to  Lreland,  you  must  never  forget  that 
what  we  are  enforcing  is  not  abstinence 
from  any  particular  form  of  political 
propaganda,  not  abstinence  from  any 
political  discussion  or  political  abuse — 
it  is  not  abstinence  irom  the  effort  to 
overthrow    any   particular  institution. 
Our  laws,  and  the  laws  which  we  have 
passed,  and  which  we  administer,  are 
not  levelled  against    conduct    of  that 
kind.    It  is  as  free  as  ever  it  was  for 
any  Englishman  or  Irishman  to  agitate 
against  any  institution  of  this  country, 
and  to  express  himself  with  what  free- 
dom he  pleases  on  the  characters  and 
actions  of  public  men.    What  we  have 
enforced  is  the  private  right  to  the  pay- 
ment of  those   debts  which   the    law 
declares  to  be  just.     The  elementary 
rights  of  the  creditor  and  the  owner, 
that  right  upon  which  all  civil  society  is 
based,  and  which,  if  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  came  into  Office  to-morrow,  or 
if  Home  Bule  were  granted  to  Ireland 
and  a  Home  Bule  Qovemment  created, 
would  have  to  be  enforced  and  carried 
out  by  them  under  the  penalty  that 
without  the  enforcement  of  that  right 
no  dviliased  society  can  be  maintained. 


The  Earl  of  JEB8EY  called  atten- 
tion to  the  absence  from  the  Queen's 
Speech  of  any  reference  to  the  measure 
wnich  had  been  contemplated  for  estab- 
lishing a  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  that 
question  had  been  shelved,  or  whether 
it  was  intended  to  bring  forward  a  Bill 
upon  the  subject  during  the  present 
Session  ?  He  should  also  be  glad  to 
know  whether  in  the  Government  Bill 
upon  railway  rates  and  charges  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  would  be  so  framed 
as  to  leave  it,  as  in  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
in  the  power  of  the^^Bailway  Oompanies 
to  charge  a  lower  rate  of  freight  upon 
imported  produce  than  was  charged  upon 
British  produce.  If  so,  it  would  not  be 
satisfactory. 

The  LOED  PBE8IDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbanbrook)  said, 
it  was  not  usual  to  refer  to  the  details 
of  Government  measures  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  ;  but  the  matters  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Earl  were  under  considera- 
tion. 

Address  agre$d  io^  famine  disietUienUf 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Duke  of  Buokikgham  and  Chak- 
DOS  appointed,  nemxne  diasentienU,  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
House  for  this  Session. 

CoMHiTTBE  FOB  FfiTViLEaBS  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COMMITTSE  FOS  THS  JoXTBKALS— • 

Appointed. 
Appeal  Committse — Appointed. 

ELBCTBIO  LIGHTINa  ACT  (1882)   AMEND- 

MEirr  BILL  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Electrio  Lighting  Aot^ 
1882— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Thurlow  ; 
read  1*.    (No.  1.) 

Houfle  a^jonmed  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o*dock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  four  aclook. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  9th  Fehruary,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  hall  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

Message  to  attend  th^  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went ;— and  having  re- 
turned;— 

NEW  WEITS  DURING  THE  RECESS. 
Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
— that  he  had  issued  Warrants  for  New 
Writs,  /or  Cambridge  Universi^,  v. 
The  Eight  honble.  Alexander  James 
Beresford  Beresford  Hope,  deceased ; 
for  CamberweU  (Dulwich  Diyision),  v. 
John  Morgan  Howard,  esquire,  County 
Court  Juc^e ;  for  Winchester  City,  r. 
Arthur  I^ftus  Tottenham,  esquire, 
deceased  ;  for  Lirerpool  (Walton 
Division),  v.  Bight  honble.  John  George 
Gibson,  Judge  of  High  Court  of  Justice 
(Ireland);  for  Dublin  University,^  v, 
Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden,  esquire, 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN.   . 

Dodffson  Hamilton  Madden,  esquire, 
for  Dublin  University;  Biohard  Moss, 
esquire,  for  Winchester  City;  Miles 
Walker  Mattinson,  esquire,  for  Borough 
of  Liverpool  (Walton  Division)  ;  Denis 
J^ilbride,  esquire,  for  County  of  Kerry 
(Southern  Division) ;  John  Blundell 
Maple,  esquire,  for  Borough  ^  of  Cam- 
berweU (Dulwich  Division) ;  George 
Gabriel  Stokes, '^esquire,  for  Cambridge 
University. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

For  Southwark  (West  Division),  v. 
Arthur  Cohen,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
stead  ;  for  Borough  of  Dundee,  v. 
Charles  Carmichael  Lacaita,  esquire, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

NOTICES. 


PUBLIC   MEETINGS   IN  THE   METRO- 
POLIS— TRAFALGAR  SQUARE. 

Me.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  To  move  as  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address^- 

''Bat  hamUy  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty 
that,  in  the  interests  of  the  good  government  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropcuis,  and  espe- 
cially in  oidortoassuitin  promoting  that  goodwill 


between  the  poHce  and  the  people  which  is  essen- 
tial to  good  government,  it  is  necessary  that 
full  and  public  inquiry  be  made  at  once  into 
the  conduct  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  in  con- 
nection with  the  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square 
and  the  processions  connected  therewith." 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall 
move  as  an  Amendment  or  addition  to 
the  Address  at  the  end  the  following 
words: — 

''  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that,  having 
regard  to  the  importance  of  preserving  and 
protecting  the  right  of  open  public  meeting  for 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
with  the  view  to  prevent  ill-will  and  disorder,  it 
is  desirable  that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted 
by  this  House  into  the  conditions  subject  to 
which  such  meetings  may  be  held,  and  the 
limits  of  the  right  to  interference  therewith  by 
the  Executive  Government." 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
gave  Notice  that  he  should  move  as  an 
addendum  to  that  Motion — 

"  And  this  House  humbly  assures  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  it  would  ensure  greater  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  if  a  full  and 
public  inquiry  were  granted  into  the  alleged 
unlawful  assembly  in  Trafalgar  Square  on 
Sunday,  November  13th,  1887,  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  police  in  connection  therewith." 

PJER80NAL  STATEMENT. 


MR.  BRADLAUGH  AND  THE  MARQUESS 
OF  SALISBURY. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  desire  to  make  a  personal  statement 
in  reference  to  a  matter  which  has  oc- 
curred since  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  In  February,  1886,  there  was 
a  debate  in  the  House  on  the  conduct  of 
some  persons  in  Trafalgar  Square  in 
connection  with  the  re-organization  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force.  On  that 
occasion  I  am  reported  to  have  said  that 
if  an  inquiry  were  granted  I  would 
undertake  to  prove  that  during  the  six 
weeks  preceding  the  date  of  the  meet- 
ing in  Trafalgar  Square  large  sums  of 
money,  far  exceeding  the  legitimate 
allowance  for  expenses  incurred  by  a 
meeting  of  that  kind,  were  supplied  to 
a  Mr.  S.  Peters  by  leading  Oonserratiye 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament; 
that  part  of  the  money  was  paid  by 
cheque ;  that  some  of  the  cheques  reached 
the  hands  of  the  bankers  through  beer- 
house keepers,  at  whose  shops  some  of 
the  money  was  spent.  I  was  recently 
called  as  a  witness,  ii^  connection  wita 
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the  prosecution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Lanark  (Mr.  Ounninghame 
Gbaham)  and  Mr.  John  Bums.  In  the 
course  of  cross-examination  by  counsel 
for  the  Grown  I  was  asked  as  to  meet- 
ings in  Trafalgar  Square  in  February, 
1686.  I  answered  that  I  had  no  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  these  meetings,  not 
haying  been  present  at  them.  The 
counsel  for  the  Grown,  who  held  a  paper 
in  his  hand,  said — ''Do  you  mean  that 
you  knew  nothing  about  them?"  I 
replied — 


''I  know  Bomething  ahont  them,  and  I 
stated  in  my  place  in  Parliament  that  I  am 
prepared  to  trace  cheques  from  leading  Con- 
servative Members  in  connection  with  Fair 
Trade  and  nnem^oyed  meetings  that  culmi- 
nated in  a  riot  in  Trafalgar  Square/' 

I  farther  stated  that  one  of  the  cheques 
which  I  was  prepared  to  trace  was  a 
cheque  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's. 
Mr.  Poland,  who  was  counsel  for  the 
Grown,  interrupted  me,  and  said  I  should 
not  speak  of  things  which  I  did  not 
know.  I  replied  that  before  I  made 
this  statement  I  had  seen  some  of  the 
cheques.  Since  then  a  letter  has  ap- 
peared in  The  TimeSf  purporting  to  hare 
been  written  by  K.  T.  Guntou,  by  the 
direction  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 
The  letter  is  addressed  to  a  person  named 
Kelly,  and  is  as  follows: — 

•'  Hatfield  House,  Hatfield, 

"  December  5, 1887. 

"Sir, — ^I  am  directed  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  to  say  tiiat  he  is  much  obliged  to  you 
for  your  letter  of  Uio  1st  instant,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  untrue  statement  in  respect  to  his 
alleged  support  of  meetings  held  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  sworn  to  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  at  Bow 
Street.  I  am  to  say  in  reply  that  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  agrees  with  you  in  thinking  that 
the  statement  amounts  to  wilful  perjury ;  but 
he  believes  it  would  not  be  punishable  as  such, 
as  it  is  not  relevant  to  the  issue  which  was  be- 
fore the  magistrate.  He  has  already  contra- 
dicted the  statement  pubUcly,  and  does  not 
think  it  requires  any  further  notice. 

'*  I  am,  your  very  obedient  servant, 

"E.  T.  GuNTow." 

On  the  preyious  Saturday  a  letter  of 
mine,  addressed  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  had  appeared  in  The  TimeSf 
in  wluch  I  repeated  what  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House,    i  added — 

**  This  statement  I  adhere  to,  and  I  am  ready, 
directly  Parliament  meets,  as  I  stated  that  I 
was  ready  when  an  inquiry  was  spoken  about 
in  the  House  in  the  spring  of  1886 — if  the  Go- 
vernment will  g^rant  a  SSect  Committee,  with 
power  to  call  for  poisons,  books,  and  papers. 


and  on  which  I  may  sit  to  call  and  examine 
witnesses— to  trace  several  cheques  signed  by 
leading  Members  of  the  Oonservative  Party, 
including  one  signed  by  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, some  of  which  were  payable  to  S.  Peters, 
all  of  which,  I  believe,  passed  through  the 
hands  of  S.  Peters,  and  which  were  used  in 
connection  with  the  so-called  Fair  Trade  meet- 
ings of  the  unemployed,  which  preceded  the 
riotous  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square." 

I  also  wrote  to  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, asking  his  Lordship  whether  he, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  would 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Oommittee  ?  I  received  this  reply,  also 
signed  *'  E.  T.  Gunton  "— 

«  Hatfield  House,  Hatfield. 

•«  December  10,  1887. 

<<Sir,— I  am  directed  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  to  acknowledge  tiie  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  the  7th  instant. 

**  In  reply,  I  am  to  say  that  in  respect  to  a 
purely  personal  matter  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury cannot  venture  to  anticipate  the  decision 
to  which  the  House  of  Commons  may  come  on 
any  Motion  which  is  made  before  it." 

Now,  Sir,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  have 
taken  great  pains,  irrespective  of  this 
very  strong  denial,  to  feel  sure  of  what 
I  can  say ;  and  I  state  that  I  adhere  to 
every  word  that  I  stated,  first  in  this 
House,  and  afterwards  at  the  Bow  Street 
Police  Court,  and  which  has  been  de- 
scribed as  "wilful  perjury."  I  now 
appeal  to  the  Leader  of  this  House,  and 
ask  whether  the  Government  will  signify 
its  consent  to  the  appointment  of  such  a 
Oommittee  ?  I  gave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman Notice  that  I  intended  to  make 
this  appeal.  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to 
rest  under  the  imputation  of  wilful  per- 
jury from  the  Prime  Minister  in  relation 
to  a  matter  which  I  stated  in  Parliament. 
I  can  find  no  becoming  terms  by  which 
I  may  properly  describe  this  imputation 
other  than  by  asking  that  I  ma^  have 
the  means  of  showing  whose  is  the 
falsehood. 

Tab  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Member  com- 
municated with  me  only  this  morning. 
I  have  not  had  time  to  communicate 
with  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  in  re- 
ference to  this  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will,  therefore,  imderstand  that  I  am 
quite  unable  to  give  an  answer ;  but  if  he 
will  repeat  his  Question  on  Monday  I 
will  give  him  an  answer  then. 

Mb.  bradlaugh  :  I  will  repeat 
the  Question  on  Monday. 
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leading  to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of 
Parliament,  and  that  there  be  no  annoyance 
therein,  or  thereabouts ;  and  that  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms  attending  this  House  do  communicate 
this  Order  to  the  Oommissioners  aforesaid. 


BLBOTIONS. 

Ordered^  That  all  Members  who  are  returned 
for  two  or  more  places  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  do  make  tiieir  election  for 
which  of  Uie  places  they  will  serve,  within  one 
week  after  it  shall  appear  that  there  is  no 
question  upon  the  Betum  for  that  place ;  and 
if  anything  shall  come  in  question  touching 
the  Return  or  Election  of  any  Member,  he  is  to 
withdraw  during  tiie  time  the  matter  is  in 
debate ;  and  that  all  Members  returned  upon 
double  Returns  do  withdraw  till  their  Returns 
are  determined. 

Rewhedf  That  no  Peer  of  the  Realm,  except 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time 
being  be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have 
declined  to  serve,  for  any  county,  city,  or 
borough  of  Qreat  Britain,  hath  any  right  to 
give  his  vote  in  the  Election  of  any  Member  to 
serve  in  Parliament. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of 
the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a 
Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not 
having  declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city, 
or  borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself 
in  the  Election  of  MembOTs  to  serve  for  the 
Ck>nmions  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Peer 
of  Ireland,  at  such  Elections  in  Ghreat  Britain 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be 
proposed  to  be  elected ;  or  for  any  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or  Qovemor  of  any  county  to  avail  him- 
self of  any  autiiority  derived  from  his  Commis- 
sion, to  influence  t£e  Election  of  any  Member 
to  serve  for  ^e  Commons  in  Parliament. 

Beaolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Membw 
of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 
Bribery,  or  by  any  other  corrupt  practices,  this 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been  wil- 
fully concerned  in  such  Bribery  or  other 
corrupt  pnMtioes. 

WITKSSSSS. 

Itesolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  tampering  with  any  Witness, 
m  respect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 
House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  or  directiy  or 
indirectly  hath  endeavoured  to  deter  or  hinder 
any  person  from  appearing  or  giving  evidence, 
tiie  same  is  declared  to  be  a  high  crime  and 
misdemeanour;  and  this  House  will  proceed 
with  the  utmost  severity  against  such  offender. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  given  false  evidence  in  any  case 
before  this  House,  or  any  Committee  thereof, 
this  House  willproceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  such  offender. 

METBOPOLITAir  FOLIOK. 

Ordered,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  oare  that, 
during  the  Session  of  rarliament,  the  passages 
through  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be 
kept  free  and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be 
permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Membess  to 
and  from  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be 
allowed  in  Westmiaiter  Hall,  or  in  the  passages 


VOTES  AND  PB008SDINQS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
this  House  be  printed,  being  fiist  perused  by 
Mr.  Speaker;  and  that  he  do  appoint  the 
printing  thereof ;  and  that  no  person  but  such 
as  he  shall  appoint  do  presume  to  print  the 
same. 

PRIYILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Oommittee  of  Priyi- 

leges  be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES  BILL. 
Bill ''  for  the  more  effectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries/'  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ARREST  OF 
MEMBERS. 

Mb.  SPEAKEBaoquaintedthe  House, 
that  he  had  received  the  following  Let- 
ters relating  to  the  Imprisonment  of 
certain  Members  of  this  House : — 

Metropolitan  Police  Court, 

Inns  Quay,  Duhlin, 

8th  Deoemher  1887. 
Sir, 

I  heg  leaye  to  inform  you  that,  on  the  2nd 
Deoemher  instant,  I  convioted  Mr.  Timothy 
Daniel  Sullivan,  a  Memher  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  of  the  offence  of  haying  '*on  the 
29th  September  1887,  in  a  certain  newspaper 
called  The  Nation,  purporting  to  bear  date  the 
Ist  October  1887,  under  the  heading  of  the 
<  Shelbume  Branches  of  the  National  League,' 
unlawfully  published  within  the  Police  District 
of  Dublin  Metropolis,  with  a  view  to  pro- 
moting the  objects  of  the  Association  named 
and  described  as  the  Irish  National  League,  a 
Notice  of  the  proceedings  of  the  said  Associa- 
tion at  a  Meeting  of  the  said  Association  held 
at  Ramsgrange  on  Sunday  the  25th  September 
1887,  being  a  district  within  the  Barony  of 
Shelbume,  in  the  county  of  Wexford,  specified 
by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council, 
dated  17th  September  1887,  made  in  pursuance 
of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,  by  which  order  the  said  As80ciati<Mi 
in  the  said  District  was  suppressed,  and  which 
order  was  after  and  in  pursnanoe  of  a  Special 
Proclamation  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Aet 
made  by  the  Lord  lientenant^by  and  with  the 
advice  of  the  Priyy  Council," 

And  that  for  the  said  offence  I  sentezioedMr. 
SulUvan  to  two  months*  impxiaonment ;  and 
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that  upon  the  lame  day  I  oonvioted  Hr.  Snl- 
livan  of  a  similar  offenoe  under  the  same  Aot  of 
Parliament,  and  sentenoed  him  to  two  months' 
imprisonment  to  take  effeot  concurrently  with 
the  first-mentioned  sentenoei  and  that  he  was 
accordingly  committed  to  Her  Majesty's  Prison 
at  Bichmond,  in  the  Oity  of  Dublin. 
I  hare  the  honor  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  servant, 

0.  J.   O'DONBL. 

Chief  Divisional  Magistrate  for  Police 
District  of  Dublin  Metropolis. 
To  the  Right  Honble. 
Hie  Speaker  of  the  Hoase  of  Commons. 


Mitchelstown,  county  Cork, 
NoTr.  3,  '87. 


Sir, 


I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  Mr. 
William  0*Brien,  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  was  conyicted  oo  the  24th  of 
September  last  of  an  offence  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  Act  of  last  Session,  and 
sentenced  to  a  term  of  three  months'  imprison- 
ment,  having  appealed  from  said  sentence,  said 
appeal  was  heard  before  the  Recorder  of  Cork 
County  on  the  Slst  ultimo,  when  the  said  con- 
viction and  sentence  was  duly  confirmed,  and 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  thereupon  committed  to  prison 
for  a  period  of  three  months  on  a  warrant 
signed  by  me  and  Captain  Stokes,  R.M.,  and 
that  he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  is  now  in  the  gaol  at 
Tullamore. 

I  haye  the  honour  to  be» 
Sir, 
Your  obdt  servt., 

RiCHiiBD  Eaton, 

Resident  Magistrate. 
The  Right  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Conmions. 


Clonmel, 

Co.  Tipperary, 

2l8t  December  1887. 


Sir, 


We  beg  to  inform  you  that  we  haye  to-day 
conyicted  Mr.  David  Sheehy,  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  of  the  offence  of  having  on 
the  6th  of  Noyember  1887,  at  Clonmel,  in  the 
County  of  Tipperary,  being  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict under  the  provisions  of  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  Act  (Ireland),  1887,  unlawfully 
incited  certain  persons  to  wilfully  and  unlaw- 
fully resist  and  obstruct  one  Oerald  Fitzgerald, 
being  Sub-Sheriff  of  County  of  Tipperary,  and 
certain  Constables  and  Bailiffs  while  in  the 
execotios  of  their  duty  as  such  Sub-Sheriff^ 
Constables,  and  BalUfl^  respeotiTely  as  afore- 


said.  And  we  have  sentenced  him  to  be  im- 
prisoned in  the  Gaol  at  Clonmel  for  a  period  of 
one  month. 

And  we  beg  to  inform  you  that  he  is  at  pre« 
sent  in  the  Prison  at  Clonmel. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servants, 

Albkbt  Mxldon,  R.M. 
D.  O.  Bodkin,  R.M. 
To  the  Right  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sligo,  on  Circuit, 

February  6,  1888. 
Sir, 
I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you,  as  ii,  I 
believe,  my  duty,  that  after  hearing  an  appeal 
at  Roscommon  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Procedure  (Lreland)  Act,  David 
Sheehy,  Esq.,  a  Member  of  the  Hon.  the  House 
of  Commons,  was  sentenced  by  me  to  imprison- 
ment, as  a  misdemeanant  of  the  first  order,  for 
three  months,  beginning  from  6th  January 
1888. 

I  haye  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 

Your  obedient  Seryant, 

Wm.  O'Connor  Nobbis, 

Co.  Court  Judge. 

Cork,  Slst  December,  1887. 
Sir, 

We  beg  leaye  to  inform  you  that  on  the  19th 
inst.,  we  convicted,  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  Mr.  Alder- 
man John  Hooper,  a  Member  of  the  Hoase  of 
Commons,  of  the  offence  of  having  published 
in  The  Cork  Dailf  EerM^  of  which  he  is  the 
Editor,  proceedings  of  Meetings  of  Suppressed 
Branches  of  the  Irish  National  League,  and 
sentenced  him  to  two  months'  imprisonment. 
He  is  at  present  in  the  Prison  of  Tullamore. 
We  haye  the  honor  to  be. 

Sir, 
Your  obedient  Servants, 

ROBBBT  B.   StOKBS, 

J.  B.  Ibwin, 

Resident  Magistrates; 
To  the  Rt.  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
The  Speaker's  House, 

Westminster, 
London.     S.W* 


Sir, 


Limerick, 
Ireland, 

22nd  January,  1888. 


I  haye  the  honour  to  Inform  you  that  Mr« 
Lane,  M.P.  vae  oonTicted  at  OcMc  on  >he  18th 
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inBtant,  by  a    Court   oonBtitated   under   fhe 
Oriminal  Law  and  Prooednre  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887|  and  aentenced  to  one  month's  impziaon- 
ment  without  hard  labour. 
I  hare  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Yonr  obedient  Servant, 

J.  B«  iBwnr,  B.M. 

Chairman  of  the  Court. 
The  Bight  Honble. 

.  The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
House  of  Conmions, 

London. 


Sir, 


Ennis, 

1st  February  1888. 


We  beg  leaye  to  inform  you  that  we  have 
to-day  convicted  Mr.  Joseph  B.  Cox,  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the  offence 
"  inciting  certain  persons  unknown  to  take 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly,  to  wit,  a  meeting 
of  the  National  League  in  the  county  of  Clare," 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,  and  have  sentenced  him  to  one 
month's  imprisonment,  and  that  he  is  at  present 
in  the  Prison  at  Limerick. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be, 

Your  obedient  servants, 

F.  a.  HODDBB,  B.M. 

Cboil  B.  Boohb,  B.M. 

To  the  Bight  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

County  of  Donegal, 

Donegal, 

4  February,  1888. 
Sir, 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  Mr. 
Alexander  Blane^  M.P.  for  Louth,  Armagh, 
was  brought  before  me,  at  Letterkenny,  Co. 
Donegal,  on  the  20th  ulto.  under  a  Warrant, 
charging  him  with  having,  atDerryart,  in  said 
County,  on  the  2nd  ulto.  taken  part  in,  and 
incited  to  an  unlawful  conspiracy,  known  as 
the  **  Plan  of  Campaign,*'  contrary  to  the  pro- 
visions of  <*  The  Criminal  Law  and  Proce- 
dure (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  on  which  charge 
I  committed  him  to  Londonderry  Gaol,  on  re- 
mand. 

On  the  Slst  ult.  Mr.  Blane  was  tried  at 
Dunfanagher  Petty  Sessions,  before  me,  and 
Mr.  Garrett  Nagh,  B.L.,  Besident  Magistrate, 
found  guilty,  and  sentenced  to  four  months' 
imprisonment  in  Londonderry  Gaol,  from  which 
sentence  he  appealed,  and  was  admitted  to  bail, 
to  appear  at  Letterkenny  Quarter  Sessions  on 


18th  April  next,  which  said  appeal  will  be 
heard. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  obedt.  Servant, 

Thos.  Haxqaok, 
Besident  Magistrate. 
The  Bight  Honble. 

The  Speaker,  M.P., 

House  of  Conmions,  Westminster. 


Tralee, 

December  8th,  1887. 


Sir, 


We  beg  Iteve  to  inform  you  that  we  have 
to-day  convicted  Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the 
offence  of  *<  That  he,  the  said  Edward  Haning. 
ton,  esqre.,  Member  of  Parliament,  on  the  30th 
day  of  November  1887,  in  a  certain  newspaper 
called  The  Kerry  Sentinel^  purporting  to  bear 
date  the  29th  November  1887,  under  the  head- 
ing of  'The  Proclamations  of  Kerry,'  unlaw- 
fully published  within  the  Petty  Sessions 
Districlf  of  Tralee,  with  a  view  to  promote  the 
objects  of  the  Association  known  and  described 
as  the  Irish  National  League,  notice  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  said  Association,  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  said  Association  at  Tralee,  held  on 
the  27th  November  1887,  being  a  district,  to 
wit,  within  the  county  of  Keiry,  specifled  by 
order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council,  dated 
the  21st  November  1887,  made  in  pursuance  of 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887,  by  which  order  the  said  Association  in  the 
said  district  was  suppressed,  and  which  order 
was  after,  and  in  pursuance  of  a  special  Procla- 
mation, in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act,  made  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  and  with  the  advice  of 
the  Privy  Council,'*  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  and  have 
sentenced  him  to  one  month's  imprisonment  in 
the  County  Kerry  Gaol,  and  that  he  is  at  pre- 
sent in  the  prison  at  Tralee. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be. 
Your  humble  servants, 

Cecil  B.  Bochb,  B.M. 
To  the  Bight  Honble. 

YhQ  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

To  the  Bt.  Hon.  The  Speaker 

of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Sir, 

Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  M.P.,  was  con* 
victed  at  Tralee,  before  me  and  Col.  Pearse, 
B.M.,  for  publishing  report  of  suppressed  meet- 
ings of  the  National  League.  He  was  sentenced 
to  six  weeks'  imprisonment,  and,  on  applioatioa 
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of  hia  Coansel,  a  case  was  stated  on  a  Law 
point  for  decision  of  the  Exchequer  Division. 
In  the  meantime  he  was  admitted  to.hail. 

Cecil  Rochb,  R.M.  Millstreet. 

MR,    OUNNIKGHAME    GRAHAM'S    IM- 
PRISONMENT. 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  lie  had  received  a  Letter  relating  to 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Ounninghame 
Graham,  a  Member  of  this  House : — 

Gartlet,  Watford,  Herts, 

Jan.  25. 

Sir, 

I  beg  leave  to  inform  yon  that  Mr.  Onnning- 
hame  Graham,  M.P.,  was  tried  before  me  at  the 
Central  Criminal  Conrt,  on  Jan.  16,  17, 18,  for 
(1.)  Riot;  (2.)  Taking  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly ;  and  (8.)  Assaults  on  the  Police  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty.  The  Jury  acquitted 
him  of  the  first  and  third  charges,  but  found 
him  guilty  of  the  second.  I  sentenced  him  to 
be  imprisoned  without  hard  labour  for  six 
weeks. 

I  hare  to  apologise  for  not  notifying  to  yon 
this  sentence  earlier,  and  remain. 

Faithfully  yours, 

Aathur  Ohaklbs. 

QUJSSTIOir. 


PARLIAMENT— ADMISSION    OP 
STRANGERS     TO     THE     SPEAKER'S 

GALLERY. 

VisooTTOT  EBEINQTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock):  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment the  Question  of  which  I  nave 
given  him  private  Notice,  Whether  he 
can  give  any  information  as  to  how  a 
person  who  had  been  recently  sentenced 
to  15  years'  penal  servitude  for  being 
implicated  in  a  dynamite  conspiracy 
gained  admission  on  more  than  one 
oooasion  to  the  Gallery  and  precincts  of 
this  House ;  and,  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  steps  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  admis- 
sion of  the  person  in  question  ? 

Thb  SECRBTABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
inquired  into  the  subject  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Viscount 
The  convict,  Harkins,  recently  sentenced 
to  15  years'  penal  servitude  for  partici- 
pation in  a  dynamite  conspiracy,  gained 
admission  to  the  Speaker's  Gallery  on 
the  5th  of  August  last,  under  the  name 


of  M'Tin.  In  company  with  him  was 
admitted  another  person,  under  thd 
name  of  Melville,  whose  real  name  is 
Moroney.  He  is  implicated  in  the  same 
conspiracy,  and  there  is  a  warrant  of 
arrest  out  against  him  as  yet  unexecuted. 
These  two  persons  appear  to  have  been 
admitted  to  the  G-allery  in  the  usual  way, 
by  an  order  obtained  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  It  is  not  clear  that 
they  were  introduced  to  the  Gallery  by 
this  same  hon.  Member ;  because,  al- 
though his  name  appears  in  the  register 
of  admissions  in  the  usual  column,  that 
name,  as  weU  as  the  names  of  Melville 
and  M'Tin,  appears  to  be  in  the  hand- 
writing of  another  hon.  Member.  Hap- 
pily, Melville  was  known  to  be  a  suspi- 
cious person,  and  he  was  kept  under  close 
observation  by  the  police.  He  not  only 
entered  the  the  Speaker's  Gallery,  but 
he  spent  some  time  on  the  Biver  Terrace, 
in  the  company  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  appears  to  have  signed  the  register 
of  admission.  On  another  occasion  Mel- 
ville and  Harkins  were  together  in  the 
approaches  to  the  House  ;  but  do  not 
appear  to  have  entered  the  Galleries  or 
precincts.  These  circumstances  show 
that  the  admission  of  strangers  to  the 
House  and  its  precincts  requires  to  be 
accompanied  by  some  better  safeguards 
than  exist  at  present. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mb.  SPEAKEH  rsparted  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Ohancellor, 
and  i^ead  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS  IN   ANSWER   TO    HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[pmST  WIGHT.] 

Mb.  WHABTON  (York,  W.B., 
Bipon)  (who  was  attired  in  the  uniform 
of  a  Deputy  Lieutenant),  in  rising  to 
move  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  thank 
Her  Majesty  for  Her  Most  Qracious 
Speech,  said:  Sir,  in  making  this 
Motion  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
grant  me  that  indulgence  which  is 
usually  extended  to  a  new  Member; 
fldthough,  perhaps,  I  hardly  come  under 
that  category.  It  is  14  years  since  I  had 
the  honour  of  addressing  this  House ; 
therefore  I  hope  that  any  shortcomings 
on  my  part  will  be  pardoned  during  the 
few  minutes  I  propose  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House. 
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Sir,  the  Oraoious  Speech  whioh  we 
have  jast  heard  speaks,  in  the  first  place, 
of  the  relations  of  England  with  other 
nations.    It  will,  I  am  sure,  give  the 

Seatest  possible  satisfaction  to  Her 
ajesty's  subjects,  generally,  to  learn 
that  England  is  at  present  at  peace  with 
the  whole  world.  I  am  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  the  fact  that  peace  prevails  all 
over  the  world  must  be  a  subject  of 
satisfaction  not  only  to  Englishmen,  but 
to  all  those  peoples  with  whom  we  are 
brought  in  contact  in  any  way. 

I  do  not  propose  to  deal,  myself,  with 
the  next  subject  in  the  beginning  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ghracious  Speech,  which 
treats  of  the  details  of  our  work  in  rela- 
tion to  foreign  Powers,  because  I  have 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  that  I  shall  be 
followed  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Holbom  Division  of 
Finsbuzy  (Oolonel  Duncan),  who  has 
passed  a  Ifurge  portion  of  his  useful  life  in 
the  service  of  his  country,  and  whose  ob- 
servations on  these  subjects  will  be  of 
greater  value,  and  will,  I  am  sure,  be 
listened  to  with  much  greater  interest 
by  the  House  than  any  remarks  of 
mine. 

What  I  mean  to  deal  with  to-night, 
in  the  few  observations  which  I  propose 
to  offer  to  the  House,  are  what  may  be 
called  the  domestic  questions  which  are 
referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech — such  as  the  questions  of  Local 
or  Oonnty  Oovemment,  Bailway  Sates, 
the  Transfer  of  Land,  and  the  great  and 
important  subject  of  Agriculture. 

First,  then,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Local  Government.  We  learn 
that  a  Bill  is  to  be  introduced  into  this 
House  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
dealing  with  this  ffreat  subject.  I  feel 
sure  the  House  wifi  understand  me  when 
I  confess  that  I  approach  the  subject 
with  somewhat  mingled  feelings,  be- 
cause I  am  in  the  position  of  a  man  who 
is  invited  to  inspect  his  own  death  war- 
rant— and  that  is  a  document  which  it 
is  not  everyone  who  is  anxious  to  exa- 
mine— I  feel  that  possibly  the  duty 
hitherto  undertaken  and,  I  believe,  well 
carried  out  by  county  magistrates  may, 
in  future,  be  carried  out  by  other  and 
quite  different  persons.  As  I  have  been 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  some- 
thing like  a  period  of  17  years,  I  may, 
like  other  hon.  Members  who  vote  for 
the  Bill,  be  excused  if  I  feel,  when  I 
pass  the  right  hon.    Gentleman   the 
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Ftesident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  very  much  like  the  Soman 
gladiator,  who  exclaimed — "  Ave  Casar^ 
morituri  te  iohttant'*  I  hope,  how- 
ever, that  we  may  still  be  allowed, 
under  the  new  Bill,  to  take  our  part, 
as  far  as  possible,  in  carrying  out 
those  duties  in  reference  to  county  go- 
vernment which  have  hitherto  devolved 
upon  us.  I  feel  strongly  that  there  are 
two  questions  which  are  mainly  involved 
in  any  BUI  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
local  government  in  order  that  it  may  be 
successful.  First,  it  should  simplify  the 
existing  complex  and  confused  state  of 
Local  Bodies,  and  remove  that  confusion 
which  at  present  exists  by  simplifying 
local  government;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  necessary  that  these  objects 
should  be  brought  about  without  in- 
creasing the  expenditure  which  already 
presses  so  heavily  upon  the  ratepayers, 
and  which,  I  imagine,  is  the  great  diffi- 
culty which  the  House  has  to  face. 

We  have  heard  that  considerable 
excitement,  and,  as  I  think,  unnecessary 
irritation,  has  been  caused  in  the  ooun« 
try  by  the  projected  alteration  of 
boundaries.  I  believe  that  on  this 
question  there  has  been  considerable 
misapprehension.  What  is  the  Boun- 
dary Commission,  and  what  are  the 
functions  of  the  Oommissiouers  ?  To 
inquire  and  obtain  evidence  as  to  the 
best  boundaries  for  the  future  new  local 
areas,  and  to  report  to  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment,  who  will,  no  doubt,  mike 
such  use  of  information  thus  obtained  as 
they  may  think  fit ;  but  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  Government  will  refuse  to 
listen  to  representations  from  the 
localities  themselves,  and  to  act  upon 
such  representations  if  they  should  think 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Boun- 
dary Oommiesioners  are  not  the  best 
that  can  be  made.  The  Government,  in 
fact,  I  take  it,  are  only  anxious,  as  far 
as  they  can,  to  meet  the  wishes,  the 
wants,  and  the  interests  of  the  localities, 
and  not  to  act  upon  any  hard-and-fast 
line  in  regard  to  the  boundaries  them- 
selves. I  read  with  pleasure  that  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
which  says  that  this  measure  proposes 
to  bring  about  an  adjustment  of  the 
relations  between  local  and  Imperiid 
finance,  and  to  mitigate  the  burdens  at 
present  imposed  upon  the  ratepayers.  I 
only  hope  and  trust.  Sir,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  be  suooesafiil 
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on  this  subject,  for  I  know  that  the 
burdens  upon   the  ratepayers  are   at 

S resent  sore  burdens  indeed,  and  very 
iffionlt  to  be  borne.  I  remember  that 
when  I  sat  in  this  House  before,  on  the 
other  side,  we  passed  a  Besolution,  by 
a  majority  of  100,  binding  the  House  to 
deal  with  this  very  question;  but  the 
Kesolution  has  never,  to  this  day,  been 
acted  upon,  and,  therefore,  if  the  ques- 
tion be  now  satisfactorily  dealt  with,  a 
great  boon  will  be  conferred  on  the 
country — a  boon  which  will,  indeed,  be 
welcome  to  every  ratepayer  in  England. 
There  has,  I  beueye,  been  a  great  deal 
of  anxiety  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject as  to  the  mode  which  may  be 
adopted  for  the  election  of  the  new 
Ck>unty  Boards.  I  have  heard  many 
speculations  and  a  great  many  sugges- 
tions on  the  subject.  I  may  inform  the 
Honae  that  two  years  ago  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  President  of  a  Confer- 
ence of  Delegates  from  Unions  in  the 
four  northern  counties  of  England  upon 
this  yery  subject.  That  conference,  after 
▼ery  full,  impartial,  and  careful  discus- 
sion, came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  method  for  the  election  of  Oounty 
Boards  was  for  the  ratepayers  first  to 
elect  the  Guardians  of  the  Foor,  and  then 
for  the  Ouardians  to  elect  from  their 
own  number  the  members  of  the  Oounty 
Boards.  By  that  means  there  would  be 
this  advantage — that  the  expense  of  a 
system  of  double  election  would  be  saved, 
and  the  irritation  produced  in  conse- 
quence would  be  avoided,  and  the  best 
men  secured.  I  only,  be  it  understood, 
throw  this  out  as  a  suggestion  for  what 
it  is  worth.  I  would  further  add  that  tbis 
is  a  question  which  ought  never  to  be 
made  a  Party  question,  and  I  hope  it  will 
never  be  so  regarded.  It  is  a  question 
which  affects  ell  Parties  in  the  State, 
and  I  hope  all  Parties  will  approach  it 
with  the  sincere  object  of  bringing  it  to 
a  successful  issue. 

As  to  the  question  of  tithes,  which  I 
see,  from  the  Boyal  Speech,  is  also  to 
be  dealt  with,  I  hope  that  the  Bill  which 
is  to  be  introduced  will,  in  some  way, 
succeed  in  removing  the  grievances  both 
of  the  tithepayer  and  tithe-receiver. 

I  also  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vernment  may  succeed,  by  their  Land 
Transfer  Bill,  in  simplifying  and  cheapen- 
ing the  transfer  of  land ;  and  I  may  say 
that  if  the  Bill  should  accomplish  this 
object,  it  will  be  a  notable  Bill«    Wise 


heads  have  tried  to  accomplish  this 
object  before  now,  and  have  failed ;  but 
let  us  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Gtoyem- 
ment,  who  mean  to  deal  earnestly  with 
the  subject,  will  be  more  successful,  and 
I  would,  before  leaving  this  subject,  ex- 
I>ress  a  hope  that  the  system  of  registra- 
tion which  will  accompany  the  Land 
Transfer  Bill  may  be  made  as  simple 
and  as  cheap  as  possible. 

I  come  ndw  to  a  matter  in  which 
I  feel  considerable  personal  interest — 
namely,  the  question  of  railway  rates. 
We  are  told  in  the  words  of  Her  Ma» 
jesty's  Speech  that  a  Bill  is  to  be 
brought  in  for  preventing  undue  pre- 
ference in  the  railway  rates  charged  on 
foreign  and  domestic  produce.  As  a 
member  of  ^e  Board  of  Directors  of  one 
of  the  largest  railways  in  the  Kingdom, 
I  believe  that  railway  directors — ^at  any 
rate  those  I  am  conversant  with — will 
welcome  the  introduction  of  such  a  Bill. 
We  feel  that  a  great  misapprehension 
exists  with  regard  to  what  are  caUed 
differential  rates;  but  the  public  are 
not  aware  that  there  are  many  cir- 
cumstances which  would  justify  those 
charges  which  they  now  think  unjusti- 
fiable. On  the  other  hand,  I  am  willing 
to  admit  that  there  are  many  cases  of 
hardship,  and  I  hope  that  when  this 
Bill  is  mtroduced  it  will  be  fully  and 
fairly  discussed,  and  an  equitable  solu- 
tion arrived  at,  which  will  be  fair  both 
to  the  Oompanies  and  to  the  producers 
who  send  from  one  quarter  to  another. 

All  these  subjects  which  I  have 
touched  upon  bear  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion which  is  also  alluded  to  in  the 
Boyal  Speech — ^namely,  the  depression 
of  agriculture  at  the  present  time. 
Everybody  admits  that  depression  exists, 
and  I  hope  and  trust  that,  in  the  words 
of  the  Boyal  Speech,  in  the  interests  of 
that  great  industry,  a  means  may  be 
discovered  for  enabling  it  to  meet  more 
effectively  the  difficulties  under  which 
it  labours,  and  that  in  every  possible 
way,  compatible  with  existing  questions 
of  economy,  arrangements  for  such  re- 
lief as  can  be  fairly  giyen  to  that  de- 
pressed industry  will  be  made  by  the 
House.  At  the  present  time,  we  know 
that  those  who  live  by  the  land  are 
burdened  by  rates  and  charges  far  higher 
^an  those  who  obtain  their  income  m>m 
other  sources.  I  hope  that  we  shall 
have  a  fair  balance  struck  between  the 
two,  so  tha^«  those  who  live  by  the  land 
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and  those  who  li7e  by  other  means  may 
contribnte  fairly  and  equitably  to  the 
taxation  of  this  country. 

I  arriye  now  at  the  last  matter  with 
which  I  propose  to  deal— that  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  which  comes  first 
in  the  matter  of  legislation.  This  House 
is  informed  that  the  result  of  leg^islation 
for  Ireland,  so  far  as  decided  by  the 
short  experience  we  have  had,  has  been 
satisfactory;  that  agrarian  outrages 
have  diminished,  and  the  powers  of 
coercive  conspiracies  sensibly  abated. 
These  are  words  which  will  be  read 
with  satisfaction  and  interest  by  ail 
classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Every  loyal  subject  of  Her  Majesty 
will,  indeed,  rejoice  that  the  power  of 
coercive  conspiracies  has  sensibly  abated, 
and  will  recognize  and  know  that  it  is 
the  result  of  legislation — will  recognize 
that  it  is  the  result  of  the  careful  exer- 
cise of  the  powers  under  the  Grimes  Act 
of  last  Session.  We  have  seen,  lately, 
that  the  legislation,  and  the  exercise  of 
that  legislation  by  the  Government, 
have,  as  far  as  we  can  judge  from  the 
action  of  the  people,  been  approved  of 
by  the  people  of  both  England  and 
Ireland.  The  only  way  we  can  test  that 
is  by  the  results  of  the  recent  elections. 
Take  the  election  at  Winchester,  the 
unopposed  election  at  Liverpool,  and 
lastly,  and  not  least,  take  the  fact  that  the 
most  educated  constituency  in  Ireland, 
the  Uniyersity  of  Dublin — \_A  laugh.']  Do 
hon.  Members  say  it  is  not  the  most 
educated  ?  There,  again,  the  Party  of 
Home  Bule  failed  to  bring  forward  a 
candidate.  From  these  three  results  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  to  argue  that  the 
legislation,  and  the  exercise  of  legisla- 
tion by  the  Gh)yemment,  meet  with 
approval  in  England,  and  to  a  certain 
extent  in  Ireland.  There  is,  I  believe, 
an  increasing  feeling — a  feeling  growing 
day  by  day — in  favour  of  upholding  the 
law,  and  we  are  happy  to  know  that  day 
by  day  the  power  of  the  spurious 
Government  in  Ireland — the  National 
League — ^is  dwindling  away,  while  that 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  being 
strengthened.  The  legislation  passed 
for  Ireland  last  Session  has  been  carried 
out  ably  and  well ;  and  I  should  not  be 
doing  justice  either  to  my  own  thoughts 
or  to  those  with  whom  I  have  conversed, 
either  at  public  meetings  or  in  this 
House,  if  I  did  not  say  that  the  country 
owes  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  the  able 
manner  in  which  he  has  carried  out  the 
Irish  legislation.  I  believe  it  is  owing 
to  his  ability,  to  his  courage,  and  to  the 
strict  impartiality  of  bis  conduct,  that 
the  legislation  of  last  year  is  now  bear- 
ing such  good  fruit.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
beg  now  to  move— 

*<  That  an  humble  Addreas  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  has 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
information  that  Her  Majesty  continues  to 
receiye  from  all  other  Powers  cordial  assur- 
ances of  their  friendly  sentiments,  as  weU  as  of 
their  earnest  desire  to  maintain  the  peace  of 
the  world : 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that  Her  Majesty's  Officers,  in 
conjunction  with  those  of  the  Emperor  of 
Russia,  have  completed  the  demarcation  of  the 
Afghan  boundary  in  oonformity  with  the  terma 
of  the  Convention  of  last  year.  That  Her 
Majesty  trusts  that  the  work  which  has  thus 
been  brought  to  a  conclusion  may  tend  to  re- 
move the  possibility  of  misunderstanding  be- 
tween the  two  Powers  in  regard  to  their 
Asiatic  possessions : 

**  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that,  animated  by  a  desire  to  prevent 
effusion  of  blood,  Her  Majesty  despatched  a 
Mission  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia,  with  the 
hope  of  dissuading  him  from  engaging  in  a 
war  with  Italy,  and  that  Her  Majesty  deeply 
regrets  that  Her  Majesty's  efforts  have  not 
been  successful  t 

**  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  deliberations  of  the  Conference  as« 
sembled  at  Washington  to  adjust  questions 
which  have  arisen  between  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States  are  still  in  pro- 
gress: 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  negotiations  which  were  com- 
menced in  1885  with  respect  to  the  regulation 
of  the  Suez  Canal  have  been  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion so  far  as  points  of  difference  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  French  Republic  are  con- 
cerned: 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  leam  with 
satisfaction  that  Her  Migesty  has  also  entered 
into  an  Agreement  with  the  French  Republic 
for  the  protection  of  life  and  property  in  the 
group  of  the  New  Hebrides  by  a  Joint  Naval 
Commission : 
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"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing na  that  a  Ck)nference  of  Delegates  from  the 
Powers  interested  in  the  sugar  industry  was 
summoned  in  London  in  the  autumn  to  con- 
sider the  possibility  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
injurious  system  of  bounties ;  and  that  they 
have  made  considsrable  progress  towards  the 
conclusion  of  a  satisfactory  arrangement : 

«  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Services  of 
this  year,  which  will  be  laid  before  us,  have 
been  framed  with  due  regard  to  economy. 
That  we  shall  be  asked  to  make  provision  for 
the  improvements  in  the  defences  of  the  ports 
and  coaling  stations  of  Her  Majesty's  Empire 
which  have  been  rendered  urgently  necessary 
by  the  advance  of  military  science.  That  we 
shall  also  be  asked  to  sanetion  an  arrangement 
for  providing  a  special  squadron  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Australasian  commerce,  the  cost  of 
which  will  be  partially  borne  by  the  Colonies 
themselves : 

**  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  measures  which,  at  the  cost  of 
great  labour,  were  passed  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  have  been  care- 
fully carried  into  effect  during  the  period  which 
has  since  elapsed : 

**  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that  the  result  of  this  legislation, 
80  far  as  it  has  been  tested  by  a  short  expe- 
rience, has  been  satisfactory.  That  agrarian 
crime  has  diminished ;  and  the  power  of  coer- 
cive conspiracies  has  sensibly  abated.  Also, 
that  measures  tending  to  develop  the  resources 
of  Ireland,  and  to  facilitate  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  proprietors  of  the  soil,  will  be 
laid  before  us : 

''To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  our  attention  will  be  invited  to  the  subject 
of  Local  Government  in  England  ;  and  that 
measures  will  be  submitted  to  us  for  dealing 
with  it,  in  combination  with  proposals  for  ad- 
justing the  relations  between  Local  and  Im- 
perial finance,  and  for  mitigating  the  burdens 
at  present  imposed  upon  the  ratepayers : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing  us  that  the  prospects  of  commerce  are 
more  hopeful  than  any  to  which  Her  Majesty 
has  been  able  to  point  for  many  years  past.  To 
assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  join  with  Her 
Majesty  in  deeply  regretting  that  no  corre- 
sponding improvement  is  observable  in  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture.  To  thank  Her  Majesty 
for  commending  the  interests  of  that  great  in- 
dustry to  our  attentive  oare,  in  the  hope  that 
means  may  be  discovered  for  enabling  it  to 
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meet  more  effectively  the   difficulties  under 
which  it  labours : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inf orm« 
ing  us  that  we  shall  be  invited  to  oonsider 
legislative  proposals  for  cheapening  the  trans- 
fer of  land ;  for  modifying  the  procedure  by 
which  tithe  rent-charge  is  collected  ;  for  the 
promotion  of  Technical  Education ;  for  pro- 
venting  undue  preferences  in  the  rates  charged 
by  Railway  Companies  on  Foreign  and  Do- 
mestic Produce ;  for  remedying  abuses  in  the 
formation  of  Companies  under  Limited  Lia- 
bility ;  and  for  amending  the  Law  as  to  the 
Liability  of  Employers  in  case  of  Accidents : 

'*  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Measures  for  improving  the  position  of 
the  Scottish  Universities  and  for  regfulating 
the  Borough  Police  in  Scotland  will  be  laid 
before  us ;  and  that  proposals  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  us  for  diminishing  the  cost  of  Pri« 
vate  Bill  Legislation: 

''Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  which  Her  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  Measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  us ;  and  that  we  earnestly 
trust  that  in  these  and  all  other  efforts  which 
we  may  make  to  promote  the  well-being  of 
Her  Majesty's  people  we  may  be  guided  by 
the  hand  of  Almighty  aod."-^(ifr.  JFharUn.) 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hoi- 
born) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  second,  in 
brief  terms,  the  Motion  which  has  just 
been  made  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Wharton),  that  a  respectful 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  in 
reply  to  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne. 

I  desire,  first,  to  express  my  entire 
agreement  with  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  joy  he  feels  in  ascertaining 
that  the  relations  of  England  with 
foreign  countries  are  peaceful.  This, 
Sir,  is  a  country  in  which  a  foreign 
policy  is  absolutely  necessary.  It  is  not 
every  country  which  is  so  happily  situ- 
ated as  the  United  States,  possessing, 
as  it  were,  boundless  resources  of  her 
own,  almost  within  a  ring  fence,  and 
enabling  her  to  be  indifferent  as  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  other  countries.  This 
country  spreads  and  trails,  so  to  speak, 
the  garment  of  her  Empire  all  orer  the 
world,  and  there  is  hardly  a  part  of  the 
world  on  which  its  fringe  may  not  be 
exposed  to  the  tread  of  a  nostilefoot.  It 
is,  therefore,  necessary  for  her  to  have  a 
I  foreign  policy  by  which  she  may  secure 
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the  support  and  co-operation  of  other 
nations  by  conciliatory  measures,  and, 
if  necessary,  by  her  firmness  and  self- 
respect,  make  her  rights  respected.  I 
am  but  a  young  politician,  and  a  young 
Member  of  this  House,  but  I  am  an  old 
soldier,  and,  as  a  soldier,  I  do  not  know 
anything  which  has  given  me  greater 
pleasure  than  the  change  which  has 
taken  place  with  respect  to  our  foreign 
policy,  and  the  way  in  which  it  is 
conducted  now  by  Parties  in  this  House. 
Within  the  last  few  years  we  have  seen 
both  great  Parties  recognize  the  neces- 
sity of  continuity  in  our  foreign  policy. 
The  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
held  uie  Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  MidLothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
in  the  last  Government  was  supported 
by  the  Oonservative  Party.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  approved 
the  manner  in  which  our  foreign  policy 
has  been  conducted  by  Lord  Salisbury, 
and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  acknow- 
ledge the  generous  frankness  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  recognized 
the  merits  of  that  policy. 

With  regard  to  Afghanistan,  which 
has  been  the  scene  of  so  much  trouble 
and  intrigue,  and  of  so  much  war,  it  is 
well  to  find,  at  last,  that  something  like 
a  definite  boundary  has  been  laid  down, 
and,  coupled  with  that  definition  of 
boundary,  it  is  well  that  we  should  re- 
member what  a  wonderful  source  of 
strength  has  been  found  in  the  readiness 
of  the  Native  Princes  of  India  to  assist 
us  in  case  the  boundary  of  our  Indian 
Empire  should  be  exposed  to  attack.  I 
attribute  that  result  to  the  justice  and 
firmness  of  our  rule  in  that  country.  All 
anxiety  as  to  troubles  in  regard  to  the 
frontier  of  Afghanistan  may  now  dis- 
appear from  our  minds,  and  we  may 
direct  our  attention  to  more  important 
and  troublesome  questions. 

We  are  told  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  that  the  negotiations  which  were 
commenced  in  the  first  instance  in  1885 
by  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  with  respect  to  the 
regulation  of  tbe  Suez  Canal,  have  been 
brought  to  a  conclusion  so  far  as  points 
of  difference  between  ourselves  and  the 
French  Republic  are  concerned.  It  may 
be  true  that  Oonventions  seem  to  last 
only  as  long,  or  as  short,  as  it  suits 
Powers  not  to  break  them,  and  when 
they  are  broken  other  Powers  do  not  feel 
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bound  to  interfere ;  but  they  put  an  end 
for  the  time  to  much  political  friction, 
and  act  as  international  lubricators.  I 
rejoice  that  the  high  road  to  the  East  is 
in  a  fair  way  to  be  neutralized ;  and, 
speaking  from  a  personal  point  of  view, 
I  only  wish  that  we  could  neutralize 
Egypt  as  well. 

We  are  also  told,  in  the  Gracious 
Speech  of  Her  Majesty,  that  our  rela- 
tions with  France  are  satisfactory,  and 
that  every  cause  of  uneasiness  has  been 
removed  in  reference  to  the  New 
Hebrides,  and  also  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Commission  now  sitting  at  Wash- 
ington we  hope  to  adjust  the  questions 
which  have  arisen  between  the  Do« 
minion  of  Canada  and  the  United 
States.  It  is  thoroughly  recognized 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
it  is  our  duty  not  to  look  only  to 
our  own  interests  here,  but  also  to  the 
interests  of  our  high-spirited  Colonial 
fellow-subjects.  If  we  had  failed  to  take 
action  on  the  representation  of  the  Aua« 
tralian  Gt>vemment,  or  if  we  had  failed 
to  take  action  at  the  request  of  the 
Canadian  Government,  we  should  have 
forfeited  our  right  to  this  great  Empire, 
which  I  trust,  in  the  future,  is  to  become 
greater.  We  are  now  receiving,  in  re- 
turn for  our  action,  a  reward  we  ought 
to  cherish,  for  we  are  seeing  in  our  Colo- 
nies a  readiness  to  spend,  and  be  spent, 
for  the  Mother  Country,  which  we  never 
saw  before.  We  are  told,  in  one  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  that  a 
share  of  the  cost  of  providing  a  special 
squadron  for  the  protection  of  Australian 
commerce  will  be  borne  by  the  Colonies 
themselves ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that,  up  to  the  present  date,  for  many 
vears  these  Australian  Colonies  have 
been  spending  large  sums  of  money  for 
their  defence,  in  fortifying  their  own 
harbours — and  that  is  a  thing  which  is 
useful  not  only  to  them,  but  to  us.  I 
think  it  is  well  that  we  should  recognize 
the  conduct  of  our  Australian  brethren 
in  this  matter,  for  it  shows  that  they 
appreciate  their  connection  with  this 
country  in  a  wav  they  hardly  appeared 
to  appreciate  it  before.  They  are  now 
showing  that  there  are  duties,  as  well  as 
privileges,  which  they  are  willing  to  bear. 
The  Speech  from  the  Throne  suggests 
a  further  development  in  the  wav  of 

frotection    for   our    coaling    stations. 
,  as  a  soldier,  am  able  to  appreciate 
and  recognize  the  full  value  of  tiiieee 
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coaling  stations.  It  wonld  be  impossible 
to  overrate  their  valae  should  a  war 
break  out.  They  mean  the  existence  of 
our  country.  We  cannot  feed  ourselyes. 
Our  population  is  so  great  that  it  has 
to  depend  for  its  food  upon  the  golden 
gprain  which  is  brought  from  other 
countries ;  and  if  our  Mercantile  Marine 
cannot  be  protected  by  our  Fleet  it  means 
national  destruction.  Whatever  Qovern* 
ment  may  be  in  power,  a  cry  would  go  up 
to  Heaven  against  us  if  we  neglect  the 
means  by  which  in  time  of  need  the  food 
of  our  people  may  be  secured.  If  these 
coaling  stations  are  to  form  the  basis  for 
the  action  of  our  men-of-war,  as  well  as 
the  means  of  coaling  our  large  Mercan- 
tile Marine,  it  may  be  said — *' Protect 
these  places  by  men-of-war."  But  that 
would  be  a  mad  idea.  You  would  lock 
up  your  men-of-war  instead  of  making 
them  of  use  if  you  were  to  attempt  to 
carry  out  such  a  proposal.  What  is 
necessary  is  that  you  should  make  your 
coaling  stations  able  to  protect  them- 
selves, and  set  free  your  men-of-war  for 
service  wherever  they  may  be  required. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  do, 
I  am  sure,  what  they  can  to  encourage 
the  Volunteer  Service.  Speaking  as  a 
soldier  in  the  Begular  Army,  I  say  that 
you  cannot  too  highly  admire  or  praise 
the  Volunteer  spirit.  I  have  recently 
been  in  the  North  of  England,  and  I  have 
witnessed  the  extraordinary  activity  and 
enerey  displayed  by  the  Torpedo  Volun- 
teer Companies  there.  What  I  would 
say  is,  let  these  Volunteer  Companies 
for  the  defence  of  our  own  ports  be 
increased  over  and  over  again,  for  the 
science  of  war  is  no  longer  a  secret 
art.  Everyone  can  discuss  it ;  everyone 
knows  it  value — its  merits  and  demerits, 
owing  to  the  Volunteer  movement.  The 
Volunteer  Force  is  a  Force  which  cannot 
be  too  highly  praised ;  and,  owing  to  it, 
this  country  has  gained  not  merely  a 
physical  strength,  but  an  immense  moral 
and  social  strength  as  well.  By  means 
of  the  Volunteers  a  bridge  has  been 
built  between  the  Army  and  the  civil 
population  across  which  mutual  and 
kindly  sympathies  constantly  travel. 

In  the  Graeious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  we  are  told  that  the  prospects 
of  commerce  are  more  hopeful  than  any 
to  which  we  have  been  able  to  point  for 
many  years  past.    One  thing  which  we 


have  learnt  during  the  past  10  years  is 
the  amount  of  poverty  and  distress 
which  prevail  in  the  country.  Many 
earnest  but  indiscreet  men,  and  many 
who  sought  only  to  advertise  themselves, 
have  done  much  to  alienate  the  chari- 
table from  those  who  need  help.  But 
let  us  not  be  unjust;  let  us  bare  our 
heads  and  bow  before  the  majesty  of 
the  uncomplaining  poor.  It  is  ter- 
rible to  think  that  there  are  children 
by  thousands  who,  from  the  day  they 
open  their  eyes  on  this  world  to  the 
day  they  close  them  in  death,  see 
nothing  but  misery  and  tears  and 
pain.  Is  this  our  boasted  civilization  ? 
Personally,  we  express  sympathy  for 
them ;  but  is  it  not  our  duty  to  make 
the  world  a  littlo  brighter  and  happier 
than  it  is  now  ?  Words  cannot  express 
the  misery  that  is  in  our  midst.  Far 
better  than  words  would  it  be  if,  below 
the  Bar  of  this  House,  we  could  see  what 
can  be  seen  by  thousands  in  the  land 
— the  pinched  little  face  of  a  hunger- 
ing child.  These  are  to  be  seen  all 
over  the  country,  and  we  cannot  find  a 
better  means  of  alleviating  their  con- 
dition than  that  of  practically  expressing 
our  sympathy  for  them.  I  hope  we  are 
now  going  to  have  a  turn  of  the  tide, 
and  to  see  more  prosperity  in  our  trade ; 
and  it  is  at  such  a  time,  -in  performing 
our  duty  as  legislators,  we  should  re- 
member that  unless  we  raise  our  eyes 
higher  and  higher  to  the  Second  Table 
of  the  Law — our  duty  to  our  neigh- 
bour— we  shall  fail  miserably  as  citizens 
and  legislators.  Government  means 
more  than  administration,  and  law,  and 
order — it  means  also  sympathy  ;  and 
it  must  be  a  sympathy  which  blos- 
soms into  fruitful  action.  There  are  so 
many  of  us  in  the  world  who  think  we 
are  sympathetic  when  we  are  only  emo- 
tional. Our  sympathy  is  unworthy  of 
the  name  of  sympathy  unless  it  blossoms 
into  action.  Let  us  look  back  to  what 
we  did  last  Session.  We  passed  the 
Mines  Begulation  Bill,  and,  having 
had  some  experience  in  the  North  of 
England,  I  rejoice  to  find  how  well 
that  measure  has  been  worked,  and 
how  cheerfully  it  has  been  accepted  by 
all  of  those  who  are  interested  in  it. 
Not  only  are  arrangements  being  made 
to  secure  the  safety  of  the  miners,  but 
the  men  themselves  are  putting  them- 
selves forward  to  acquire  the  knowledge 
necessary  to  protect  them  from  accident. 

P  2  IFint  NighLl 


71 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Amwer  (o  Sitr 


72 


The  lesson  I  brought  back  from  the 
North  of  England  ie  this — that  the  legis- 
lation which  always  succeeds  in  a  country 
is  not  the  legislation  which  is  in  ad- 
vance, but  the  legislation  which  is  a 
little  in  the  rear  of  public  opinion. 
Such  legislation  is  like  seed  sown  in  a 
read^  soil,  and  no  trouble  is  found  in 
obtaining  for  it  the  complete  support 
and  sympathy  of  all  oonoerned.  We  are 
now  about  to  commence  another  Session. 
We  see  before  us  much  to  do,  and  many 
difficulties  to  encounter,  but  we  must 
remember  that  difficulties  have  existed 
in  the  past  and  have  been  overcome. 
Even  the  greatest  difficulties  in  Parlia- 
ment, as  in  the  case  of  individuals,  will 
disappear  if  they  are  fairly  grappled  with. 
Let  us  commence  the  Session  by  fully 
acknowledging  the  great  responsibility 
under  which  we,  as  legislators,  lie 
towards  our  fellow-countrymen.  I  trust 
that  as  in  the  past,  with  Ood's  help, 
our  Predecessors,  by  the  wonderful  cha- 
racteristics of  our  race,  accomplished 
great  objects  and  conquered  greater 
difficulties  than  those  with  which  we 
have  to  contend,  so  we,  in  the  future, 
may  conquer  the  same  difficulties  by 
the  same  characteristics  and  under  the 
same  Gk)d. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«*  That,  &o."— [See  page  64.] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  at  this 
early  period,  not  only  in  conformity  with 
the  usage  of  many  years,  but  likewise 
because  I  think  that  in  so  doing  I  shall 
be  pursuing  a  course  most  likely  to  con- 
tribute, BO  far  as  it  depends  upon  my- 
self, to  the  expeditious  progress  of  Busi- 
ness. So  far,  at  any  rate,  as  I  content 
myself  with  general  observations  upon 
the  Speech  upon  the  Address,  apart 
from  great  and  what  might  be  ciuled 
burning  questions,  where  great  differ- 
ences of  opinion  prevail,  I  think  that  I 
may  be  doing  something  to  promote  the 
direct  and  even  the  rapid  advance  of  the 
discussion  which  is  now  before  us.  Sir, 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  moved 
and  seconded  the  Address  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  reputation  already  earned 
in  this  House,  and  they  have  discharged 
their  task — if  I  may  presume  to  pay 
them  a  compliment — in  a  manner  which, 
I  am  sure,  nas  completely  satisfied  the 
favourable  expectations  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned   Member   who 
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moved  the  Address  will  not  think  it  in- 
vidious if,  with  regard  to  the  speech  of 
the  Seconder  of  the  Address,  I  venture 
to  say  that,  spoken  from  his  point  of 
view,  as  a  Member  of  the  Tory,  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  it  was  at  once  one 
of  the  shortest  and  one  of  the  very 
best  speeches  that  I  have  ever  heard 
delivered  in  seconding  an  Address.  I 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
did  himself,  in  a  manner  perfectly  un- 
ostentatious, great  and  various  credit — 
as  a  man  when  he  referred  to  our  duties 
towards  our  fellow-men,  and  when  he 
warned  us  not  so  to  delight,  not  so  to 
rejoice  in  the  improving  prospects  of 
trade  as  to  forget  the  misery  that  still 
subsists  among  us,  and  our  duty  indi- 
vidually, as  well  as  collectively,  to  keep 
the  thought  of  that  misery  near  our 
hearts.  I  thought  he  did  himself  equal 
credit  as  a  professional  man  and  as  a 
soldier  in  the  warmth  with  which 
he  referred  to  the  voluntary  efforts  of 
the  eountry  with  a  view  to  its  defence 
in  the  hour  of  danger.  And,  finally,  as 
a  politician,  when,  in  referring  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  oountnr,  he  ex- 
pressed the  desire,  in  which  I,  for  one, 
join  fervently,  that  not  only  to  some 
extent,  but  to  the  greatest  possible  ex- 
tent, tfiat  foreign  policy  may,  both  at 
this  time  and  in  the  years  [that  are  to 
come,  be  kept  free  from  the  dangers 
and  the  difficult  associations  that  at- 
tach to  it  under  the  influence  of  the 
action  of  political  Parties.  Sir,  this 
remark  leads  me  to  refer  to  the  earlier 
portions  of  the  Speech,  on  which  I 
shall  make  but  few  remarks,  because 
I  am  able,  happily  able,  to  comprise 
in  a  single  observation  the  opinion  that 
I  entertain — that  so  far  as  die  wording 
of  the  Speech  is  concerned,  and  so  far 
as  the  measures  of  the  Cbvemment  to 
which  it  pointe  are  concerned,  we  have 
no  reason — ^I  admit  with  imperfect  in- 
formation, and,  therefore,  without  final 
judgment-— we  have  no  reason  to  regard 
these  seven  paragraphs — the  first  para- 
graphs in  the  Speech — otherwise  than 
with  satisfaction  as  relates  to  the  con- 
tents of  any  one  amongst  them.  As  re- 
lates, Sir,  to  the  second  of  these  para- 
graphs— the  first  which  deals  with  a 
specific  subject — ^I  must  express  parti- 
cular satisfaction,  because  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  question  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier  has  now  for  many  long  years 
been  a  source  of  suspicion  and  of  appre- 
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hension,  if  nob  of  positive  danger,  to  the 
people  of  two  great  Empires.  The 
opeeoh  ia  just,  and,  I  think,  modest,  in 
ezpreaaing  a  hope  that  the  final  adjust- 
ment of  this  question,  so  long  sought 
and  desired,  may  tend  to  remove  the 
possibility  of  misunderstanding  between 
the  two  great  Powers  in  regard  to  their 
Asiatic  Possessions — may  tend,  I  venture 
to  add,  to  remove  the  possibility  of  a 
misunderstanding  which,  if  it  should 
occur  in  a  practical  form,  would  be  a 
misunderstcuiding  of  the  most  formidable 
and  dangerous  character.  By  the  re- 
moval of  this  possibility  of  misunder- 
standing, I  venture  to  add  there  will 
remain,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  form  a 
judgment,  no  other  subject  in  respect 
of  which  we  have  any  reason,  as  English- 
men and  as  subjects  of  the  British 
Crown,  to  view  with  jealousy  or  suspicion 
the  growth  of  the  great  Eussian  Empire. 
I  am  aware  that  justifiable  and  necessary 
conflicts  may  occur,  in  the  many  vicissi- 
tudes of  human  affairs,  groimded  upon 
considerations  other  than  the  particular 
and  narrower  interests  of  one  or  both  of 
the  parties  involved.  I  do  not  speak  of 
questions  of  that  class ;  but  I  refer  to 
this  question  of  the  Afghan  Frontier  as 
one  in  which  the  direct,  what  may  be 
termed  the  selfish  interests — though  it 
is  a  word  liable  to  misapprehension — of 
the  two  countries  were  directly  involved ; 
and  I  rejoice  in  contemplating,  as  I 
think  we  now  may  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  removal  of  this  particular  cause  of 
possible  misunderstanding — I  rejoice  in 
the  fact  that,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no 
other  such  cause  of  misunderstanding 
remains.  With  regard  to  the  topics 
touched  upon  in  the  other  five  para- 
graphs, I  will  not  speak  in  detail,  but 
only  say  that  I  view  with  sympathy  what 
I  understand  to  be  the  spirit  and  inten- 
tion of  the  proceedings  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  in  respect  to  those  five  im- 
portant matters.  There  is  one  omission 
in  this  part  of  the  Speech  to  which  I 
must  refer;  but  it  is  not  necessary  to 
make  the  reference  in  a  polemical  spirit. 
It  is  this — out  of  the  six  subjects  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  four — 
namely,  the  Afghan  Frontier  and  three 
of  the  others — are  mentioned  as  subjects 
in  which  the  transactions  have  appa- 
rently been  completed.  Now,  Sir,  these 
transactions  having  reached  their  com- 
pletion, I  should  have  expected  in  the 
Speech — and  I  think  it  has  been  an 


omission  due  to  the  pressure  of  Business 
— I  should  certainly  have  expected  an 
intimation  on  the  part  of  the  Chrown  that 
Papers  relating  to  these  matters  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  for  our 
information.  I  have  no  doubt  that  some 
Minister  who  speaks  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  if  that  expectation  of  mine 
is  reasonable,  will  be  able  to  give  us  the 
assurance  the  absence  of  which  I  have 
noticed.  Upon  the  important  question 
alluding  to  the  Estimates,  and  the  ex- 
penditure these  Estimates  propose,  I 
am  desirous  of  following  the  example 
set  me  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Address,  and  will  not  unnecessarily 
detain  the  attention  of  the  House.  Then 
I  pass  on,  and  come  to  the  two  para- 
graphs which  deal  with  the  case  of 
Ireland;  and  here,  indeed,  I  am  ap- 
proaching much  tenderer  ground,  we 
now  come  to  what  may  be  called 
debatable  land,  and  in  connection  with 
that  subject  I  likewise  ask  myself  whe- 
ther we  can  do  anything,  in  connection 
with  the  Address  which  has  been  moved, 
to  expedite  the  progress  of  Business. 
There  are  some  subjects  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  advised 
the  Grown  to  include  in  the  Speech,  with 
respect  to  which,  at  the  same  time,  they, 
I  am  sure,  will  feel  no  surprise  that 
other  Members  of  the  House  should  be 
disposed  to  desire  and  demand  full  and 
reasonable  consideration.  One  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  (Dr.  Cameron)  has  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Address 
in  relation  to  the  case  of  the  crofters, 
and  I  do  not  see  that  anyone  can  be 
either  astonished  or  disappointed  at  that 
Notice.  For  although  we  are  here 
touching,  happily,  but  a  email  portion  of 
the  surface  of  the  community  in  relation 
to  the  vast  population  of  these  lelands, 
yet  unquestionably  the  nature  of  the 
facts,  and  the  sufferings  of  the  people 
with  which  they  are  connected,  the 
action  which  has  taken  place  at  certain 
points  in  reference  to  the  maintenance 
and  observance  of  the  law,  are  of  such 
a  character  that  the  subject  requires  the 
earnest  attention  and  the  earliest  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  Well,  my  hon. 
and  leamedFriend  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  late  Government  (Sir  Charles 
Hussell)  has  given  Notice  of  a  Motion  by 
way  of  Amendment  to  the  Address,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  recent  occurrences 
in  London — I  will  not  now  quote  any 
material    part   of    his  words — raising 
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anxieties  with  respect  to  the  right  of 
open  public  meeting  in  the  Metropolis, 
render  it  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  by  this  House  into 
the  conditions  subject  to  which  such 
meetings  should  be  held.  Here,  again, 
I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
feel  no  surprise  at  learning  that  there  is 
an  intention  of  promoting  an  immediate 
discussion  of  this  subject.  I  own  it  has 
occurred  to  me  as  worthy  of  considera- 
tion, and  I  hope  the  Goyemment  will 
give  it  their  consideration,  whether  a 
declaration  like  that  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  which  points  to  an  in- 
quiry by  this  House,  will  be  as  con- 
yeniently  debated  upon  the  Address 
to  the  Crown  as  it  would  be  by  a 
separate  Motion.  It  may  be  said — 
Why  carry  to  the  Crown  the  expression 
of  an  intention  which,  after  all,  when 
the  Notice  is  given  and  when  the  speech 
is  made,  is  only  the  intention  of  a  par- 
ticular Member  to  ask  the  House  to  do 
something  which,  without  the  aid  of  the 
Crown,  it  is  competent  and  able  to  do  ? 
What  I  would  venture  to  suggest  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  that  they 
should  consider  whether,  in  order  to 
disembarrass  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress from  the  discussion  from  this  sub- 
ject, they  would  not  engage  to  grant 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend — instead 
of  leaving  him  to  the  chances  of  mis- 
cellaneous ballots,  into  which  I  think 
this  question  could  not  be  expected  to 
enter — an  early  opportunity  of  a  debate 
on  the  subject ;  and  if  they  were  so  dis- 
posed, in  consideration  of  the  request 
which  I  make  on  my  own  behalf  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Friends  who  sit  around 
me,  then  I  own  I  think  there  would  be 
considerable  advantage  in  severing  that 
subject  from  the  debate  on  the  Address. 
If  the  Government  be  so  disposed,  I 
recommend  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  he  should  avail  himself  of  that 
opportunity,  and  that  we  should,  in  a 
manner  which  I  think  would  be  most 
regular  and  most  Parliamentary,  discuss 
the  important  questions  which  have  been 
raised  with  respect  to  the  right  and  the 
usage  of  public  meeting  in  London.  I 
shall  not  say  a  word  upon  this  question 
which  would  either  prejudice  the  debate, 
or  would  in  any  degree  anticipate  the 
debate.  I  pass  it  by  without  any  entering 
into  particulars.  I  feel  sure  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  themselves  must  be 
conscious  that  the  position  of  the  case 
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as  it  stands  cannot,  from  any  point  of 
view,  be  regarded  as  entirely  satisfactory; 
and  where  we  have  assembled  together 
the  most  vast  population  ever  known  to 
have  been  so  aggregated  in  any  parti- 
cular city  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
world,  and  that  population  forming  part 
of  a  free  and  self-governing  country,  it 
is  most  desirable  timt  we  should  arrive 
at  some  dear  and  definite  understanding 
with  regard  to  the  reasonable  exercise 
of  that  riffht  of  public  meeting  which 
undoubtedly  lies  at  the  very  root  of 
British  liberty.  But  now.  Sir,  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  I  touch,  perhaps,  upon 
the  more  difficult  portion  of  my  task ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  will  endeavour, 
so  far  as  I  can,  to  avoid  anticipation  by 
detailed  remark  of  what  is  to  come. 
This  I  may  say,  without  reproach,  ia 
a  challenging  portion  of  the  Speech, 
and  the  Address  is  in  some  degree  a 
challenging  Address,  because  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  it  is  stated  that  the  Act 
of  last  Session  has  been  carefully  car- 
ried into  effect,  and  unless  my  hearing 
misled  me,  the  House  of  Commons  is 
invited  to  say  that  it  learns  with  satis- 
faction that,  in  consequence  of  the  legis- 
lation of  last  year — I  do  not  mean  that 
such  are  the  terms  used>  but  that  is  the 
sense — 

**  Agrarian  crime  has  diminished,  and  the 
power  of  coerciTe  conspiracies  has  sensibly 
abated." 

With  respect  to  that  careful  carrying 
into  effect  of  the  Act,  the  Government 
will  be  prepared  to  find  that  many  of  us 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
disposed  to  substitute  for  the  word 
^*  carefully  "  some  very  different  and 
less  laudatory  epithet.  I  should  take  it 
for  granted,  although  no  formal  intima* 
tion  has  yet  been  given  to  the  House, 
that  the  subject  of  the  administration 
of  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland  must 
form,  in  the  shape  of  some  Amendment 
or  other,  a  natural  and  necessary  por- 
tion of  the  debate  upon  the  Address. 
I,  therefore,  Sir,  will  not  attempt  to 
anticipate  that  debate ;  but  I  will  refer 
very  briefly  to  two  allegations  in  the 
Speech — ^that 

''Agrarian  crime  has  diminished,  and  the 
power  of  coerciye  conspiracies  has  sensibly 
abated." 

Now,  no  one  would  be  better  pleased 
than  I — and  I  believe  the  sentiment  will 
be  common  to  all  who  sit  around  me — 
to  know  that  agrarian  crime  has  dimi- 
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nislied.  With  respect  to  coercive  con- 
Bpiraoies,  as  I  dielike  coercion  when  it 
appears  upon  the  side  of  the  Oovera- 
ment,  so  I  dislike  coercion  when  it  comes 
in  the  form  of  the  conspiracies  which  we 
are  told  here  have  been  sensibly  abated. 
Sir,  there  is  one  assertion  which,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  could  have  given 
it,  would  indeed  have  carried  joy  into 
every  heart,  and  that  is  the  assertion 
which  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  Irish 
case — for  when  it  can  be  made  the 
whole  Irish  Question  will  be  solved,  and 
until  it  can  be  made  no  other  assertion 
can  supply  the  lack  of  it — and  that  is 
the  assertion  that  the  Irish  people,  the 
Irish  nation,  have  become  more  recon- 
ciled to  the  law,  and  are  ceasing  to  be 
estranged  from  its  administration ;  and 
that  the  Irish  nation  are  profiting  by 
and  enjoying  some  extensions,  at  least, 
of  the  powers  of  self-government,  which 
this  House  shall  have  been  pleased  to 
grant  to  them.  That  is  an  assertion  for 
which  we  must  look  with  the  greatest 
interest,  and  with  respect  to  which,  I 
fear,  not  only  that  it  cannot  be  made, 
but  that  the  very  reverse  is  the  case. 
The  conduct  of  the  Irish  nation,  as  a 
whole,  has,  it  seems  to  me,  been  ad- 
mirable. When  I  look  back  upon  what 
happened  50  or  60  years  ago,  upon  the 
exorbitancy  of  crime  in  that  country, 
under  the  pressure  of  difficulty  and  dis- 
tress, perhaps  not  less  than  what  now 
exists,  I  am  amazed  at  the  progress 
which  they  have  made,  at  the  self-com- 
mand and  self-control  which  is  becoming 
more  and  more  the  habit  of  that  country. 
Let  us  distinguish,  then,  between  that 
self-control  and  self-command  which 
lead  to  abstinence  from  crime,  and  that 
process  of  gradual  assimilation  in  heart 
and  feeling  which  alone,  as  I  have  said, 
will  be  the  measure  of  any  real  progress 
in  the  great  work  we  have  to  perform. 
The  immediate  object  of  my  reference, 
however,  to  this  portion  of  the  Speech 
is  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  in 
what  manner  they  propose  to  supply  us 
with  the  means  of  examining  these 
extremely  important  allegations,  that — 

"Agramn  crime  has  diminiBhed,  and  the 
power  of  coercive  conspiraciea  has  senaibly 
abated." 

Sttt,  apart  from  material  objects,  I  shall 
rejoice  in  the  establishment  of  these 
propositions ;  but  the  simple  allegation 
m  the  Speech,  until  it  is  sustained  by 
oredible  facts,  does  not  advance  us  one 


inch  upon  the  road  towards  the  point  we 
ell  desire  to  reach.  For  instance,  "agra- 
rian crime  has  diminished."  Well,  Sir, 
during  last  year,  while  we  were  debating 
the  Coercion  Act,  agrarian  crime,  it  was 
admitted,  was  low.  What  is  agrarian 
crime?  What  are  the  Parliamentary 
test  and  measure  of  agrarian  crime  ?  So 
far  as  I  know,  they  are  to  be  found  in 
the  offences  reported  specially  to  the 
Irish  Constabulary.  For  years,  and  for 
scores  of  years,  those  Beports  have  been 
taken  as  supplying  to  the  House  authen- 
tic information  and  conclusive  informa- 
tion, on  which  you  might  rely,  with 
respect  to  the  prevalence  of  agrarian 
crime.  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  the 
newspapers,  apparently  after  much  care 
to  ascertain  facts,  that  a  number  of 
persons,  approaching  350,  have  been 
sentenced,  or  have  been  tried,  under  the 
recent  Coercion  Act.  I  presume  that 
all  these  offences  must  have  been  made 
the  subject  of  special  Report  to  the 
Constabulary.  Is  the  House  to  under- 
stand that,  after  throwing  into  the  table 
those  350  offences,  agrarian  crime  has 
still  diminished  in  Ireland  when  com- 
pared with  what  it  was  in  the  corre- 
sponding months  of  the  previous  year  ? 
I  do  not  desire  to  express  any  final 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  We  abso- 
lutely need — and  we  can  make  no 
progress  without — full  information  to 
be  given  us,  and  I  hope  promptly 
given  us,  by  the  Government.  We 
again  hear  of  the  conspiracies — that 
their  force  is  abated.  How  is  that 
known?  In  what  way  are  we  in  a 
position  to  form  a  candid  and  con- 
clusive judgment  upon  the  question 
whether  the  force  of  these  conspira- 
cies is  diminishing  or  increasing  ? 
Now,  Sir,  as  I  have  said,  I  am  not  going 
to  give  any  final  opinion  upon  it ;  and 
as  I  see  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
unlocking  his  box  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  though  I  should  be  very  thankful 
for  any  information  that  he  may  give  us 
in  debate,  I  am  looking  for  something 
more  than  information  in  debate.  These 
are  questions  which  are  capable  of  being 
tested  by  Betums  and  figures,  and  for 
figures  I  distinctly  ask.  And  in  order 
that  it  may  be  seen  that,  from  my  point 
of  view  at  least,  there  is  some  cause  to 
ask  for  these  Hetums  and  figures,  I 
may  tell  you  what  are  the  general  im- 
pressions that  I  conceive  are  made  by 
persons  who  read  the  Irish  newspapers, 
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who  examine  the  details  of  what  has 
been  going  on  in  Ireland,  of  which  the 
smallest  possible  portion  comes  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  English  public  through 
the  Press,  some  portion  of  which  is  not 
disposed — hardly  any  portion  of  them  is 
able — to  give  the  facts  the  amount  of 
space  and  attention  they  deserve.    But 
I  would  state  what  would  appeari  I 
think,  to  a  reader  of  the  intelligence 
from  Ireland,  in  the  absence  of  these 
assurances  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment,  and  upon  forming  the  best  con- 
clusions he  can   from  the   reports  of 
journals,  which  I  admit  may  contain 
error,  and  on  which  I  should  not  wish 
to  place  any  final  reliance,  nor  any  final 
judgment,   until  I  know  what  is  the 
information  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ycmment  desires  to  lay  before  us.    The 
propositions  that  have  been  naturally 
suggested  by  such  a  study  of  the  Irish 
Beturns  as  is  alone  possible  to  inde- 
pendent Members  of  this  House,   not 
having  the    advantage    of  official  in- 
formation, I  would  state  as  briefly  as 
possible.    In  the  first  place,  it  would 
appear  that  while  in  Ireland  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Criminal  Law  in  gene- 
ral is  extremely  easy — easier  than  in 
England  or  Scotiand — ^less  crime  being 
in  proportion  to  the  population,  and 
seldom  presenting  those  horrible  cases 
of  human  depravity  which,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  too  frequently  occur  on  this  side 
of  the  water — while  that  easy  portion 
of  the  Criminal  Law  remains,  and  very 
properly  remains,  where  it  was,  in  the 
hands  of  Judges  and  juries,  there  is,  on 
the  other  hand,  one  department  of  Cri- 
minal Law  in  Ireland  that  is  delicate, 
morbid,  and  susceptible,   that  is  also 
kept  alive  with  almost  all  that  is  most 
painful  in  the  last  three  centuries  of 
Irish  history,  that  is  the  Agrarian  Cri- 
minal   Law ;    that   Agrarian  Criminal 
Law,  which,  of  all  others,  demands  in 
Ireland  the  application  of  the  ablest 
and  the  finest  hand.    That  Agrarian 
Criminal  Law,   so  far  as  we  are  able 
to  discern,  has  been,    as   an   ordinary 
rule,    transferred    from    Judges    and 
from  juries,  taken  away  from  the  Su- 
perior Courts,  hardly  finding  its  place 
there   at  all,   carried  over  to  men  of 
a  lower  stamp,  in  the  great  majority 
of  instances  to  men  dependent  on  the 
Executive  Government  for  the  appoint- 
ment to  their  places,  for  their  retention 
in  their  places,  for  promotion  from  their 
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places,  so  that  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, with  regard  to  this  most  delicate, 
this  only  delicate  and  difficult  portion  of 
Irish  administration — the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, representing  a  particular  Party  in 
this  House,  has  become,  more,  perhaps, 
than  in  any  other  period,  primum  mobile^ 
the  mainspring  of  the  action  of  this 
Criminal  Law,  with  this  further  diffi- 
culty and  defect,  which  also  appear  to  be 
suggested  by  the  facts  of  the  case — that 
those  who  suffer  under  the   Criminal 
Law,  whether  they  be  Members  of  Par« 
liament  or  others,  do  by  that  suffering 
obtain  a  higher  standing  and  higher 
place  in  the  affections  of  the  people  than 
they  have  ever  had  before.    Well,  then, 
Sir,  as  we  are  speaking  of  this  Act,  and 
as  I  am  speaking  of  the  suggestions 
which  appear  to  me  on  the  perhaps 
superficial,  certainly  imperfect  examina- 
tion, I  would  say  that  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  facts  tending  to  show  that,  as  far 
as  crime  is  concerned,  the  Coercion  Act 
of  last  year  has  in  the  slightest  degree 
strengthened  the  hands  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government ;  and,  therefore,  when 
we  are  told  that  Parliament,  with  a 
great  expenditure  of   time — and  that 
unquestionably  I  shall  not  challenge — 
has  passed  an  Act,  and  that  the  expe- 
rience of  it  is  satisfactory,  and  that  that 
is  attested  by  the  decrease  of  agrarian 
crime,  I  want  to  know  what  are  the 
provisions  in  the  Act,  and  what  are  the 
points  in  the  Act,  that  have  been  pro- 
vided as  a  means  to  putting  down  crimei 
and  what  are  the  crimes  that  have  been 
prevented  or  detected  by  means  of  the 
passing  of  the  Coercion  Act?     I  am 
sorry  to  say  the  first  suggestion  is  that 
our  assertions  of  last  year  are  verified ; 
that  the  Act  was  not  an  Act  aimed  at 
crime ;  it  was  an  Act  aimed  at  combina- 
tion as  apart  from  crime — combination 
which  did  not,  to  use  the  expression  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, fatally  blossom  into  crime — ^which 
did  not  develop  itself  in  crime;  and 
even  that  allegation  of  ours,  which  was 
so   much    contested    and    which    was 
treated   as   almost  ridiculous,  is  veri- 
fied;  that  not  even  combination  was 
the  sole  object  of  the  Act;  but  that 
exclusive  dealing  by  Irish    National- 
ists   was    to    be   made   a    punishable 
offence.    I  am  bound  to  say  that  it 
appears  to  me  that,  as  far  as  I  have 
read  the  accounts  of  some  of  these  con- 
victions;  the  simple  act   of   ezdusive 
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dealing  by  an  individual  has  been  made 
a  crime.    But  obserye,  not  irrespeotive 
of  persona— only  if  the  exclosiTe  deal- 
ing was  the  ezoIusiTe  dealing  of  a  Na- 
tionalist, and,  commonly,  of  some  very 
poor  Nationalist  in  some  humble  station. 
The   rector  in  Dublin,  whom  I  men- 
tioned last  year,  who  deprived  his  curate 
of  his  bread  because  he  was  a  Home 
Buler,  remains  totally  untouched  by  the 
Act.    The  rector  in  London,  who  him- 
self haying  delivered  two   speeches  in 
the  name  of  sermons  from  the  pulpit 
against  Home  Bule,  brought  upon  his 
curate  the  moral  necessity  of  abandon- 
ing his  curacy  and  seeking  his  bread 
where  he  could — these  gentlemen  they 
do   not    prosecute  for  their  exdusive 
dealing.    It  rests  with  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  to  show — and  to  show  in 
detail  and  by  particulars  and  figures 
— that     they     are     not     prosecuting 
people    in    Ireland    for    that    which 
appears  to  be  the  practice  of  some  of 
their   clerical  friends;    and  that  this 
practice,  objectionable  under  all  circum- 
stances, is  not  punished  in  one  class  and 
allowed  to  be  freely  resorted   to    by 
another  class.    Well,  Sir,  these  things 
being  so,  I  want  to  know  what  has  be- 
come of  the  doctrine  of  equal  rights? 
The  justification    of    the    Legislative 
Union  was  to  be  found  in  the  enjoyment 
by  Irishmen  of  equal  rights  with  Eng- 
lishmen,   with    Scotchmen,    and    with 
Welshmen.      This  is  beyond  all  ques- 
tion, that  the  Act  of  last  year  took  away 
from  Irishmen  certain  rights  possessed 
by  Enfflishmen.    My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for. Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell)  gave  Notice  of  a  most 
important  Motion  which  was  intended 
to  secure  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
rights  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Eng- 
land.   This  was  not  connected  with  the 
payment  or  refusal  to  pay  rent,  for  that 
involves  other  considerations  and  doubt- 
ful arguments,  and  therefore  the  Motion 
of  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  was  com- 
pletely disembarrassed  from  that  ques- 
tion.   It  was  limited  to  exclusive  deal- 
ing, and  it  provided  that,  so  far  as  ex- 
dusive dealing  was  concerned,  the  Irish- 
man and  the  Englishman  should  stand 
on  equal  footing.    He  was  not  permitted 
to  discuss  that.    The  Bules  of  Procedure 
closed  the  Oommittee  without  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  being  able  to  raise 
the  question  that  Englishmen  and  Irish- 
men should  have  equal  rights.    I  put  a 


Question,  in  concert  with  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, whether  they  would  accept  an 
Amendment  establishing  that  equality ; 
and,  after  most  properly  taking  time  for 
consideration,  the  answer  was  that  they 
would  not.    If  that  be  so — it  is  so,  and 
it  admits  of  no  question — the  time  seems 
to  have  come  when  it  would  really  be 
littie  less  than  a  mockery  to  speak  of 
equality  between  Englishmen,  Irishmen, 
Scotchmen,  and  Welshmen.     Still,  Sir, 
I  reserve  myself  for  that  information 
which  I  ask  the  Government  to  give  us. 
I  admit  that  all  these  inferences,  so  far 
as  they  are  drawn  from  what  has  taken 
place  in  Ireland  in  the  last  six  months, 
are  drawn  from  imperfect  sources.    As 
in  the  case  of  Mitchelstown,  as  far  as  I 
know,  we  have  no  absolute  and  official 
Beport  upon  which  we  can  absolutely 
rely  as  a  full  and  entire  exhibition  of 
the  case,  still  less  in  other  cases  have 
we  the  necessary  information ;  and  the 
question  I  address  to  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment if,  when   and  in  what  form 
they  propose  to  give  us  the  information  ? 
I  wisn  to  limit  my  question  to  this.  Sir 
—What   form,   what  particulars  they 
propose  to  give  us ;  and  I  wish  to  limit 
what  I  say  to  probable  inferences  and 
conclusions  until  I  know  what  the  case 
of  the   Qt>vemment  really  is — not  in 
the  shape  of  Parliamentary  allegations 
tossed  across  this  Table,  the  futility  and 
worthlessness  of  which,  in  many  pre- 
vious instances,  I  have  too  well  mown, 
and  of  which  I  may  have  future  and 
prospective    experience — but   in    some 
definite    shape.      Now   I   have    done 
with  the   sorest  portion    of  the  case, 
and  I  come  to  what  I  may  term  the 
fourth    part   of  the    subject — ^namely, 
that  which   relates  to   the   subject  of 
legislation;   and  in  regard  to  that  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  desire  to  do  what 
little  may  be  in   my  power  to  bring 
about  a  mOre  satisfactory  and  efficient 
Session  in  the  year  that  is  now  before 
us  than  that  of  which  we  have  had  re- 
cent experience.    I  certainly  think  that 
Ireland  might  have  expected  a  wider 
promise  of  legislation.    When  I  con* 
sider  the  declarations  of  all  kinds  which 
have  been  made  by  Oentiemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  Oentie* 
men  on  this  side  who  concur  with  Oen- 
tiemen  on  that  side,  I  think  we  were 
entitied  to  expect  that  there  should  have 
been  an  approximate  promise  of  mea-* 
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sures  intended — I  do  not  eay  to  meet  our 
views,  or  to  give  us  eatUfaction — but 
relating  to  the  Parliamentary  engage* 
ments  given  by  Gentlemen  opposite  with 
respect  to  the  extension  of  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  One  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished of  these  Gentlemen  has  told 
us  that  the  existing  system  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  ought  to  be  re- 
constructed, and  that  the  death-blow 
ought  to  be  administered  to  the  svstem 
of  what  is  known  as  Dublin  OasUe.  I 
do  not  understand  that  to  mean  that 
Home  Bule  should  be  granted ;  but  it 
was  understood  at  the  General  Election 
that  those  who  invited  us  to  refuse  Irish 
autonomy  said  that  they  were  the  friends 
of  the  extension  of  local  government  in 
Ireland,  and  they  made  one  specific  point 
in  particular — that  the  Irish  administra- 
tive system  ought  to  be  re-constructed. 
Well,  it  has  been  re-construoted.  It 
has  been  made  more  intensely  Dublin 
Oastle  than  it  was  before.  The  question 
whether,  in  a  given  place  or  on  a  given 
day,  the  Irish  people  are  to  be  allowed 
to  meet  under  an  English  association 
depends  now,  not  as  such  things  do  in 
this  country,  upon  the  Local  Authority, 
but  upon  the  political  Executive.  With 
regaru  to  the  increase  of  Irish  pro- 
prietors, all  I  can  say  is  if  that  increase 
is  to  be  formed  by  the  extension  of  the 
already  objectionable  and  dangerous  re- 
lations between  the  Treasury  of  Eng- 
land on  this  side  of  the  water  and  indi- 
vidual cultivators  of  Ireland  on  the 
other  side  of  the  water,  with  no  respon- 
sible body  standing  between  one  and 
the  other,  then  that  extension  of  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland  ought  not  to  be 
founded  on  so  false  a  bnsis.  Now,  there 
are  in  the  Speech  eight  or  more  ques- 
tions upon  which  we  are  invited  to 
legislate.  We  are  to  have  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  procedure  by  which  tithe  rent- 
charge  is  collected.  That  is  a  subject 
of  great  importance  and  difficulty,  and 
one  in  respect  to  which,  if  we  ap- 
proach the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  captious  spirit,  anything 
like  a  satisfactory  settlement  would 
be  impossible.  But,  it  appears  to  me, 
the  whole  House  ought  to  oe  prepared 
to  approach  any  rational  proposal  in  a 
spirit  the  reverse  of  captious,  and  for 
this  reason.  The  House  is  divided  into 
two  opinions  on  the  subject  of  Ohurdh 
property.  There  are  those  who  think 
that  the  tithe  is  the  sacred  and  indef ea- 
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sible  patrimony  of  the  Church.  They 
would  be  bound  to  study  the  integrity 
of  the  property  in  any  measure  they 
passed,  while  mitigating  and  improving, 
as  they  best  can,  the  conditions  under 
which  from  time  to  time  the  property  is 
realized.  But  there  is  another  body — 
much  more  largely  represented  on  this 
side  of  the  House — who  hold  a  directly 
reverse  opinion,  and  who  are  disposed 
to  hold  to  the  doctrine  that  the 
tithe  is  the  property  of  the  nation.  I 
am  not  going  to  debate  either  one  or 
the  other  of  those  opinions;  but  whether 
we  hold  it  to  be  the  property  of  the 
Church  or  the  property  of  the  nation,  it 
is  a  property  of  which  we  are  the 
stewards,  for  the  custody  of  which  we 
are  responsible,  and  for  the  preserva- 
tion and  maintenance  of  which  we  are 
also  responsible.  I  hope  it  will  be  in 
that  spirit,  and  not  in  the  spirit  of 
simple  condescension  to  the  difficulties 
of  tne  moment,  that  we  shall  approach 
the  consideration  of  the  proposal  of  the 
Government.  Then  I  see  that  our  old 
friend  the  transfer  of  land  again  does 
duty  on  this  occasion.  Frequent  in- 
tercourse, as  we  know,  tends  to  beget 
kindly  feeling ;  and  I  have  so  often  met 
this  transfer  of  land,  and  have  been  so 
often  introduced  to  him,  and  have  had 
so  kindly  a  greeting  from  him,  that  I  do 
not  like  to  be  rude ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  am  extremely  sceptical,  and 
not  at  all  sanguine  that  these  Govern- 
ment proposals  for  the  transfer  of  land 
will  completely  meet  the  case,  unless 
you  oombine  them  with  a  measure 
touching  the  descent  of  land,  and  pro- 
viding for  its  real  freedom.  The  ereat 
question  is  undoubtedly  that  of  local 
government.   It  is  one  of  the  most  com- 

Elex  which  has  ever  been  before  Par- 
ament,  and  one  of  the  largest.  I  re- 
member very  well  the  magnitude— the 
magnitude  and  complexity— of  the  task 
when  an  attempt  was  made,  15  or  20 
years  ago,  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
The  question  of  the  boundaries  of  coun- 
ties is  only  part,  and  what  we  once 
called  the  fringe,  of  the  question ;  yet 
the  discussion  and  settlement  of  those 
matters  may  take  considerable  time  and 
lead  to  danger  and  difficulty.  There  is 
another  difficulty  attending  this  ques- 
tion of  local  government.  Our  failures 
with  respect  to  it  have  been  innumerable 
and  grievous.  Happily,  we  have  no 
Party  divisions  on  the  subject,  yet  it 
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involves  many  questions  on  which  op- 
posing interests  may  be  numerous  and 
Btrong — questions  on  which  the  propul- 
sive power  is»  unfortunately,  weak.  I 
wish  eamefitly  to  impress  upon  the  Oo- 
vemment  that  they  wUl  find  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  so  far  as  I  know,  the 
most  earnest  desire  to  advance  legislation 
on  this  subject.  I,  for  one,  feel  ashamed 
to  stand  before  a  constituency  and  offer 
apologies  for  not  dealing  with  it. 
But  if  the  Gtovemment  are  going  to 
deal  with  it,  let  them  recollect  there  is 
one  thing  worse  than  not  dealing  with 
it  at  all,  and  that  is  dealing  with  it  in  a 
manner  which  is  sure  to  secure  defeat. 
If  there  is  a  serious  intention  of  dealing 
with  local  government — we  are  told  the 
Bill  is  prepared,  and  from  the  activity  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board  (Mr. 
Bitchie)  I  am  disposed  to  believe  it — 
let  the  measure  be  introduced  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  in  order  that 
the  whole  of  the  Session  may  be  avail- 
able for  the  discussion  of  the  details, 
which,  undoubtedly,  must  be  very  con- 
siderable. What  is  to  be  the  course  of 
the  Session  ? — and  that  is  the  last  ques- 
tion I  will  put.  Is  the  Session  to  be 
necessarily  employed  in  painful  discus- 
sions, such  as  those  of  last  year,  exhaust- 
ing time,  and  exhausting  strength,  not 
favourable  to  the  growth  of  Ohristian 
charity,  and  leaving  everybody  at  the 
end  in  a  worse  humour  than  they  were 
before  ?  As  far  as  this  side  of  the  House 
is  concerned,  I  think  I  may  venture  to 
say,  not,  indeed,  as  the  result  of  positive 
communications  at  this  early  date,  but 
still  from  communications  with  my  hon. 
Friends  near  me,  and  from  a  general 
knowledge,  at  all  events,  of  the  senti- 
ments which  prevail,  there  is  no  disposi- 
tion on  this  side  of  the  House  to  renew 
the  constant  agitations  and  combats  of 
the  last  Session.  What  we  want  is  a 
legislative  Session.  I  admit  that  I  have 
expressed  in  the  country  the  strongest 
apprehension  that  until  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion is  settled  you  will  hardly  be  able  to 
make  any  sensible  impression  upon  the 
vast  arrears  of  your  legislation.  But 
although  I  have  said  this,  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  do  our  best  to  fulfil 
onrown  prophecy — [latighUr^ — ^Imean  to 
disappoint  our  own  prophecy— provided 
that  we  receive  reasonable  assistance  from 
a  majority  of  the  House ;  for  it  is  quite 
evident  we  cannot  do  it  as  a  minority. 


Gentlemen  opposite  are  well  aware  that 
although  nothing  can  exceed  the  depth 
of  the  convictions  we  entertain  as  to  the 
vast  importance  of  the  question  of  Irish 
autonomy,  yet  it  was  not  by  the  discus- 
sion of  Irish  autonomy  that  the  time  of 
the  last  Session  was  occupied.  I  will 
not  undertake  to  say — and  I  cannot  form 
an  opinion  at  this  moment — whether  it 
will  be  possible  to  go  through  this 
Session  without  debating  the  subject; 
but  even  if  it  be  not  found  possible,  I 
feel  persuaded  that  the  debate  will  be 
confined  within  reasonable  limits,  and  I 
feel  assured  that  any  debate  on  Irish 
administration  will  also  be  confined 
within  reasonable  limits.  We  have  had 
Notice  of  an  important  subject  which, 
although  it  could  not  enter  into  the 
Speech,  yet  is  in  the  minds  and  mouths 
of  men — I  mean  the  question  of  Pro- 
cedure. Last  year,  before  the  Session 
commenced,  ]^tice  was  g^ven  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovemment  that  the  plans 
of  Procedure  were  in  contemplation,  and 
the  nature  of  those  plans  was  explained. 
That  communication  made  to  us  was  not 
arbitrary  or  novel ;  on  the  contrary,  it 
was  in  conformity  with  what  I  may  call 
the  usual,  established,  and  useful  prac- 
tice of  this  House.  When  the  right  hon . 
Gentleman  who  now  sits  for  a  Division 
of  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) — 
and  in  whose  recovery  to  health  I  re- 
joice— ^was  Leader  of  the  House,  although 
he  contemplated  no  measure  more  drastic 
than  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, yet  before  the  House  met,  and 
before  the  Speech  of  the  Queen  from  the 
Throne,  he  was  pleased  to  make  known 
to  me,  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  the 
intention  of  the  Government  upon  that 
subject  in  full  detail.  I,  myself,  when 
Prime  Minister,  had  pursued  a  similar 
course  in  communication  with  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote.  We  have  not  yet  had — and  I 
am  glad  we  have  not  yet  had — any  like 
communication  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite ;  but  I  would  ven- 
tureto  speak  respectfully  on  that  subject, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  if  proposals 
upon  Procedure  are  made,  they  will  be 
most  carefully  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment beforehand,  and  will  not  be  of  a 
nature  to  lead  to  protracted  debates  and 
vehement  differences  of  opinion  among 
large  sections  in  this  House ;  but  that  they 
will  aim  rather  at  giving  effect  to  general 
principles  of  good  government,  and  to 
the  general  sense  and  good  feeling  of 
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the  House,  than  at  attempting  to  estab- 
lish domination  by  mere  triumphs  of 
one  Party  over  another.  That  I  men- 
tion because  it  is  of  great  importance 
with,  regard  to  the  Business  of  the  Ses- 
sion, As  to  foreign  policy,  we  have, 
happily,  no  occasion  to  anticipate  serious 
interruption  of  Business  in  connection 
with  it.  With  reference  to  Procedure, 
if  that  matter  be  prudently  handled, 
and  we  are  not  compelled  to  enter  at 
great  length  into  discussion  in  relation 
to  its  details,  if  the  bulk  and  substance 
of  the  Session  is  left  to  promote  the  im- 
portant legislation  of  which  the  Ooyem- 
ment  have  given  Notice,  then  I  am  san- 
guine— if  the  Government  make  that 
contribution  towards  the  just  progress 
of  Public  Businesa^tbat  there  will  be 
no  reason  in  the  world  why  this  should 
not  be  a  useful,  and  even  a  distinguished, 
Session.  Your  legislation  begins  well 
in  the  selection  of  subjects,  as  far  as  they 
go;  and  though  I  cannot  recede  from 
tiie  complaint  I  made  with  regard  to  Ire- 
landy  I  may  say  that  in  the  sdeotionyou 
have  made  you  have  contemplated  wider 
interests  than  those  of  Party*  We  shall 
desire  to  second  your  efforts  in  that 
direction.  That  will  apply,  I  believe,  to 
all  the  subjects  that  you  have  mentioned ; 
it  will  apply  most  of  all  to  that  great 
and  most  important  subject  in  which  not 
only  the  general  interests  of  the  country 
are  involved,  but  after  such  long  delays, 
for  which  we  must  all,  perhaps,  bear  our 
share  of  responsibility,  the  character  and 
honour  of  Parliament  also.  I  do  trust 
that  the  course  which  the  Oovemment 
take  with  regard  to  the  introduction  and 
prosecution  of  that  great  Bill  will  be 
Bttch  as  to  show  that,  now  you  have  the 
intention  formed  and  the  opportunity  in 
your  hands,  you  mean  to  make  it  the 
main  objectof  your  legislative  attention, 
to  strain  every  muscle  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  your  measure  into  law,  and  at 
once  putting  an  end  to  what  has  become 
a  public  scandal,  and  fulfilling  the 
reasonable  and  just  expectations  of  the 
people. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  In  following  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  I  must  first  of 
all  pay  my  tribute  of  admiration  to  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Address.  The  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  with  respect  to 
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those  speeches  will,  I  am  sure,  be 
echoed  by  every  Member  of  this  HousOi 
especially  in  reference  to  the  eloquent 
terms  in  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Oolonel  Duncan)  referred  to 
our  duties  in  caring  for  the  sick  and 
suffering.  I  can  fully  confirm  the  view 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  (Mr.  Wharton) 
took  of  the  position  of  the  Boundary 
Commissioners,  and  of  their  action 
under  the  Act  of  last  year.  Their  duty 
was  simply  to  recommend  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  and  of 
Parliament  measures  which  they  thought 
to  be  expedient,  but  which  in  no  respect 
whatever  bound  the  Government,  nor 
are  the  (Government  in  anv  way  com- 
mitted to  the  adoption  of  a  scheme 
which  the  Oommissioners  approve,  and 
which  may  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  now  proceed  to  the  questions 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
As  waste  be  expected  from  him,  he  has 
again  repeated  his  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  foreign  affairs  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  has  expressed 
satisfaction  at  the  course  that  has  been 
followed  during  the  last  Session  and 
during  the  Recess.  I  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  frank  expres- 
sion of  his  opinion  upon  those  topics ; 
and  I  cordially  agree  with  him  in  the 
principle  which  he  laid  down,  that  the 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  and  our  rela- 
tions with  foreign  States,  ought  to  be 
kept  free  from  the  influence  of  Party 
politics.  The  interests  of  the  countxy 
are  immensely  superior  to  those  of 
Party  in  this  House  or  in  the  country 
itself;  and  we  as  a  Gt)vernment,  and 
the  Opposition  as  an  Opposition,  have 
first  of  all  to  consult  uie  interests  of 
the  country  as  a  whole,  and  not  by  any 
of  the  means  which  may  be  found  ready 
to  the  hand  seek,  at  the  cost  of  the 
country's  interests,  to  advance  those  of 
mere  Party.  I  may,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  state  that  Papers 
have  already  been  laid  on  the  Table 
with  regard  to  the  New  Hebrides  Con- 
vention ;  with  regard  to  the  negotia- 
tions respecting  the  Suez  Canal;  and 
also  with  regard  to  Afghanistan.  There 
will  be  no  delay  in  furnishing  the 
House  with  such  information  as  we  can 
properly  supply  on  those  topics^  I 
cordially  concur  in  the  observations 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  great  advantage  to  this 


89 


Maje$ty*i  Mai 


{Febbuabt  9y  1883} 


OramuB  Speech 


90 


country  and  to  Bussia  in  the  remoral 
of  possibilities  of  misunderstanding. 
There  is  only  one  aim  and  one  object  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ooyernment,  and  that  is 
to  be  at  peace  with  all  the  world,  while 
we  maintain  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  We  have  a 
great  trust  to  discharge,  and  we  can, 
we  belieye,  discharge  that  trust  with 
proper  regard  to  the  susceptibilities  and 
to  the  interests  and  rights  of  other 
peoples,  while  we  maintain  the  rights 
and  interests  of  our  own.  I  will  now 
refer  to  the  omissions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  detected  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  With  regard  to  the 
crofters  in  8cotland|  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  that  the  course  of  legislation 
on  that  subject  has  not  been  so  satisfac- 
tory, so  complete  in  its  results,  or  so 
beneficial  to  all  parties  concerned,  that 
the  Oovemment  could  rashly  undertake 
to  promote  the  measures,  or  extend  re- 
lief under  conditions  of  extreme  diffi- 
culty, and  under  conditions  which  seem 
to  imperil  the  social  existence  of  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  community.  We 
are  engaged  in  considering  in  what  way 
we  can  extend  relief  to  people  .who  are 
suffering  under  conditions  which  appear 
to  make  it  almost  impossible  to  main- 
tain exiatenee  with  due  regard  to  the 
decencies  of  life.  We  are  engaged  in 
considering  in  what  way  we  can  do  so 
without  thoroughly  demoralizing  these 
people,  and  leading  them  to  the  belief 
and  conyiction,  which  unfortunately  has 
preyailed  in  the  past  and  which  may  be 
renewed  in  the  future,  that  they  are 
certain  to  obtain  eleemosynary  aid  and 
be  proteoted  from  the  consequences  of 
the  condition  of  things  in  wnioh  they 
find  themselyes,  without  any  exertion  of 
their  own  to  gain  a  liyelihood,  which 
every  other  subject  of  the  Queen  is  ex- 
pected to  gain  for  himself.  I  speak 
with  the  greatest  sense  of  pity  for  uiese 
poor  people,  placed  as  they  are  in  this 
great  Metropolis.  But  the  consideration 
of  a  question  like  this  must  be  con- 
ducted with  extreme  care  and  prudence, 
lest  the  eyil  we  seek  to  remedy  may  not 
be  followed  by  consequences  much  more 
serious  even  than  the  sufferings  of  these 
poor  people.  The  Ooyemment  are  en- 
gaged in  a  careful  study  of  the  question, 
but  we  were  not  justified  in  putting  a 
paragraph  into  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  on  the  subject.  The  rij^ht  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  the  llotice  of 


Amendment  to  the  Address  which  stands 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell).  I  agree  that  the  form 
in  which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  the  yery 
important  question  to  which  the  Notice 
refers  is  open  to  yery  considerable  ob- 
jection, inasmuch  as  it  deals  with  a 
matter  with  which  the  House  has  full 
power  to  deal  without  approaching  Her 
Majesty  by  way  of  the  Address.  The 
suggestion  of  the  course  now  proposed 
did  not  reach  me  before  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  few  minutes 
ago.  1  am  not,  therefore,  in  a  position 
to  state  the  course  the  Ooyemment  will 
take  in  regard  to  this  matter;  but  I 
will  undertake  that  they  will  consider 
the  subject  within  the  next  few  hours, 
and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  it  without  any  unnecessary 
delay.  If  the  course  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  be  per- 
sisted in,  the  result  may  be  that  we  shall 
haye  two  debates  instead  of  one  on  the 
same  question.  It  is  obyious,  therefore, 
that  the  Gbyemment  naturally  desire  to 
ayoid  entering  into  an  arrangement 
which  would  make  such  a  result  possible. 
I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  any  long  de- 
fence of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gtoyemment.  I  own  we  had  enough  of 
the  Irish  Question  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament;  but  we  cannot  hope  to 
escape  from  discussions  on  that  question 
in  the  present  Session.  If  the  course 
indicated  .by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  taken,  and  some  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
low the  Gangway  proposes  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Address  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  we  shall  be  perfectly 
prepared  to  enter  into  the  subject  in  the 
sense  and  spirit  in  which  the  right  hcn« 
(Gentleman  has  offered  to  meet  us.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  para- 
graph in  the  Queen's  Speech  with  regard 
to  Ireland  is  a  challenging  paragraph. 
If,  howeyer,  we  had  refrained  from  ex- 
pressing our  confident  opinion  as  to  the 
results  of  our  Irish  legislation  during  the 
past  Session  and  as  to  the  policy  pursued 
during  the  Beoess,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  would  haye  been  the 
first  person  to  challenge  us  for  the 
omission,  which  he  would  haye  described 
as  a  most  remarkable  omission.  He 
would  haye  said — ''You  are  afraid  of 
ciJling  attention  to  the  course  you  have 
yourselyes  pursued ;  you  are  unwilling 
or  unable  to  defend  Uie  results  of  your 
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own  policy."  Sir,  it  is  nothing  of  tlie 
kind.  The  paragraph  we  hare  put  into 
the  Speech  we  can  defend  by  facts  as  well 
as  by  arguments,  and  we  shall  furnish 
to  the  House  such  information  as  was 
furnished  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Gtovemmentin  1882,  when  similar  legis- 
lation had  been  proposed  and  earned, 
as  to  the  results  of  our  legislation  and 
the  criminal  statistics  of  Ireland.  We 
are  asked  whether  agrarian  crime  has 
diminished.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
has  entered  into  an  elaborate  argument 
to  prove  that  agrarian  crime  has  not  di- 
minished. We  are  prepared  to  show 
that  it  has  diminished,  and  that  the 
coerciye  conspiracies  of  which  we  speak 
have  sensibly  abated  in  power  and  in- 
fluence throughout  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  again  referred 
to  what  he  calls  '*  Boycotting  "  and  ex- 
clusiye  dealing.  ** Boycotting"  is  an  in- 
strument which  has  been  aptly  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself — 
that  it  was  injurious  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  country.  We  say  that  what  was 
injurious  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  in  1883,  1883,  1884,  and  1885 
is  injurious  to  those  interests  in  1888. 
That  which  was  a  crime  and  was  sus- 
tained by  crime  in  those  years  is,  in  our 
view,  a  crime,  and  sustained  by  crime 
now.  We  draw  no  distinction  between 
the  fact  that  we  were  out  of  Office  then 
and  that  we  are  in  Office  now ;  and  we 
adjure  hon.  Gentlemen  to  look  at  facts  as 
facts,  if  it  be  possible  to  do  so,  without 
having  regard  to  which  particular  Party 
is  in  power.  .Exclusive  dealing  un- 
accompaDied  by  crime  is  not  interfered 
with  by  the  Act  of  last  year,  either  in 
Ireland  or  England.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  great  point  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  obliged  to  entrust  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  to 
magistrates  rather  than  to  juries  and 
Judges.  Well,  Sir,  this  is  not,  unfortu- 
nately, the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  that  that  course  has  been 
rendered  necessary — ^the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  has  found  it  necessary. 
I  believe  there  is  no  one  who  more  deeply 
deplores  the  necessity  —  the  absolute 
necessity — for  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  than  every  Colleague  of  mine  on 
this  Bench--on  whom  rests  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  government  of  the 
count^  and  the  responsibility  for  the 
safety  of  life  and  property — ^the  respon- 
sibility of   securing  for  the  humblest 
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person  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land, a  complete  liberty  for  the  dis- 
charge  of  every  social  duty  and 
perfect  freedom  in  their  work  and 
occupation.  Some  observations  were 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  which  I  have  great  sympathy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
if  we  could  show  that  the  Irish 
people  were  becoming  more  reconciled 
to  the  law,  then  we  should  have  shown 
that  we  have  accomplished  a  great  work 
— then  we  should  have  made  some  ap- 
proach  to  winning  the  hearts  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Sir,  I  believe  that 
the  steady  course  which  has  been  pur- 
sued, apart  from  passion,  apart  from 
Party  feeling,  by  the  Government 
during  the  last  year  and  during  the 
present  winter  has  tended — I  admit  we 
have  not  made  a  great  advance — ^has 
tended  to  reconcile  the  Irish  people  to 
the  law  of  the  land,  because  they  have 
felt  that  the  law  is  being  enforced, 
and  that  it  will  be  enforced  for 
their  protection  against  wrong-doers, 
as  well  as  against  them  if  they,  on 
their  part,  do  wrong  against  others. 
Who  are  they  who  set  the  Criminal 
Law  in  action  in  England  as  well  as  in 
Ireland  and  every  other  country  ?  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  set  the 
law  in  action ;  and  it  would  be  most  in- 
efficient, in  the  interests  of  the  people  at 
large,  if  they  failed  to  use  the  measures 
which  Parliament  has  provided  for  them 
and  the  law  which  has  been  placed  in 
their  hands  for  the  security  of  the  people 
at  large  and  for  the  punishment  of  those 
who  do  wrong.  We  had  to  take  mea- 
sures to  secure  that  justice  shall  be 
brought  home  to  every  person  in  Ire- 
land ;  we  have  taken  the  measures 
which  we  believe  are  best  calculated  to 
attain  that  end ;  we  have  taken  them  in 
the  full  light  of  day,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  answer  to  Parliament  and  the 
country  for  every  act  for  which  we  are 
responsible.  I  fully  admit  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  equal  rights  with 
the  people  of  England,  and  it  was  to 
secure  that  those  rights  should  be  re- 
tained by  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the 
legislation  of  last  year  was  passed,  that 
the  legislation  of  last  year  has  been 
steadily,  fairly,  and  justly  administered 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  opposite  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  this  would  be  a 
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more  satiBfactory  Session  than  the  last. 
He  entered  into  an  engagement  on  the 
part  of  his  right  hon.  lEriends  on  the 
Front    Bench    opposite,    and    of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  &e  Gangway,  as  well 
as  aboye  the  Gangway,  that  there  should 
be  a  desire  to  forward  measares  without 
anything  like  factious  opposition,  and, 
in  fact,  to  co-operate  witn  the  Goyem- 
ment  in  passing  those  useful  measures 
which  we  have  described.    But  he  said 
that  Ireland  ought  to  hare  had  a  larger 
share  in  the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>yemment;  and  at  least  the  pledges 
we  hare  repeatedly  made  in  Parliament 
and  out  of  Parliament  ought  to   have 
been  respected,  and  that  we  should  have 
endeayoured  to  reconstruct  the    Irish 
Goyemment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admits  that  the  measures  which  we  pro- 
pose to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
-—and  which,  I  am  happy  to  say,  are 
ready  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table — ^are 
useful    and   necessary.      Further,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admits  that  if  the 
Goyernment  are  able  to  secure  for  these 
measures  proper  consideration,  a  useful 
Session  wul  haye  been  passed.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  was  not  really  laughing  at  his  Friends 
and  at  the  House  when  he  urged  Her 
Majesty's    Gk)yemment   to   take  steps 
to  reconstruct  the  Irish  Goyernment  ? 
At   a   time    like    the   present,   when 
passion     is    inflamed    and    an    Irish 
National    League    is    struggling    for 
existence,    I  ask    him  whether,  if  the 
Qoyemment    had    made    proposals  of 
this  kind,  he  would  not  haye  said  that 
these  proposals  were  mere  mockery  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyernment,  and  were 
intended  to  delude  the  House  ?    To  in- 
troduce such  proposals  at  such  a  time 
would  be  to  expose  them  to  yiolence  of 
treatment  that  ought  to  be  ayoided.    I 
admit  as  fully  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  is  room — ^great  room — 
for  improyement  in  the  machinery  of 
Irish  goyemment.    When  the  people  of 
Ireland  are,  as  I  hope  they  will  be,  re- 
conciled to  the  law  of  the  land — not  to 
lawspassed  merely  with  reference  to  some 
particular  agrarian  differences,  but  to 
fondamental  laws,  that  protect  and  re- 
spect the  rights  and   the  property  of 
every  subject — ^when  the  people  of  Ire- 
land giye  eyidence  that  they  are  at  last 
in  harmony  with   the  system  of  law 
that  preyails  throughout  the  ciyilized 
world,  then  I  undertake  to  say  that  no 


difficulty  will  be  raised,  and  no  loss  of 
time  will  be  incurred  in  making  pro- 

Josals  for  such  a  reconstruction  of  the 
rish  Goyemment  as  might  hold  out 
some  prospect  of  success.  The  Goyem- 
ment are  not,  howeyer,  going  to  hold 
out  a  delusiye  expectation  to  Ireland  or 
to  the  people  of  this  country.  We  know 
that  no  satisfactory  progress  could  be 
made  with  the  question  at  the  present 
time,  and  on  that  account  we,  therefore, 
do  not  dream  of  bringing  it  before  Par- 
liament. I  may  part  for  the  moment 
with  the  question  of  Ireland.  The  Go- 
yernment are  prepared  to  meet  any 
charges  that  may  be  made  against  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  administrators: 
We  accept  the  assurance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  and  his  Friends 
haye  no  desire  to  protract  debates  beyond 
the  necessities  of  bringing  the  issue  to 
a  conclusion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  referred  to  some  other  legisla- 
tiye  proposale,  which  we  intend  to  lay  be- 
fore Parliament.  He  referred-^I  think 
in  sympathetic  terms — to  proposals 
which  we  contemplate  with  regard  to 
the  collection  of  tithe-rent,  and  with  re- 
ference to  the  maintenance  of  that  charge 
as  ecclesiastical  or  national  property. 
We  wish  to  approach  the  consideration 
of  this  question  thoroughly  in  the  spirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
BO.  It  is  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
captious  spirit ;  it  is  not  to  be  dealt  with 
from  the  point  of  yiew  that  this  is  a 
charge  upon  land  which  the  occupier  of 
the  land  has  a  right  to  diyest  himself  of. 
It  is  to  be  approached  from  the  point  of 
yiew  of  those  who  desire  to  remoye  all 
unnecessary  friction  in  the  maintenance 
of  a  charge  upon  property  to  which 
owner  and  occupier  are  alike  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
many  proposals  that  had  been  frequently 
placed  before  the  House  with  regard  to 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  said  that  no 
measure  for  dealing  with  the  question 
would  be  satisfactory  that  did  not  deal 
with  that  descent  of  land.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  under  the  impression 
that  he  has  read  the  highly-technical 
Bill  of  last  Session ;  and  it  is,  perhaps, 
not  unnatural  that  he  should  haye  for- 
gotten that  that  Bill  did  deal  with  the 
descent  of  land  in  a  manner  which  went 
yery  far  indeed  to  satisfy  land  reformers, 
if  it  did  not  satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. That  question  is  certainly 
included  in  the  proposals  we  intend  to 
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Babmit  to  Parliament.  In  reference  to 
local  government,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man md  not  in  any  way  exaggerate  the 
complexities  and  the  diffioalties  of  the 
question.  The  boundary  question  in- 
volves enormous  difficulties,  but  I  am 
sanguine  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
approach  the  question  in  a  spirit  and  a 
manner  that  will  commend  themselves, 
and  will  gain  the  approval  not  only  of 
the  House,  but  of  the  country  at  large. 
We  have  no  hard-and-fast  line  to  impose 
upon  Local  Authorities.  We  desire,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  consult  and  to  meet 
local  feeling,  and  the  public  sentiment 
of  districts.  We  think  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  make  proposals  which  will  satisfy 
all  the  necessities  of  the  case,  and  accord 
at  the  same  time  with  the  prevailing 
desire  to  maintain  ancient  landmarks, 
which  is  a  peculiarity  of  Englishmen, 
and  which  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
oppose.  We  intend  to  press  this  Local 
Qt)vemment  BDl  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  It  has  b^en  the  work  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Oovernment  Board  (Mr. 
Bitohie)^with  the  assistance  of  his 
Oolleagues — ^for  many  months  past.  It 
has  received  most  careful  attention,  and 
we  hope  that  it  will  be  received  in  the 
spirit  m  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  proposed 
to  accept  it  —  as  a  useful  measure 
of  local  government  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country,  without  interfering 
in  the  least  degree  with  any  Party 
interest  or  prejudice.  Considerable 
improvement  may  be  made  in  local  go- 
vernment from  a  popular  point  of  view, 
and  we  shall  do  our  best  to  obtain  from 
the  House  consent  to  our  proposals.  I 
need  not  go  through  the  other  matters 
in  detail,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  question  of  Procedure, 
and  he  referred  especially  to  the  fact 
that  no  communication  had  been  made 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  as 
to  the  proposals  which  the  Government 
intend  to  make.  There  is  no  great 
ohanee  proposed  which  would  have  ren- 
dered it  necessary,  in  my  judgment,  to 
have  communicated  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and,  more  than  that, 
he  has  not  himself  been  easily  accessible 
for  the  last  few  weeks,  so  as  to  have 
rendered  it  possible  for  me  to  have  had 
communication  with  him.  But  I  can 
assure  him  that  we  shall  not  delay  to 
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take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  into  our  confidence.  Our  aim 
is  precisely  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  has  indicated.  We 
do  not  desire  to  achieve  by  new  methods 
of  Procedure  any  Party  success  or 
triumph.  But  we  have  the  honour  and 
credit  of  the  House  of  Commons  at  heart, 
and  we  desire  to  secure  to  both  sides 
of  the  House  full  liberty  of  discussion 
within  reasonable  limits,  divesting  our- 
selves as  far  as  we  may  of  the  power  to 
interfere  arbitrarily  with  that  liberty. 
At  the  same  time  we  feel  that  it  is  essen- 
tial to  the  character  and  reputation  of 
the  House  that  there  should  be  an  end 
of  proceedings  that  do  not  tend  to  raise 
the  House  in  the  estimation  of  the 
world — proceedings  that  are  not  cre- 
ditable to  this  Assembly  as  a  body 
of  business  men  capable  of  transacting 
business  in  a  reasonable  and  an  intelli- 
gent manner  and  at  reasonable  hours. 
It  is  essential  that  the  House  should 
have  power  to  put  an  end  to  a  condition 
of  affairs  which  was  exciting  unreason- 
able comment,  and  which  I  may  describe 
as  not  creditable  to  such  an  Assembly. 
It  is  essential  that  the  House  should 
have  better  command  over  its  time,  and 
should  be  able  to  end  disorder,  which, 
unfortunately,  has  arisen  from  time  to 
time  in  preceding  Sessions.  In  the  ob« 
servations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
we  have,  I  think,  obtained  one  great 
advantage,  and  that  is  a  direct  assurance 
that,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned — as 
Leader  of  the  Opposition — ^he  will  do 
his  best  to  answer  for  his  Friends  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  shall  be  oon* 
ducted  with  reasonable  speed  and  with 
reasonable  discussion.  This  would  make 
the  Session  remarkable  for  its  Business 
achievements  and  for  the  legislation 
that  might  be  placed  upon  the  Statute 
Book. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
the  fact  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  followers  were  only  in 
the  second  degree  responsible  for  the 
government  of  the  country.  The  real 
responsibility  for  the  present  situation 
rested  with  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  who,  if  he  were  to  re- 
sume his  proper  position,  would  com* 
pletely  change  the  aspect  of  the  Go* 
vemment  majority.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
did  not  intend  to  enter  into  the  whole 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).    He  remembered 
Mr.  Disraeli  saying  in  that  House  that 
he  did  not  belieye  that  any  arrange- 
ment they  could  make  would  shorten 
the  natural  length  of  a  Session  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  so,  in  the  same  manner,  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  believed  that  even  with 
greater  powers  of  closure  than  were 
already  possessed  by  the  House  they 
would  be  able  to  get  through  more  real 
work.    He  would  only  speak  on  a  single 
subject,  and  that  was  the  reference  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
Ireland,  and  the  manner  in  which  that 
country  was   treated   in  the    Queen's 
Speech.     He  (Colonel  Nolan)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  three  grounds  of  com- 
plaint with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  during  the  Becess  and  in 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament.    First, 
they  complained  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Gt)vemment  had  administered 
the  law  in  Ireland ;  secondly,  that  they 
had  not  done  anything  for  the  country 
in  return  for  the  £7,750,000  which  they 
extracted  from  it  by  taxation — that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  of  the  money 
had  been  absorbed  without  any  benefit 
being  conferred    upon    Ireland;    and, 
thirdly,  they  complained  that  nothing 
had  been  done  to  settle  the  Land  Ques- 
tion in  a  way  that  would  really  benefit 
the  peasantry.    The  first  point  had  in 
connection  with  it  the  way  in  which  the 
Besident  Magistrates  were  promoted  in 
Ireland  and  as  to  their  removability, 
and  he  said   that  while  the   present 
system  remained  in  existence  no  satis- 
factory result    could   possibly  be   ex- 
pected.    Lord  Macaulay  had  said  so 
long  as  the  Judges  were  removable  in 
England — which  was  up  to  the  time  of 
James  II. — so  long  no  politician  was 
safe.    It  was  a  matter  of  life  and  death 
in  those  days  to  public  men,  for  as  soon 
as  one  political  Party  got  into  power  it 
was  their  aim  to  mitrder  their  oppo- 
nents   by  course  of   law.    The    same 
noble  Lord  further  said  that  no  better 
or  greater  reform  had  ever  been  made 
in  this    country   than   that  by  which 
the   Judges  were  made    irremovable. 
Now,  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
in  England  before  that   reform  took 
place   was    precisely    similar  to    that 
which  at  the  present  moment  existed 
in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  Besident 
Magistrates,  and  although  their  powers 
did  not  extend  to  life  and  death,  yet  it 
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did  extend  to  the  very  next  thing — ^the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  and  it  rested  en- 
tirely with  them  to  say  whether  a  poli- 
tician was  to  remain  a  free  man  or  to 
spend  a  period  of  six  months,  or  even 
more,  under  accumulated  sentences  in 
prison.  Although  he  had  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  he  had  heard  no  reference 
to  the  principal  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone), 
which  dealt  with  the  removability  at 
the  nleasure  of  the  Executive  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates.  These  gentlemen 
were,  amongst  other  things,  not  the 
very  best  of  lawyers,  but  probably  men 
of  ordinary  ability,  and  competent,  no 
doubt,  to  get  through  the  usual  work  at 
Quarter  Sessions.  They  could  not  afford 
to  be  fair ;  and  he  maintained  that  men 
in  the  position  which  they  occupied  must 
do  what  the  Government  wished,  be- 
cause they  knew  that  otherwise  they 
could  be  dismissed.  It  was  a  dread- 
ful position  in  which  to  place  a  Besi- 
dent Magistrate  for  the  Government 
to  say — "  If  you  do  not  please  us  we  will 
remove  you.  You  will  have  no  pension, 
or  only  a  small  one,  or  at  the  best  you 
may  wait  till  your  five  years  are  up,  and 
then  you  will  not  be  re-appointed." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  he  did 
not  suppose  that  the  majority  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates  would  vote  against 
their  consciences,  and  give  two  or  three 
months'  imprisonment  to  a  man  whom 
they  believed  to  be  undeserving  of  it ; 
but,  taking  an  average,  he  would  say  it 
was  much  easier  to  get  them  to  declare 
a  man  guilty  when  they  knew  that 
otherwise  they  might  lose  their  position. 
At  first,  under  the  Crimes  Act,  they  gave 
sentences  of  two  months,  which  admitted 
of  appeal ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour),  in  a  speech  at  Birmingham, 
threw  out  a  strong  hint  that  appeals 
were  inconvenient,  and  that  justice 
would  be  satisfied  with  shorter  sentences 
of  one  month's  imprisonment ;  and  then 
it  was  that  the  sentences  of  which  they 
complained  were  given.  That  practice 
had  continued  during  the  Becess ;  but 
now  that  Parliament  was  assembled,  and 
the  subject  could  be  .brought  beibre  the 
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House,  the  Besident  Magifitraies  had 
gone  back  to  the  longer  sentences  of 
two,  three,  and  four  months.  As  he 
had  said,  the  Besident  Magistrates  were 
remoyable;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  the  Police  Magistrates  and  the 
County  Court  Judges,  who  could  only 
be  dismissed  for  a  crime,  or  the  mal- 
administration of  justice.  Now,  the 
Besident  Magistrates  declared  that  they 
were  obliged  to  giro  sentence  of  im- 
prisonment with  or  without  hard  labour, 
and  they  never  sentenced  anyone  under 
the  Act  as  a  first-claes  misdemeanant ; 
but  the  late  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  was 
sentenced  by  a  Police  Magistrate  in 
Dublin,  who  was  irremoyable.  The 
latter  said  that  he  saw  no  reason  to  push 
things  to  an  extreme,  and  accordingly 
he  made  the  prisoner  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant. There  was  another  case  in 
which  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
brought  before  an  irremovable  County 
Court  Judge  in  Ireland  on  appeal,  and 
that  Judge  held  that  he  could  make  the 
prisoner  a  first-dass  misdemeanant,  and, 
to  his  credit  be  it  said,  he  did  so.  Then 
there  was  a  third  case  in  which  a  County 
Court  Judge  took  a  different  view  from 
that  of  the  Besident  Magistrates,  and 
that  gentleman  was  the  Beoorder  of 
Oalway,  who  *had  given  it  as  his  per- 
sonal opinion,  and  had  said  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  might  state  it  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  Mr.  Blunt,  whom  that 
gentleman  had  convicted,  ought  to  be 
treated  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant; 
so  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  now  the 
pleasure  of  keeping  Mr.  Blunt  under- 
going the  hardships  of  imprisonment  in 
opposition  to  the  view  of  the  very  Judge 
who  had  sentenced  him,  and  had  said 
he  ought  to  be  treated  as  a  first-class 
misdemeanant.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  Act  had  been  very  carefully  carried 
into  effect  in  Ireland;  but  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  maintained  that  it  had  been  car- 
out  in  the  harshest  possible  manner 
ancrfer  Party  purposes.  He  congratu- 
lated tlft^  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Se^Sl^ury  for  Ireland,  not  on  his 
administration^  ii^  Ireland,  but  as  a 
Party  managen  cmd  on  the  effective 
manner  in  whioK^^  ^^^  acted  as  Whip. 
For  the  last  200  V  7®*™  *  majority  had 
not  been  made  up^^°  that  House  by  any 
Government  on  the?  principle  of  locking 
up  their  opponents  >  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  moment 
the  right  hon.  GentT'^^"^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^m- 
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bers  of  the  Opposition  in  prison  under- 
going various  sentences.  That  might 
not  be  a  matter  of  great  consequence  to 
the  Government  so  lonff  as  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
supported  the  Conservative  Party ;  but, 
were  he  to  turn  aside  and  become  neutral, 
their  majority  would  be  at  once  reduced 
to  40 ;  whereas,  if  the  12  Members  were 
free  to  attend  in  the  House,  it  would  be 
brought  down  to  the  very  moderate  and 
what  would  be  hardly  a  working  ma- 

i'ority  of  28.  It  was  by  the  means  he 
lad  referred  to  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  converted  his  weak 
majority  into  a  working  majority,  and 
that,  no  doubt,  accounted  for  the  cheers 
which  greeted  him  on  entering  the 
House,  which  were  greater  than  those 
bestowed  on  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  Although  the  majority  of 
independent  Conservatives  would,  oo 
doubt,  vote  "  Aye  "  or  "  No  "  as  they 
were  told  to  do  at  the  doors,  yet  he 
believed  there  were  some  of  them  suffi- 
ciently independent  to  support  his  view, 
that  in  all  cases  where  Members  of 
Parliament  were  imprisoned  thej  diould 
be  made  first-class  misdemeanants,  and 
if  that  were  done  one  great  source  of 
irritation  would  be  removed.  It  was 
often  said  that  there  was  one  law  for 
the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor  man ; 
but  the  punishment  of  imprisonment 
was  harder  in  the  case  of  an  educated 
man,  because  not  only  was  the  change 
of  diet  greater,  but  there  was  also  ^e 
deprivation  of  books  and  writing  mate- 
riats.  In  his  opinion  it  was  positive 
and  unnecessary  cruelty  to  keep  educated 
men  in  prison  without  books,  for  the 
only  book  they  could  have  under  the 
existing  system  was  a  Bible,  with  so 
small  a  print  as  to  make  it  hardly  legible. 
He  would  point  out  to  independent 
Members  that  they  had  undertaken 
quite  enough  Parliamentary  responsi- 
bility without  supporting  tiie  Govern- 
ment in  their  present  mode  of  treating 
Irish  political  prisoners.  There  was  one 
especially  bad  case  of  which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  complained — namely,  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Di- 
vision of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington). 
That  hon.  Member  was  the  Secretary  of 
the  National  League.  If  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  imprisoned 
him  as  the  chief  officer  of  the  League, 
it  would  have  been,  at  all  events,  open 
and  honest;  but  the  Government  could 
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not  prove  that  the  National  League  in 
Dublin  was  an  illegal  body,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  im- 
prisoned the  hon.  Member  for  the  Har- 
bour Division  of  Dublin  by  taking 
advantage  of  a  mere  technicality.  The 
hon.  Member  had  been  connected  some 
years  before  with  a  newspaper  which 
published  an  account  of  some  meetings 
that  had  been  suppressed  by  law ;  by  a 
mere  accident  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  registered  last  year 
as  being  connected  with  the  newspaper, 
and,  that  technicality  being  fastened 
upon  by  the  Government,  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  imprisoned  for  two 
months — simply  because  he  had  allowed 
his  name  to  appear  on  a  newspaper 
with  which  he  was  totally  unconnected. 
But  the  hon.  Member  was  really  put 
into  prison  because  he  was  the  head 
of  the  National  League,  and  for 
nothing  else.  On  his  second  point,  that 
nothing  had  been  done  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  country,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  Government  had 
honestly  accounted  for  the  money  raised 
from  Ireland.  It  had  been  announced 
that  £50,000  would  be  given  in  aid  of 
the  roads  in  Ireland;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  sum  had  been  expended.  He 
asked  what  had  the  Government  done 
with  the  £7,750^000  received  from  Irish 
taxation  since  they  came  into  Office  ? 
They  had  told  the  House  that  they  were 
going  to  appoint  Oommissioners  to  inquire 
into  the  question  as  to  how  far  the  re- 
sources of  Ireland  could  be  developed ; 
but  there  had  been  but  one  Beport  irom 
the  Oommissioners,  and  that  had  borne 
no  fruit.  The  greater  part  of  the  money 
derived  from  Irish  taxation  was  simply 
wasted  in  Ireland,  and  that  for  no  good 
purpose  ;  so  that  the  money  which  came 
from  that  country  did  not  even  relieve 
the  British  taxpayer,  while  the  people 
there  were  left  without  harbours,  rail- 
ways, and  many  similar  works  of  which 
thev  stood  greatly  in  need.  He  did  not 
wish  that  the  Irish  Judges  should 
be  underpaid ;  but  the  expenses  of  the 
Courts  in  Ireland  were,  in  his  opinion, 
extravagant.  He  should  be  very  brief 
in  dealing  with  his  third  point,  desiring, 
as  he  did,  to  save  the  time  of  the  House. 
The  Government  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
held  out  no  promise  of  further  land  legis- 
lation which  would  be  likely  to  do  much 
to  settle  the  condition  of  the  country. 
He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  for  a  long  time 


said  that  they  should  make  all  the 
tenants  of  under  £6  a-year  small  pro- 
prietors ;  but  it  would  be  necessary  also 
to  divide  the  grass  farms  amongst  the 
smaller  tenants.  If  that  were  done  by 
the  Government,  they  would  satisfy  the 
tenantry ;  but  nothing  short  of  it  would 
do  so,  at  any  rate  in  his  own  county.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  do  some- 
thing towards  making  the  smaller 
tenantry  owners  of  the  farms  in  question, 
at  the  same  time  giving  proper  com- 
pensation to  those  who  now  held  them. 
Having  pointed  out  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  shortcomings  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  deficiencies  of  the  Queen's 
Speech,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
further  than  to  remark  that  although  the 
Government  might  shut  the  mouths  of  a 
large  number  of  Irish  Members  by  im- 
prisonment, they  could  not  fairly  say 
that  Ireland  was  prosperous  or  con- 
tented, nor  could  they  in  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, having  regard  to  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  emigration  going  on,  be 
justified  in  taking  any  credit  for  their 
administration  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  said, 
he  thought  the  Government  ought  to  be 
congratulated  on  the  peaceful  prospects 
of  the  Session  so  far.  The  opening  para- 
graph of  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
which  referred  to  our  relations  with 
Foreign  Powers  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
subject  for  favourable  comment  in 
that  House  when  they  considered  the 
large  Armies  which  were  now  kept 
up  by  those  Powers.  He  trusted 
that  the  assurance  which  within  the 
last  few  days  had  been  offered  by 
Prince  Bismarck  would  have  an  effect 
upon  the  Powers  which  had  possibly 
contemplated  a  disturbance  of  the  Euro- 
pean peace,  and  that  next  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  able  to 
say  that  they  remained  at  peace  with  them. 
He  thought  also  that  the  House  would 
agree  that  Her  Majesty's  Speech  con- 
tained what^  was  a  just  recognition  of  the 
patriotic  spirit  shown  by  the  Australian 
t7olonies,  and  that  they  should  be 
assisted  in  protecting  that  great  portion 
of  the  British  Empire.  But  there  was 
no  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  which  would  afford  greater  satis- 
faction to  the  peaceable  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  than  that  which  referred  to  the 
government  of  Ireland  during  the  past 
autumn  and  winter.  The  hon.  and 
I  gallant   Member    for   North    Galway 
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(Colonel  Nolan)  had  bitterly  complained 
of  a  so-called  conspiracy  on  the  part  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  de- 
priye  the  hen.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
I^ameU)  of  the  co-operation  of  the  most 
energetic  of  his  Colleagues.  But  as  well 
might  all  those  who  broke  the  law  in 
this  country  complain  when  they  were 
taken  up  and  imprisoned.    The  truth 
of  the  matter  was  that  the  hon.  Members 
in  question  had  in  sereral  cases  ostenta- 
tiously committed  breaches  of  the  law  in 
order  to  court  imprisonment ;  others  had, 
bowever,   been  very  careful  to    aroid 
being  captured ;  and  he  was  sure  many 
people  bad    been  greatly   amused  by 
reading  the  accounts  of  the  dexterity 
displayed  by  tbemin  ayoiding  imprison- 
ment, and  the  great  surprise  manifested 
by  them  on  coming  across  the  Channel 
to  £nd  that  the  law  was  strong  enough 
to  take  them  back  in  order  that  they 
might  answer  before  the  judicial  tri- 
bunals in  Ireland  for  the  offences  which 
they  bad  committed.    The  Oovemment 
were  at  least  entitled  to  the  warmest 
thanks  of  the  people  of  Ulster  for  tiie 
manner  in  whicn  they  bad  endeavoured 
impartially  to  administer  the  law  during 
the  last  few  months.    All  the  prognosti- 
cations to  the  contrary  had  proved  to  be 
utterly  false,  and  the  Oovernment  bad 
not  only  administered  the  law  with  im- 
partiality, but  with  success.     He  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  people  of 
Ulster,  as  well  as  the  loyal  and  peaceable 
people  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
found    no    inconvenience    from    what 
had  been  unfairly  called  the  Coercion 
Act ;  nor  was  there  any  desire  shown  by 
the  Executive  to  interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
peace-loving  subjects  of  Her  Majesty. 
While  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
had    dilated    on    the    alleged   wrongs 
suffered  by  a  half-dozen  or  a  dozen  of 
his  Colleagues,  the  House  had  not  heard 
from  him  a  single  word  of  condemnation 
of  those  outrages  and  murders  which, 
during  the    Becess,   had    stained  the 
soil  of  Ireland — as,  for  example,  the  case 
where  a  father  had  been  murdered  in 
sight  of  his  daughter  under   circum- 
stances   discreditable    in    the    highest 
degree  to  the  National  League,  from 
which,  unquestionably,  the  instigation 
came.    On  behalf  of  those  for  whom 
he  was  entitled  to  speak,  he  ventured 
to    say  that    they  had  no    desire    to 
press  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  any 


settlement   of  the  Local   Government 
Question  in  Ireland.    They  were  quite 
read^  to  wait   for  that  until  Ireland 
was  m  a  satisfactory  condition,  and  ready 
to  obey  the  law,  as  well  as  administer 
in  a  lonA  fide  way  the  powers  then 
to  be  entrusted  to  ^em.    They  did  not 
wish  to  see  any  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Ireland  introduced  at  present  which 
would  be  used  for  farthering  those  Home 
Bule  tactics  which  were  advocated  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site.   He  felt  sure  the  House  and  the 
country  would  be  pleased  to  learn  that 
the  development  of  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land was  in  contemplation  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  that  the  endea- 
vour of  the  Government  in  this  direction 
would  not  be  allowed  to  be  interfered 
with  by  any  Party  considerations.    If 
hon.    Members    below    the    (Gangway 
opposite    would    co-operate    with    the 
Government  in  the  work,  they  would 
be  doing  more  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  Ireland  than  by  indulging  in  tall  talk 
on  the  Home  Bule  Question.    In  offering 
these  few  words  of  congratulation  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  subject  of 
Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech,  he 
might  be  allowed  to  express  his  opinion 
that  it  would  be  a  source  of  the  greatest 
gratification  throughout  the  country  and 
Empire  that  Her  Majesty  asked  the  Di- 
vine assistance,  commending  the  country 
and  the  House  to  the  care  of  Almighty 
God,  in  the  deliberations  upon  which 
they  were  entering.     He  trusted  the 
day  was  far  distant  when  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country  would  forget  that  she 
reigned  by  the  grace  of  God;  or  the 
people,  that  it  was  by  Divine  Providence 
that  she  reigned  over  them.    Finally, 
he  felt  sure  that  the  countxy  would  con- 
tinue to  give  the  Government  increasing 
support  in  maintaining  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire,  and  in  upholding  through- 
out   that  Empire   the    honour  of   the 
Crown. 

The  Earl  of  CAVAN  (Somerset,  S.) 
said,  it  had  been  his  misfortune  since 
last  year  to  have  been  attacked  by  a 
variety  of  persons,  including  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  himself,  on  account 
of  the  position  which  he  had  taken  up, 
and  now  occupied,  with  regard  to  Irish 
politics.  He  had  been  first  attacked  for 
sending  a  deputation  of  working  men 
from  ^gland  to  Ireland,  and  upon  that 
subject  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words. 
He  was  responsible,  no  doubt,  for  sendl" 
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ing  some  of  these  men ;  but  he  wished 
to  say  that  in  sending  them  he  was  de- 
sirous above  all  things  that  they  should 
go  with  a  perfectly  olean  sheet,  with 
leelinRS  perfeotly  unprejudiced;  that 
they  snould  on  their  return  giye  a  clear 
and  explicit  statement  of  what  they  saw 
in  Ireland,  both  with  regard  to  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  and  the  question  of  Home 
'Rule ;  and  that  from  the  opinions  formed 
by  them,  and  the  experience  gained  in 
various  parts  of  Ireland,  the  minds  of 
his  constituents  might  be  made  up  on 
these  important  and  burning  questions. 
He  carefully  guarded  the  conditions  on 
inrhich  the  members  of  the  deputation 
should  go  to  Ireland  ;  he  desired  them 
to  go  as  free  agents ;  that  they  should 
visit  Bodyke,  Olenbeigh,  and  other 
places,  and  see  for  themselves  the  per- 
sons who  had  been  evicted,  and  the 
processes  of  eviction  which  had  been 
going  on;  that  they  should  converse 
with  them,  and  gain  aU  the  information 
they  could  on  the  spot.  He  desired 
them  also  especially  to  see  the  landlords 
themselves  or  their  agents,  so  as  to 
hear  what  could  be  said  on  both  sides 
of  the  question,  and  then  to  return 
to  this  country  and  state  the  result 
of  the  inquiries  they  had  made;  he 
desired  them  further  to  converse  with 
persons  of  all  classes — those  favour- 
able to  Home  Bule,  and  those  who 
were  unfavourable  to  it,  and  that  they 
should  ascertain  whether  they  had  any 
concealed  or  unconcealed  views  with 
regard  to  separation.  They  were  to 
state  on  their  return  exactly  what  they 
had  seen  and  heard,  and  what  their 
impressions  were  ;  and  he  conceived 
that  a  fairer  programme  could  not  be 
placed  before  honest  and  impartial  men. 
Four  of  his  constituents  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  deputation  were  distinctly  of 
the  artizan  class  and  Home  Bulers. 
Two  of  them  had  not  made  up  their 
minds,  and  were  of  a  superior  dass. 
How  had  these  persons  been  treated  ? 
They  went  to  Lreland  simply  as  in- 

Suirers,  and  yet,  during  the  whole  of 
leir  stay,  they  were  treated  there  as 
spies.  They  were  never  left  by  the 
detectives  for  a  single  moment.  Ho 
asked,  what  crime  had  those  honest, 
fair-minded  Englishmen  committed  ? 
The  only  crime  that  could  be  alleged 
against  them  was  that  they  were  going 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  Ireland. 
They  were  men  who  paid  their  rent  in 


England,   who  were  in   favour  of  the 
payment  of  rent,  and  were  honest  per- 
sons who  earned  their  bread   by  the 
sweat  of  their   brow,   and  would  be 
looked  up  to  in  England  as  in  the  front 
rank   of    artizans  ;    but    when    they 
arrived  in  Ireland  their  luggage  was 
searched,  and  they  were  followed  about 
as  if  they  were  the  lowest  and  basest  of 
criminals.      It    was    not    astonishing, 
therefore,  that  when  they  returned  to 
England  they  had  a  veiy  definite  idea 
of   the  government    of    Ireland,    and 
brought  with  them  a  very  distinct  im- 
pression, both  with  regard  to  coercion 
and  Home  Bule.    It  had  been  said  that 
they  went  to  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
encouraging  crime.      He  denied   that 
utterly.    There  was  not  a  single  word 
uttered  by  them  during  their  stay  in 
Ireland  which  could  by  any  method  be 
turned  into  an  encouragement  to  crime 
in  any  shape  ;    all  they  did   was  to 
encourage  the  Irish  people  whom  they 
met  to  persevere  in  their  struggle  in  an 
honest  way.    Again,  it  was  said  that 
they  went  to  Ireland  with  preconceived 
convictions.    But  he  utterly  denied  that 
they  had  any  preconceived  convictions 
when  they  went  there.    Although  these 
men  were  unprejudiced  when  they  went 
to  Ireland — ^and  he  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  whom  he  was  glad  now  to  see 
in  the  House,  that  two  of  the  six  men 
who  went  from  his  (the  Earl  of  Oavan's) 
constituency  were  persons  whose  minds 
were  not  made  up  on  the  subject  of 
Home  Bule^they  not  only  had  some 
doubts  with  regard  to  Home  Bule  as  a 
whole,  but  also  on  certain  particulars 
in  reference  to  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  He 
would,  however,  distinctly  admit  that 
four  of  the  number  were  Home  Bulers. 
Of  course,  they  were  all  Home  Bulers 
now.    It  would  be  rather  an  astonishing 
thing  if,  after  the  treatment  they  had 
received,  they  had  not  been  converted. 
It  was  stated  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  in  consequence  of  the  operation  of 
the  Coercion    Act   agrarian  crime   in 
Ireland  had  decreased ;  but  he  ventured 
to  think  that  was  not  the  case.    The 
decrease  of  crime  was  due  to  a  greater 
cause — ^namely,  that  it  had  been  proved 
by  these  deputations  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  there    was  now    in    the 
minds  of  Englishmen  an  appreciation 
of  what  was  really  wanted  by  them. 
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They  had  shown  the  Irish  that  there 
was  a  gleam  of  hope,  and  that  there 
was  in  that  gleam  a  brightness  in  Ire- 
land which  they  had  never  known  be- 
fore, and  that  they  were  thus  encouraged 
to  persevere  in  honest  ways,  because 
there  was  no  necessity  for  crime.  Such 
disgraceful  transactions  as  the  murder 
in  the  Phoonix  Park  could  now  no 
longer  be  justified  on  any  ground  what- 
soever, because  the  Irish  could  look 
forward  with  hope  to  a  greater  and  a 
growing  sympatny  in  England  between 
that  country  and  the  Irish  nation. 
There  was  hope,  and  in  that  hope  lay 
the  cause  of  the  absence  of  crime  and 
the  better  behaviour  even  of  the  lowest 
classes.  Such  disgraceful  acts  as  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders  were  no  longer 
possible,  because  now  the  people  of 
Ireland  looked  forward  to  greater  sym- 
pathy from  the  people  of  England; 
and  upon  that  ground  rested  the 
hope  of  a  better  state  of  things  for 
Ireland.  He  had  on  a  former  occasion 
quoted  some  statistics  of  Mr.  Mulhall, 
which,  at  the  time,  he  believed  to  be 
accurate,  but  which  had  been  chal- 
lenged. He  had  stated  that  Mr. 
Muihall  was,  at  the  time  he  wrote  to 
him,  absent  from  England,  and  could 
not  give  an  answer  to  his  letter;  but 
he  had  asked  his  constituents  and  the 
country  to  understand  that  the  figures 
had  been  questioned,  and  to  suspend 
their  judgment.  Mr.  Muihall  had 
since  answered  his  letter;  and  if  the 
reply  had  not  reached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  it  had,  at 
any  rate,  reached  The  Times  and  other 
newspapers.  Speaking  roundly,  the  sta- 
tistics quoted  were  under  three  head- 
ings— first,  the  number  of  evictions; 
secondly,  the  number  of  deaths;  and, 
thirdly,  the  number  of  persons  emi- 
grated from  Ireland.  With  regard 
to  the  first  heading,  Mr.  Muihall 
pointed  out  that  the  number  of  evic- 
tions given  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  was  not  the  whole  number, 
because  the  evictions  of  cottiers  was  not 
included  in  it,  and  this  was  a  very  im- 
portant point.  With  regard  to  the 
number  of  deaths^  Mr.  Muihall  said 
that  the  Qovemment  statistics  could  not 
be  relied  upon.  The  figures  before  him 
went  largely  into  detail,  and  he  would 
not,  therefore,  trouble  the  House  by 
reading  them  on  that  occasion ;  but  if 

The  Earl  of  Cavan 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  wished  to  refer  to 
them  he  would  be  happy  to  place  them 
at  his  disposal.  He  would  pass  now  to 
another  subject  of  greater  interest  to 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
It  was  an  accusation  constantly  made 
against  them  that  they  were  either 
directly  or  indirectly  participating  in  or 
encouraging  crime;  but  he  wished  to 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  those  Benches  had  a  very  dis- 
tinct notion  of  what  constituted  crime. 
Crime,  as  understood  in  England,  was 
not  justified  by  any  Member  of  that 
House,  no  matter  on  which  side  he  sat ; 
but  as  to  what  was  called  crime  under 
the  Coercion  Act  he  had  a  word  to  say. 
With  regard  to  the  contravention  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  they  were  not  per- 
mitted to  discuss  the  30  clauses  of  that 
measure.  Certainly  those  clauses  were 
before  them,  but  only  in  the  same  way 
that  the  hangman's  rope  was  before  the 
culprit.  He  saw  it,  but  he  could  not 
then  discuss  the  merits  of  his  sentence. 
They  were  obliged  to  pass  24  clauses. 
Were  they  to  consider  those  24  clauses 
of  the  Coercion  Act  as  law  in  the  same 
sense  that  they  regarded  every  other 
Act  on  the  Statute  Book?  Distinctly 
not ;  for  what  happened  with  the  first 
six  clauses  ?  There  were  no  three  con- 
secutive lines  of  those  clauses  that  were 
not  altered,  not  by  the  force  of  their 
numerical  majority,  but  by  the  force  of 
their  argument.  Was  it  possible  they 
could  regard  the  other  24  clauses — not 
a  single  line  of  which  they  were  allowed 
to  argue— as  of  the  same  moral  weight 
as  the  first  six  clauses  which  were  bind- 
ing on  them  as  loyal  citizens  ?  It  was  a 
very  delicate  question  as  to  how  far  the 
persons  who  had  been  convicted  and  im- 
prisoned under  the  Coercion  Act  came 
under  the  last  clauses  of  the  Act,  which 
hon.  Members  were  not  allowed  to  dis- 
cuss, or  under  the  first  six  clauses, 
which  they  were  permitted  to  discuss. 
But,  apart  from  that  argument,  he  main- 
tained that  the  offences  imder  the  Coer- 
cion Act  were,  to  an  enormous  extent, 
strictly  of  a  political  character.  It  was 
impossible  for  him  and  his  hon.  Friends 
to  treat  as  criminals,  in  the  sight  of  the 
law,  those  guilty  of  political  offences. 
Lord  Spencer,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of   Glasgow   (Sir   George  Trevelyan), 
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when  adminifiteriDg  the  law  of  Ireland, 
made  a  yery  great  distinction  between 
persone  conyicted  of  political  offences 
and  persons  convicted  of  crime,  and 
those  who  sat  upon  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  could  not  forget  the  pre- 
cedent. The  Opposition  were  acoused  of 
oonsorting  with  criminals,  and  of  paying 
honour  to  criminals.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
the  late  Lord  Mayor  of  DabUn  (Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan)  was  to  be  considered  a 
criminal,  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Oaran)  was 
to  be  condemned  for  consorting  with 
him  as  a  criminal  and  for  assisting  to  do 
honour  to  a  criminal,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  he  rejoiced  and  glorified  in  the 
condemnation.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
regard  as  a  criminal  a  man  who  sold  a 
newspaper  that  had  been  proscribed, 
except  in  the  light  that  he  was  a  poli- 
tical criminal.  If  there  was  doubt  as 
to  the  distinction  which  they  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  drew 
between  one  set  of  criminals  and  the 
other,  let  him  draw  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  a  very  remarkable  passage  in 
arecent  speech  of  theright  hon. Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle*upon-Tyne 
( Mr.  John  Morley).  Speaking  the  other 
day  in  Dublin,  and  referring  to  a  dis- 
graceful murder  which  had  just  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  said  that  murder  had  done  more 
against  the  cause  of  Home  Bule  than  all 
the  actions  of  Lord  Salisbury  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  put  together.  There 
were  no  two  views  with  regard  to  crime 
as  it  was  understood  in  England.  Grime 
was  condemned  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Qangway  as  distinctly  as  it  overbad 
been  by  those  sitting  upon  the  Opposi- 
tion or  upon  the  Ministerial  Benches; 
but  when  they  came  to  the  considera- 
tion of  political  offences,  he  feared  it 
was  necessary  for  the  two  sides  of  the 
House  to  part.  Some  comments  had 
been  made  with  reference  to  Gentlemen 
who  were  Privy  Oounoillors  upholding 
transactions  which  were  contrary  to  law. 
Were  there  no  Privy  Ooundllorssittingon 
the  Oovemment  Benches  at  that  moment 
who  were  not  formerly  distinctly  on  the 
side  of  criminals — ^the  criminals  who  re- 
fused to  pay  church  rates  some  years 
ago?  Of  course,  there  were  Members 
of  the  Privy  Oouncil-^hon.  Members  of 
that  House — ^by  the  score,  who  openly 
sympathized  with  those  who  went  to 

I  risen  rather  than  pay  church    rates. 
Mid  they  not  q^npathize  with  crime — 


with  such  crime  as  the  non-payment  of 
church  rates  amounted  to?  Members 
of  the  Opposition  at  the  present  day 
were  in  precisely  the  same  position  with 
regard  to  the  political  offences  of 
which  their  Frienos  were  accused.  He 
did  not  propose  to  enter  now  into  the 
vexed  question  of  Home  Bule  or  of 
coercion.  His  task  had  been  of  a  more 
prosaic  character.  It  had  been  to  show 
that  the  sympathies  of  himself  and 
Friends  oomd  never  be  given  to  those 
p;uilty  of  crime  as  crime  was  understood 
m  England.  It  would  be  necessary  for 
them  to  urge  that  the  criminals  with  whom 
they  associated  were  criminals  coming 
under  the  category  of  political  criminals, 
and  not  criminals  such  as  criminals  were 
understood  to  be  in  England.  In  that 
effort  they  would  go  forward  steadily 
and  perseveringly,  long  as  the  day 
might  seem,  until  a  brighter  and  more 
glorious  day  dawned,  a  day  of  reconcilia- 
tion for  Ireland,  a  day  when  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  should  be  carried  on  by 
warm  and  affectionate  hearts  which  had 
been  reconciled  to  each  other  by  means 
other  than  the  power  of  the  bayonet — by 
the  triumph  of  their  great  cause. 

Mb.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  that  as  he  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston),  he  thought  the  hon.  Oentie- 
man  must  be  very  easily  satisfied  with 
the  government  of  his  country.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  repeatedly  claimed  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  the  people  of 
Ulster.  However  unpleasant  it  might 
be  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
be  reminded  of  it,  the  fact  remained 
that  Ulster  sent  a  majority  of  its  Bepre- 
sentatives  to  support  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
Taking  that  as  a  standpoint,  they  could 
discount  a  Httie  the  encomiums  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
heaped  upon  the  present  government  of 
Ireland.  Judging  from  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  the  Government,  too,  seemed 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  result  of  their 
work.  They  spoke  of  the  decrease  of 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland.  No  doubt 
they  based  the  statement  upon  the  result 
of  their  action  during  the  last  six  months 
in  regard  to  those  whom  they  chose  to 
call  criminals.  If  his  (Mr.  Bowlands') 
memory  served  him,  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  said,  in 
introducing  the  Orimes  BUI,  that  the 
case  for  the  measure  was  not  based  on 
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and  marijrtB,  and  had  made  tho  viotima 
themBelves  only  more  resolute  than  ever 
in  their  Nationalifit  principles.  Whether 
or  not  this  was  satisfactory  to  the  Oo- 
vernment  he  did  not  know,  but  certainly 
to  his  side  of  the  House  it  was  eminently 
satisfactory ;  and  if  it  were  not  for  the 
suffering  that  the  men  imprisoned  under- 
went he  would  gladly  advise  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  on  with  these  Pyrrhic  vic- 
tories of  theirs.  Not  one  accused  man 
among  them,  when  told  that  he  would 
be  discharged  if  he  would  promise  not 
to  attend  a  meeting  again,  had  accepted 
that  offer,  or  had  promised  not  to  repeat 
his  so-called  offence.  It  was  said  that 
under  the  Ooercion  Act  agrarian  crime 
had  diminished ;  but  he  held  that  if  the 
Irish  police,  instead  of  hunting  men  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  EastFinsbury  and 
other  English  sympathizers  of  oppressed 
Irish  tenants,  had  devoted  their  attention 
to  the  detection  of  real  criminals,  pro- 
bably the  murdered  man  Fitzmaurice 
would  have  been  still  living.  Then  it 
was  next  alleged  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  that  '*  the  power  of  coercive  con- 
spiracies had  sensibly  abated."  If,  in 
that  statement,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  referred  to,  he  maintained  that  all 
the  rigours  of  tiie  Ooercion  Act  had  not 
enabled  one  single  rack-renting  land- 
lord to  get  his  rent  without  granting  a 
reasonable  reduction.  What  other  kmds 
of  conspiracies  had  been  abated  ?  No 
doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  who  looked  at 
the  case  from  the  standpoint  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston) 
considered  theNationalLeaguea  coercive 
conspiracy.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  them- 
selves were  liable  to  the  direst  imputa- 
tion both  as  to  their  loyalty  and  as  to 
their  former  desire  to  obey  the  law — 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  talked  about  lining 
the  ditches  of  Ulster  for  the  purpose  of 
shooting  down  Her  Majesty's  troops, 
and  of  kicking  Her  Majesty's  Crown 
into  the  Boyne — did  not  think  it  at  all 
unworthy  to  stand  up  and  talk  about 
the  National  League  as  a  conbination 
to  disintegrate  the  Empire  and  to  incite 
to  agrarian  crime.  As  a  member  of  that 
League,  he  (Mr.  Oommins)  flung  the 
they  tAtion  back  in  the  hon.  Gentlemen's 
thought  £he  members  of  the  National 
taxpayers  cited  no  one  to  crime,  and,  so 
what  they  ^eairing  the  disintegration  of 
in\  Daring  the  they  endeavoured  to  secure 
^|the  House  ^e  sentiments  and  feelings 

the  Empire,lionof  puttinfe    He  would  like  to  know 
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whether,  if  that  was  one  of  the  coercive 
conspiracies  alluded  to,  the  National 
League   had    sensibly   abated   in   its 
power?    Why,  the  National  League, 
as  everyone  knew,  was  stronger  to-day 
than  ever  it  was.  The  National  League 
got  accessions  day  by  day,  for  there  was 
not  a  person  imprisoned,  there  was  not 
an  act  of  high-handed  violence  done  in 
the  name  of  law,  that  did  not  bring 
accessions  to  the  ranks  of  the  League. 
The  otiier  day,  after  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Blunt,   a  meeting  of   the   League  in 
Dublin  was  crowded  by  the  Professors 
of  Trinity  College  and  by  Protestants, 
men  who  loved  their  country  more  than 
their  Party.    Had  the  power  of  the 
League  abated  ?    So  far  from  abating, 
it  got  stronger  every  day.    They  were 
told  that  measures  tending  to  the  deve- 
lopment of   the  resources  of  Ireland 
would  be  laid  before  them.    He  would 
welcome  any  measure  tending  to  develop 
the  resources  of  Ireland  and  to  increase 
the  prosperity  of  the  soil  in  any  way ; 
but  he  certainly  would  not  welcome  any 
measure  that  was  merely  intended  as  a 
bribe.    In  short,  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
gave  them  very  little  encouragement. 
The  Government,  or  those  who  were  the 
spokesmen  of  the  Government,  not  long 
ago  told  them  that  for  the  future  a  dif- 
ferent policy  would  be  used  towards  Ire- 
land; that  there  would  be  similarity, 
equality,  and  simultaneity  in  all  matters 
of  legislation.    He  saw  no  trace  of  any- 
thing of  the  kind  in  the  pr^ramme  now 
laid  oefore  Parliament,    ^ey  in  Ire- 
land relied  upon  the  fact  that  the  barrier 
which  separated  the  people  of  the  two 
countries  was  being  broken  down.  They 
who  represented  the  people  of  Ireland 
could  promise  here,  as  they  promised 
outside  the  House,  that  the  feelings  of 
goodwill   towards  Ireland   entertained 
by  Englishmen  would  be  thoroughly 
reciprocated ;  that  not  an  act  of  good- 
will would  pass  unrecognized ;  and  that 
they  would  persevere  to  spread  harmony 
between  the  two  peoples  until  that  har* 
mony  realized  itself  in  a  state  of  law 
which  allowed  Irishmen  to  manage  their 
own  affairs, 

.  Mb.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  said,  he 
had  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  very 
excellent  speech  which  was  made  by  hu 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Wharton) 
who  moved  the  Address,  and  he  must  say 
there  appeared  to  be  great  fitness  in  the 
choice  oisplayed  by  the  Government  in 
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nominating  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  perform  the  Tory  delicate  and  difficult 
task.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  promised  reforms,  and 
when  he  spoke  of  the  Bailway  Bates 
Bill  he  was  understood  to  say  he  had 
the  adyantage  of  being  a  railway  di- 
rector. And  when  it  became  necessary 
for  him  to  direct  his  attention  to  the 
promised  legislation  with  regard  to  local 
government,  he  informed  the  House 
that  he  had  the  pleasure  of  being  a 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions.  He  also, 
in  the  course  of  his  admirable  speech, 
alluded  to  the  question  of  tithes,  which| 
he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  gathered,  was  in 
some  sense  to  be  dealt  with  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Had  the^hon. 
ana  learned  Gentleman  vouchsafed  to 
inform  the  House  of  his  opinions  upon 
the  question  no  doubt  he  would  have 
gone  further,  and  have  informed  the 
House  that  he  was  a  lay  rector. 
It  struck  him  (Mr.  Lockwood)  as  being 
an  extremely  happy  combination,  with 
a  view  to  these  promised  reforms,  that 
with  regard  to  railway  reform  they 
would  have  the  advantage  of  the  expe- 
rience and  interest  of  railway  directors ; 
that  local  goyernment  was  to  be  looked 
at  through  the  spectacles  of  a  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions;  and  that  tithes  were 
to  be  dealt  with  in  consonance  with  the 
personal  feelings  of  lay  rectors.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  informed  the 
House  that  a  pathetic  moment  was 
about  to  arrive  when  he  would  pass  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Bitchie),  and  would  declare  to  him 
that  he  was  prepared  to  die  in  the  cause. 
He  hoped  that  ne  might  be  so,  and  he 
hoped  also  that  the  Members  of  the 
Government  and  others  connected  with 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  sacri- 
fice their  official  lives — ^because  he 
trusted  their  social  lives  might  lone  be 
preserved — he  hoped  many  of  them 
were  prepared  to  sacrifice  their  official 
lives  in  acting  contrary  to  all  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Party  to  which  they  be- 
longed, and  in  really  conscientiously 
carrying  out  the  programme  they  had 
placed  before  the  House  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ghracious  Speech.  Of  course,  hon. 
Members  would  be  very  much  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  worth  of  these  pro- 
mises when  it  became  their  pleasurable 
duty  to  deal  with  those  reforms ;  but  he 
was  bound  to  say  for  his  own  part— and 


he  believed  that  when  he  said  this  he 
expressed  an  opinion  which  was  shared 
by  many  of  those  who  sat  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House — he  had 
very  little  faith  and  extremely  little 
hope  the  reforms  promised  to  them  were 
gomg  to  be  carried  out  in  that  spirit 
whidhalonewould  make  them  acceptable 
to  the  people.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone)  called  upon  &e  House 
to  withhold  its  approval  or  disapproval 
on  these  social  questions  untU  some 
intelligible  information  was  put  before 
it,  and  he  also  expressed  the  hope  that 
from  all  quarters  of  the  House  there 
would  come  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  amplest  opportunity  for 
putting  before  the  House  their  mea- 
sures. He  (Mr.  Lockwood)  assured 
hon.  Members  who  sat  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  that  they 
would  be  doing  but  slight  good  to  their 
own  constituencies,  and  to  those  whom 
they  represented,  if  they,  to  the  slightest 
extent,  lent  themselves  to  anything 
which  might  even  bear  a  colour  of 
Obstruction.  He  hoped  that  every 
opportunity  would  be  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  place  their  measures  before 
the  House,  and  to  show  to  the  House 
and  the  country  whether  they  were 
really  in  earnest  in  the  promised  mea- 
sures of  reform.  With  respect  to  the 
Local  Government  Bill,  they  had  no 
information  save  that  which  was  vouch- 
safed to  them  by  his  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Wharton).  But  he  made 
what  appeared  to  be  a  somewhat  impor- 
tant statement  with  regard  to  that  Bill. 
No  doubt,  it  was  an  inspired  statement. 
[Laughter.']  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Bitohie)  laughed.  The 
Mover  of  the  Address  told  them  there 
was  to  be  some  such  method  of  repre- 
sentation as  this^the  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  were  to  be  elected  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  they  were  then,  as  delegates, 
to  elect  men  to  represent  the  people  on 
the  Local  Government  Board.  If  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  did  not  adhere  to  that  statement, 
he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  did  not  know  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  ex- 

Eress  dissent  when  it  was  made  by  the 
on.  and  learned  Member  for  £^pon. 
Let  them  take  a  charitable  view  or  the 
situation,  and  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  made  up  his  mind 
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on  the  point,  and  then  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  sire  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  some  advice.  The  advice  he 
(Mr.  Lookwood)  would  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  no  representa- 
tion would  satisfy  the  people  of  this 
country  that  was  not  a  direct  representa- 
tion, and  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  not  be  content  to  elect  Guardians 
to  administer  the  Poor  Law,  and  to  dele- 
gate to  them  powers  which  they  were  per- 
fectly capable  of  exercising  and  dis- 
charging themselves.  That  was,  no 
doubt,  a  matter  which  would  receive 
the  very  earliest  attention  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  He  did  not  intend  to 
trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  House  by 
making  any  lengthened  observations 
upon  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
wnich  dealt  with  the  affairs  of  Ireland. 
He  gathered  from  the  Speech,  however, 
that  the  result  of  the  coercive  legislation 
of  last  Session — 

"  So  far  as  it  has  been  tested  by  short  ex- 
perience, has  been  satisfactory." 

Did  the  Government  mean  to  allege  for 
a  single  moment  that  that  legislation 
had  been  satisfactory  ?  Did  they  mean 
to  suggest  that  it  had  been  satisfactory  to 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 
They  said — 

"  Agrarian  crime  has  diminished,  and  the 
poweri  of  coercive  conspiracies  has  sensibly 
abated." 

Let  him  deal  with  the  first  allegation — 
namely,  that  the  coercive  legislation  had 
been  tested  by  short  experience,  and 
had  been  satisfactory.  How  had  the 
legislation  been  tested  ?  Why,  in  this 
way.  Up  to  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  present  coercive  measure,  there  were 
large  numbers  of  traders  in  Ireland 
who,  on  account  of  their  being  in 
accord  with  the  great  national  feel- 
iag,  were  Boycotted  by  the  landowners. 
But  what  had  occurred  since  the  passing 
of  the  Coercion  Act  ?  Why,  he  had  had 
cases  brought  to  his  notice  in  which, 
since  the  measure  became  law,  persons 
in  the  landowning  interest,  who  never 
dealt  with  the  tradesmen  whom  they 
then  never  visited,  at  once  became 
visitors  to  the  shops  which  up  to  that 
time  they  had  shunned — sought  to  be 
served  in  the  shops  which  up  to  that 
time  they  had  persistently  avoided— and 
then,  because  they  were  retaliated  upon 
by  the  traders  who  up  to  that  time 
had  been  Boycotted  by  themselves,  they 

Mr,  Loekwood 


caused  the  authorities  to  lay  hands  on 
those  traders.  This  was  done  under  the 
Act  of  which  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  so  proud.  People 
were  clapped  into  gaol  for  refusing  to 
supply  persons  who,  up  to  the  time  of 
that  refusal,  had  refused  to  deal  with 
them.  Whilst  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  congratulating  them- 
selves on  the  condition  of  Ireland,  there 
was  one  matter  in  connection  with  that 
subject  on  which  he  did  not  say  they 
might  congratulate  themselves,  but  on 
wluch  he  thought  the  House  and  the 
countiy  might  congratulate  themselves. 
He  believed  that  at  this  moment  there 
existed  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Ireland  a  more  kindly  feel- 
ing amongst  the  population  of  that 
country  towards  the  people  of  Ghreat 
Britain — he  meant  a  more  kindly  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  working  classes  of 
Ireland  towards  the  working  classes  of 
this  country — than  had  existed  for  cen- 
turies. On  that  feeling,  in  the  Speech 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  (Government, 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  not  congratulated  themselves,  and 
there  they  had  shown  a  truly  becoming 
modesty,  because  they  had  neither  part 
nor  lot  in  the  congratulation  which  must 
follow  on  that  state  of  things.  There 
was  a  more  kindly  feeling  ensting  in 
Ireland  now  towaras  the  people  of  this 
country  than  had  existed  for  many  years 
past;  but  that  had  not  been  brought 
about  by  any  act  of  those  now  repre* 
senting  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  believed  it  had  been  brought  about 
by  the  promised  legislation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and 
he  found  that  Ireland  now  appreciated 
that  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  countiy  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  that  legislation,  a  feel- 
ing which,  he  ventured  to  think,  would 
find  vent  whenever  this  country  had 
an  opportunity  of  declaring  its  feeling^ 
at  a  General  Election.  That  was  a 
matter  for  congratulation,  no  doubt  It 
was  a  matter  for  congratulation  which 
had  in  no  sense  been  brought  about  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  it  was 
a  stete  of  things  which  they,  sitting  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
might  congratulate  themselves  upon ; 
ana  he  hoped  the  day  was  not  far  dis- 
tant when  they  would  be  able  to  carry 
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out  the  promises  which  they  had  giren 
to  the  country  in  the  matter. 

Mb.    FOREEBT    FULTON   (West 
Ham,  N.)  said,  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Lookwood)  was  premature  in  adopting 
the  rather  imaginative  sketch  presented 
to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Mover  of  the  Address  of    the  future 
Locid  Government  Bill,  about  which  the 
hon.  and   learned   Member  could  not 
possibly  know  anything.    The  hon.  and 
feamea  Member  (Mr.  Lockwood)  had 
twitted  the  Mover  of  the  Address  with 
being  a  lay  rector,  which  proved  that 
he  was  entirely  ignorant  of  the  agita- 
tion going  on  in  the  country  against  the 
tithes.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
did  not  appear  to  be  aware  of  the  fact 
that  ilie  agitation  was  directed  against 
ecclesiastical  tithes,  and  not  against  lay 
tithes;  Wherever  the  tithe  was  payable 
to  a  layman,  it  was  paid  with  great 
readiness.     Though  the  agitation  was 
undertaken  in  the  interests  of  agricul- 
ture, it  would  be  interesting  if  anyone 
representing  the  Principality  of  Wales 
would  show  them  how  lay  tithes  weighed 
less  on  the  agricultural  interest   than 
ecclesiastical  tithes.    In  no  way  could 
the  suggestion  be  made  good,  therefore 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  when 
he  spoke  of ''  lay  rectors,"  was  extremely 
unfortunate  in  his  reference.    He  (Mr. 
Fulton)  did  not  know  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  connected  with 
lay  tithes ;    but   certainly  the    agita- 
tion was  exclusively  directed   against 
tithes  ecclesiastical.    Then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  declared  that  he  had 
a  special  knowledge  and  acquadntance 
of  &e  views  of  the  working  classes  of 
this  country  on  the  question  of  the  affairs 
of  Ireland,  and  he  would  have  them 
believe  that  the  working  classes  were 
amazingly  in  favour  of  the  views  which 
he  held,  in  conjunction  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,   in  regard  to  Ireland.    How- 
ever that  might  be,  he  (Mr.  Fulton^ 
was  glad  to  think  that  the  hon.  ana 
leameid  Gentleman  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian    in    deprecating  Obstruction. 
They  were  all  glad  to  hear  that  in  the 
course  of  this  Session  they  were  not  ^o 
be  favoured  with  those  long  and  disour- 
siye  addresses  that  they  had  listened  to 
in  the  course  of  tiresome  and  tedious 
fittings  last  Session,    They  were  glad 


to  think  that  they  had  had  an  authori- 
tative  declaration  on  the  point  from  so 
high  an  authority  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian, supported  by  so  high  an  autho- 
rity on  the  views  of  the  working  classes 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lockwood).    No  doubt,  since  they  had 
last  met  nis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  been  amongst  his  constituents,  and 
no  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  heard  from  the  working  men 
for  whom  he  spoke  that  they  did  not 
approve  of  Obstruction.    Well,  he  (Mr. 
Fulton)  had  also  been  visiting  his  con- 
stituents during  the  last  few  months, 
and  they  were  almost  exclusively  com- 
posed of  the  working  classes — at  any 
rate,  there  were  8,000  or  9,000  working 
men    in    the  constituency.     He  knew 
these  were  all  very  much  opposed  to 
Obstruction,  and  it  was  difficult  to  make 
them  understand  the  tactics  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  pursued  so  much  last 
Session.  They  were  glad  to  think  that  at 
any  rate  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  the   Member   for  York   there 
would  be  no  obstruction.     [Mr.  Look- 
wood  :   There  never  was.]    They  were 
also  glad  to  think  that  there  would  be 
no  long  and  discursive  speeches  during 
the  Session,   and   that   any  assistance 
which  could  be  legitimately  given  by  the 
Opposition  to  the  occupants  of  the  Front 
Ministerial  Benches  to  assist  them  in 
makin j^  progress  with  the  measures  set 
forth  in  the  Queen's  Speech  would  be 
tendered.    With  regard  to  that  part  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech 
referring  to  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Fulton)  did 
not  desire  to  detract  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree from  the  high  eulogium  passed 
upon  the  Chief  Secretary  by  the  Mover 
of  the  Address,  as  to  the  way  in  which 
he  had  administered  the  law  in  Ireland. 
He  thought,  however,  it  was  sometimes 
forgotten  in  the  House  and  the  country 
that  they  owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  Chief  Secretary,  not  only  for  the 
firmness  and  courage  with  which  he  had 
administered  the  Crimes  Act  since  it  had 
passed  into  law,   but  for  the  singular 
acuteness  and  readiness  with  which  he 
had  at  once  seen  and  defeated  the  object 
of  that  very  invidious  attempt  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
to  destroy  the  effect  of  the  Bill  that  was 
brought  before  Parliament.  A  few  gene- 
ral questions  had  been  asked  last  Session 
as  to  whether  it  was  proposed  to  give  a 
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right  of  appeal,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  did  not  happen  to  be  a 
lawyer,  did  not  understand  the  object  of 
the  questions.  These  questions  were  re- 
peated very  frequently,  and  those  who 
put  them  at  length  obtained  some  pro- 
mise with  regard  to  having  an  appeal 
in  every  case.    He  (Mr.  Fulton)  was 
not  particularly  fond  of  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  had  always  entertained  great   re- 
spect for  the  lege!  acumen  of  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  that  Island,  and  he  must 
say  that  the  way  they  had  endeavoured 
to  obtain  an    appeal  on  the  facts  in 
in  every  case  did  them  credit,  though 
he  was  glad  they  were  defeated.    He 
did  not  think  the  House  appreciated 
the  extraordinary  position  they  would 
have  been  in  had  the  Irish  Members 
obtained  the  object  they  had  in  view.  If 
the  Irish  Members  had  obtained  their 
object,  they  would  have  had  an  appeal 
on  the  facts  in  all  oases,  and  the  result 
would  have  been  that  after  the  first  day 
of  October  no  single  person  could  have 
been  punished  until  the  first  week  in 
January  of  this  year.    The  effect  of  that 
would  have  been  that  the  Act  would 
have  been  a  dead  letter  until  January, 
the  Quarter  Sessions  then  would  have 
been  crowded  with  appeals,  and  an  ab- 
solute   block    of    the    administration 
of  justice  would  have  resulted.    Hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  did  not  desire  an 
appeal  on  questions  of  law,  but  on  ques- 
tions of  fact,  for  the  purpose  simply  of 
destroying  the  usefulness  of  the  Cbrimes 
Act  altogether ;  and  the  House  owed  a 
deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  appreciated  the 
motives  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
and  for  having  deprived  them  of  the 
privilege  of  so  destroying  the  useful- 
ness of  the  measure.     They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  during  the  Becess  about  the 
tyrannical  conduct   of   Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  monstrous  way  in 
which  they  had  administered  the  Act. 
One  of  the  facts  to  which  attention  was 
particularly  drawn  was  the  outrageous 
conduct  of  Captain  Stokes  in  retaining 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Oork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  in  custody  after  his 
appeal  was  dismissed  and  his  conviction 
affirmed  by  the  Judge  of  the  Oounty 
Oourt.    People  could  get  up  amongst 
ignorant  audiences  who  did  not  under- 
stand the  legal  bearings  of  such  matters 
as  this  and  daim  their  sympathies ;  but 
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he  should  like  to  know  if  anyone  would 
get  up  in  that  House  and  affirm  that 
the  conduct  of  Captain  Stokes  was  not 
in  accordance  with  law  ?  The  terms  of 
the  recognizance  of  persons  appealing 
from  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction 
were  that  they  should  prosecute  their 
appeals  at  the  next  ensuing  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions;  and,  secondly,  that 
they  should  abide  by  the  decision  of  the 
Court.  No  lawyer  would  get  up  and 
say  that  there  was  any  difference  in  its 
legal  effect  between  the  judgment  of  a 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  affirming  a 
conviction  and  a  verdict  of  guilty  upon 
an  indictment  by  a  jury.  It  could  not  be 
contended  that  merely  because  a  war- 
rant of  commitment  had  not  been  drawn 
up,  a  criminal  was  entitled  to  open  the 
door  of  his  prison  and  walk  away  until 
such  time  as  his  warrant  had  been  made 
out.  What  was  a  warrant  of  commit- 
ment for?  It  was  made  out  for  the 
protection  of  the  gaoler  only ;  it  was  his 
defence  in  the  event  of  an  action  for 
false  imprisonment ;  and  it  was  idle  and 
ridiculous  to  contend  that  Captain  Stokes 
was  not  acting  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  law  in  ordering  the  detention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork.  Nor  was  there  anything  what- 
ever illegal  in  the  arrest  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  country  for  summary 
offences  committed  in  Ireland.  Since 
1848  arrests  could  be  legally  made  in 
either  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland  by 
backed  warrants  for  summary  offences 
committed  in  either  of  the  three  coun- 
tries. It  was  idle  to  say  that  the  offences 
for  which  men  had  suffered  in  Ireland 
were  political  offences.  In  no  oonntrj 
in  Europe  would  it  be  considered  a 
political  offence  for  a  man  to  incite 
persons  to  take  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  It  was  a  plain  breach  of  the 
ordinary  law.  From  information  which 
he  had  received  from  Ireland,  he  desired 
to  express  his  perfect  satisfaction  with 
that  portion  of  the  Speech  which  re- 
ferred to    the    improved    condition  of 

Ireland.    

Mr.  TUITB  (Westmeath,  N.)  said,  he 
thought  that  if  the  Government  could 
not  produce  upon  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench  a  better  defence  for  their  policy 
in*Ireland  than  had  been  given  so  far» 
the  country  would  not  entertain  a  very 
high  opinion  of  that  jpolicy.  They  had 
been  told  that  the  National  Leaeue  was, 
at  the  present  moment,  struggling  for 
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aa  existence.  Why,  the  faot  was  that 
the  National  League  was  never  so  strong 
in  the  country  before  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent. The  Qovemment  had  endeavoured 
to  suppress  certain  branches  of  the  Na- 
tional League^  but  they  had  only  suc- 
ceeded in  suppressing  them  in  name. 
Those  branches  had  in  many  cases 
doubled  their  numbers  since  the  Pro- 
damations  were  issued  suppressing 
them;  and  it  was,  therefore,  the  height 
of  folly  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  him  to  think  that  the  policy  of 
torturing  the  political  opponents  of  the 
Tory  Party  in  Ireland  was  a  success.  It 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  Govern- 
ment had  for  the  last  six  months  pur- 
sued that  policy  of  torturing  political 
opponents  with  a  vengeance  certainly 
equal  to  the  treatment  of  Poland  by 
Bussia.  The  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  was  entrusted  to  persons 
who  were  unfit  for  the  task.  If  the 
(Government  stated  to  the  House  that 
the  gentlemen  who  were  administering 
the  measure  possessed  the  legal  qualifi- 
cations necessary  to  enable  them  to  do  it 
effectually  and  with  justice,  they  would 
be  stating  a  thing  which,  at  any  rate, 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try would  disagree  with  entirely.  Who 
had  they  been  using  the  Orimes  Act 
against  in  Ireland?  Had  it  been 
against  the  Moonlighter  and  the 
criminal  ?  Not  at  all ;  it  had  been  used 
against  the  men  who  had  been  endea- 
vouring to  keep  the  peace  in  the  coun- 
try— in  faot,  if  there  were  disturbers  of 
the  public  order  they  were  to  be  found 
in  this  country  and  on  the  Front  Govern- 
ment Bench.  Now,  in  Ireland,  they 
had  had  experience  of  Coercion  Acts, 
but  never  such  an  experience  as  that  of 
the  past  few  months.  What  had  they 
done  in  the  case  of  Father  M*Fadden, 
of  Gweedore  ?  That  gentleman  was  oae 
who  was  known  to  have  saved  the  people 
from  starvation  in  his  district  in  i)one- 
gal.  They  had  arrested  him,  and  had 
refused,  in  the  first  instance,  to  admit 
him  to  bail ;  and,  he  believed,  it  had 
originally  been  the  intention  of  some  of 
the  Executive  to  cause  bloodshed  in  the 
streets  of  Belfast  by  marching  this 
gentleman  through  that  town,  on  foot, 
in  the  custody  of  the  police.  That  was 
the  original  intention,  and  if  it  had  been 
carried  out  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  streets  of  Belfast  would  have  reeked 
with  blood  that  day.    No  doubt  many  of 


the  administrators  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
desired  a  collision  between  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Crown  and  the  people ; 
but  they  would  not  succeed  in  bringing 
that  collision  about.  The  Irish  people 
knew  that  the  happy  time  was  not  lar 
distant  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would 
be  back  in  power ;  and  it  was  the 
knowledge  of  that  fact  which  had 
been  sufficient  to  keep  them  quiet. 
They  were  living  in  hope.  They  were 
no  longer  despairing  of  just  legislation 
for  the  honest-minded  people  of  this 
country,  and  they  only  waited  the  time 
when  they  would  be  able  to  send  a 
majority  to  the  House  to  carry  out  that 
just  legislation.  As  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Orimes  Act,  he  should  like 
to  know  how  many  secret  inquiries  had 
been  held  under  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  ?  The  House  had  been  told  that 
the  Act  was  to  meet  Moonlighting  and 
all  kinds  of  crime  in  Ireland ;  but  was 
the  country  ever  so  peaceful  as  it  was  at 
the  time  the  Act  was  passed?  The 
Government  hoped,  no  doubt,  that  when 
they  met  Parliament  again  Ireland 
would  be  deluged  with  crime — that  they 
might  have  been  able  to  goad  them  into 
crime — ^but  they  had  not  succeeded,  and 
who  had  the  country  to  thank  for  that  ? 
Why,  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
who  had  gone  over  to  Ireland  to  inspire 
the  people  with  hope.  A  reception  was 
given  the  other  day  in  Ireland  to  the 
Marquess  of  Bipon  and  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
and  what  had  it  proved  but  the  fitness 
of  the  Irish  people  to  govern  themselves  ? 
Never  in  the  history  of  demonstrations 
was  there  anything  more  orderly  and 
respectable.  Compare  it  with  the 
Unionist  meeting  in  Dublin.  What 
happened  there  ?  Why,  the  greatest 
amount  of  rowdyism,  as  shown  by  the 
expenses  the  Oommittee  had  to  pay  for 
the  breakages  in  the  hall.  That  was, 
no  doubt,  a  very  trifling  thing ;  but  it 
made  the  meeting  contrast  strangely 
with  the  demonstration  in  honour  of  the 
Gentlemen  he  had  named,  in  connection 
with  which  not  one  penny  had  to  be  paid 
for  breakages.  The  real  criminals  con- 
nected with  that  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  were  the  Unionists.  They  were 
the  people  who  did  not  want  to  see  peace 
in  the  country.  They  knew  very  well 
that  so  long  as  Ireland  was  disturbed, 
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BO  long  would  they  remain  in  power. 
He  would  remind  the  House  of  a  remark* 
able  oiroumstance  which  oocarred  in  one 
of  the  Grimes  Act  Cfourte  in  Ireland, 
where  a  Resident  Magistrate  was  re* 
fusing  to  adjourn  a  t^ase,  he  believed. 
The  counsel  for  the  prisoner  stated  that 
if  the  Grown  were  represented  there, 
they  could  succeed  in  having  an  adjourn- 
ment; whereupon  Golonel  Garew,  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  candidly  stated 
that  he  represented  the  Grown.  That 
seemed  to  him  to  be.  a  remarkable  ad- 
mission, because  it  showed  that  in 
all  these  cases  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates represented  the  Government  and 
not  the  majesty  of  the  law.  The 
present  policy  of  torture  in  Ireland 
had  not  subdued,  but  had  only  succeeded 
in  making  the  people  more  determined 
to  obtain  their  right.  Look  at  the  action 
of  the  Q^vemment  in  regard  to  the  re- 
lease of  Mr.  O'Brien.  Why  had  they 
released  that  Gentleman  three  days  be- 
fore his  time  was  up,  but  for  the  reason 
that  they  did  not  wish  to  see  a  demon- 
stration made  in  his  honour  ?  That  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government 
was  defeated,  and  Mr.  O'Brien  met  with 
the  reception  he  merited.  Then  there 
was  the  stealing  of  Mr.  O'Brien's  clothes 
— was  that  worthy  of  a  ''strong"  Go- 
vernment; was  that  the  act  of  a 
''  strong  "  Government ;  was  that  the 
act  of  a  Gkivemment  that  expected  to 
rule  Ireland  according  to  the  wishes  of 
the  British  people?      He  would  also 

Soint  out  that  after  the  hon.  Member  for 
outh  Galway's  (Mr.  Sheehy's)  term  as 
an  ordinary  prisoner  expired,  he  was  not 
treated  at  once  as  a  nrst-class  misde- 
meanant. That  meUiod  of  persecuting, 
political  opponents  was  a  disgrace  to  a 
free  country.  The  recent  decision  in  the 
Gourt  of  Exchequer  was  a  fine  slap  at 
the  Goercion  Party,  and  as  they  went 
along  one  blow  would  succeed  another 
until  eventually  the  Government  would 
fall,  as  much  stronger  Governments  had 
done.  The  Government  did  not  repre- 
sent the  British  people.  They  had 
ceased  to  represent  the  majority  of  the 
British  people,  and  he  believed  that  if 
an  Election  took  place  at  present  they 
would  find  themselves  in  a  miserable 
minority.  Their  career  was  marked  by 
blunders  throughout  —  blunders  were 
succeeding  each  other  in  such  rapid 
succession  that  ere  long  they  were  bound 
to  lead  to  the  destruction  of  the  Ad- 


ministration.  The  Irish  people  and 
their  Representatives  had  defeated 
stronger  Irish  (Governments  than  the 
present.  They  had  defeated  that  of 
Mr,  Forster,  for  instance,  and  as  surely 
as  they  had  defeated  that,  so  would  they 
defeat  the  present  Government.  The 
policy  of  coercion  was  doomed  to  failure. 
The  people  of  Great  Britain  were  be* 
coming  so  educated  against  it,  tha^  bo 
doubt  they  would  soon  hurl  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers  from  power  and 
bring  oack  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  It  was 
time  there  should  be  some  clear  state- 
ment from  the  Government  Benches 
with  regard  to  their  policy.  Up  to  now 
only  the  lamest  defence  of  their  action 
had  been  given ;  and  he  hoped  that 
before  the  House  adjourned  to-night, 
without  waiting  for  a  specific  Amend- 
ment, they  would  candidly  say  all  they 
had  to  say  for  a  policy  which  h^d  done 
more  todisoredit  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  than  anything  which  had 
occurred  in  that  country  in  recent  years. 
Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  said, 
that  the  Land  Bill  of  the  (Government 
had  proved  far  from  satisfactory,  owing 
chiefly,  possibly  entirely,  to  the  fact  that 
the  Government  refused  to  take  advice 
from  the  Representatives  of  the  Irish 
people,  but  insisted  on  following  a  policy 
which,  they  were  told,  could  by  no  means 
satisfy  the  legitimate  demands  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  He  himself  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Seore* 
tary,  instead  of  making  the  reductions  of 
rent  depend  upon  comparison  of  prices 
of  various  years  with  1887,  to  make 
them  depend  upon  a  comparison  of  the 
prices  of  1886,  and  he  did  so  for  two 
reasons.  He  pointed  out  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  decisions  of  the 
Land  Oommissioners  to  be  made  known 
until  the  close  of  the  year  1887,  and  that 
would  cause  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty 
among  the  Irish  tenants.  He  was  told 
by  the  then  Solicitor  General  that  the 
Land  Oommissioners  were  already  pre- 
paring the  scheduled  prices,  and  that 
there  was  no  necessity  to  wait  till  the 
close  of  the  year  1887,  because  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  months  had  elapsed  for 
them  to  arrive  at  the  prices  for  the  year 
1887.  What  was  the  result  ?  The 
Land  Oommissioners,  when  they  exa- 
mined the  Act  of  ParUament  which  they 
had  to  administer,  decided  that  they 
were  bound  by  the  provisions  of  that 
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Act  to  wait  till  the  year  1887  was  com- 
pleted, consequently  it  was  close  on 
Christmas  before  their  decisions  became 
known.  He  must  also  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  three  Ohief  Oommis- 
fiioners  did  not  agree  on  their  recent 
schedule  of  reduction.  Judge  O'Hagan 
did  not  agree  with  his  colleagues,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  under  the  Act  the 
Oommissioners  had  a  certain  amount  of 
discretion ;  but  the  other  two  Oommis- 
sioners held  otherwise,  and  contended 
that  the  reductions  in  rent  were  to  be 
identical  with  the  fall  in  prices.  He 
found  in  a  large  number  of  cases  that 
the  result  of  that  hard-and-fast  rule 
was  that  as  regarded  rents  fixed  in  1 885 
they  gave  no  reductions  at  all,  which 
meant  that  the  Oommissioners  con- 
sidered there  had  been  in  these  districts 
no  difiPerences  in  the  prices  in  1885  and 
1887.  He  was  bound  to  say  he  did  not 
believe  that.  More  than  that,  he  be- 
lieved that  in  some  of  these  districts  the 
prices  in  1887  were  higher  than  in  1885  ; 
and  if  the  Oommissioners  had  the 
courage  of  their  opinions  they  were 
botmd,  if  they  did  anything  according 
to  the  hard-and-fast  line,  to  actually 
raise  the  rent  in  certain  districts ;  and  as 
they  did  not  do  that,  he  believed  that 
the  schedule  was  not  an  honest  one.  He 
maintained  by  the  Land  Act  of  last  year 
it  was  impossible  to  do  justice  to  the 
tenants,  because  that  Act  gave  the  land- 
lord £90  out  of  the  £100.  Of  the 
boasted  success  of  the  Ooercion  Act  the 
result  had  been  to  intensify  the  national 
feeling  in  Ireland,  and  English  sym- 
pathy with  that  country.  Even  though 
a  Hesident  Magistrate  might  not  be  dis- 
missed, if  failing  to  do  the  bidding  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  there  were  other 
ways  of  punishing  him,  such  as  remov- 
ing him  and  his  family  to  another  part 
of  the  country  at  his  own  expense,  as 
occurred  in  the  case  of  Mr.  j^kelly, 
because  he  had  the  independence  at  a 
Crimes  Court  in  Olare  to  decline,  con- 
trary to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Boche,  to 
sentence  a  man  to  more  than  a  month's 
imprisonment.  With  reference  to  the 
difference  in  treatment  while  in  prison 
of  his  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan 
and  Mr.  T.  0.  Harrington)  together  with 
Mr.  Alderman  Hooper,  he  defied  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  give  one  particle  of 
reason  for  that  difference,  except  the  one 
fact  that  they  were  tried  by  different 
tribunals.    The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 

VOL.  OOOXXII.    [thibd  skbies.] 


had  been  tried  by  a  gentleman  who  held 
his  appointmeot  for  life.  fMr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub  dissented.]  The  Ohief  Divi- 
sional Police  l^lagistrate  of  Dublin  was 
in  that  position.  [Mr.*  A.  J.  Balfour 
again  dissented.]  He  would  be  glad  to 
have  a  definite  statement  on  the  subject 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
(Mr.  Mahony)  still  believed  that  the 
Ohief  Police  Magistrate  held  his  o£Glce 
on  a  perfectly  different  tenure  from  that 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates,  and  that 
accounted  for  his  ordering  the  Lord 
Mayor  to  be  treated  with  a  certain 
amount  of  decency.  If  their  positions 
were  not  different,  he  would  like  to 
know  how  it  was  that  it  required  only 
one  Police  Magistrate  to  deal  with  such 
cases  whereas  it  needed  two  Resident 
Magistrates?  They  were  accused  of 
misrepresentation,  yet  in  a  leaflet  of  the 
National  Union,  a  Tory  organization 
whose  o£Glce  was  near  the  House,  words 
had  been  inserted  into  a  letter  of  the 
parish  priest  of  Glenbeigh  which  made 
him  state  that  the  tenants  were  slaves 
of  the  Land  League,  whereas  he  in- 
tended to  convey  that  they  were  slaves 
of  the  landlord.  He  (Mr.  Mahony) 
characterized  that  as  the  most  base 
and  the  lowest  and  vilest  act  of  mis- 
representation that  he  had  ever  come 
across.  He  thought  it  was  a  pretty  clear 
case  of  the  kind  of  misrepresentation 
which  they  had  to  meet  with  in  going 
about  England.  Hon.  GFentlemen  op- 
posite seemed  inclined  to  congratulate 
themselves  on  the  effect  of  the  Ooercion 
Act  in  Ireland.  What  had  that  effect 
been  ?  Could  the  Government  point  to 
one  single  instance  in  which  the  tenants, 
when  they  had  combined  together  as 
they  had  been  forced  to  do  by  the  fact 
that  Parliament  had  refused  to  pass 
laws  to  remedy  their  grievances,  had 
had  their  combination  broken  up  by  the 
Coercion  Act  ?  They  could  not.  Many 
Members  of  the  House  were  horrified 
last  Session  by  the  cruelties  which  were 
perpetrated  at  Bodyke  in  the  name  of 
the  law.  Yast  sums  of  money  had  been 
spent  in  protecting  the  landlords,  and 
what  had  been  the  consequence  of  it  all  ? 
What  had  even  the  landlord  gained  by 
this  policy  ?  He  had  gained  this — he 
had  obtained  worse  terms  now  than  he 
would  have  got  six  months  ago.  The 
tenants  were  all  reinstated  in  their 
homes.  What  had  the  Marquess  of 
Ely  gained  by  his  policy  when  he  set 
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foot  in  Ireland  for  the  first  time  in 
10  years?  Why,  he  had  given  his 
tenants  a  larger  reduction  than  they 
asked  for  under  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
What  was  gained  by  this  policy  in 
Gweedore,  where  those  evictions  were 
carried  out  last  autumn  ?  The  landlord 
had  given  way  and  the  men  were  back 
in  their  homes — the  landlord  had  agreed 
to  their  demands.  He  (Mr.  Mahony) 
knew  something  about  this  district  of 
Gweedore.  It  had  been  brought  again 
prominently  before  the  public  in  a  very 
painful  manner.  In  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  man 
of  nobler  mind — a  man  who  was  more 
truly  devoted  to  the  interests  of  his 
people  than  Father  MTadden.  He 
lived  in  one  of  the  poorest  districts  of 
Donegal ;  not  one  of  the  men  he  lived 
amongst  could  have  taken  advantage  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  had  not  Father 
M'Fadden  undertaken  to  make  all  the 
arrangements  for  the  applications  and 
served  all  the  notices  himself.  What  was 
the  reward  he  had  got  for  trying  to  induce 
these  people  to  look  to  the  law  for  their 

Erotection  ?  He  had  been  sentenced  to 
e  imprisoned  in  one  of  the  gaols  of  the 
country  as  a  common  criminal.  He  (Mr. 
Mahony)  did  not  know  whether  the 
letter  which  had  been  written  to  The 
Fall  Mall  OazeUe,  signed  by  Mr.  Harper 
Nixon,  had  anything  to  do  with  that. 
He  knew  Mr.  Harper  Nixon's  property, 
and  what  was  it?— a  few  patches  of 
bog  scattered  amongst  the  rocks  of  the 
seashore.  These  patches  of  bog  had 
been  reclaimed  by  the  unfortunate  ten- 
antry. The  tenantry  asked  for  a  reduction 
of  rent  owing  to  the  terrible  fall  in  prices 
and  their  utter  inability  to  pay.  He 
had  refused  to  accede  to  their  demand, 
and  they  had  told  him  that  unless  he 
gave  them  a  reduction  they  would  not 
pay  him,  and  then  he  had  written  that 
letter  to  the  papers.  He  (Mr.  Mahony) 
could  not  give  correctly  the  words  of  the 
letter,  but  the  effect  of  it  was  that  Mr. 
Harper  Nixon  declared  his  determina- 
tion to  clear  the  district  of  its  inhabi- 
tants. He  declared  that  he  would  not 
accept  99  per  cent  and  costs.  It  was 
not  because  he  wanted  money.  He 
said  he  had  ample  means,  and  intended 
to  lay  by  a  certain  sum  of  money  each 
*year  in  order  to  get  the  land  back — the 
land  that  he  had  let  in  a  state  of  barren- 
ness, and  that  the  tenantry  had  made 
worth  a  certain  amount  of  money  by 
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their  own  industry  and  labour.    This 
gentleman  was  goin^   to   turn   these 
wretched  people  adnft  on  the  world, 
not  because  he  wanted  money,  but  be- 
cause he  wanted  to  gratify  his  vengeance. 
Was  it  to  enable  him  to  gratify  his 
vengeance  that  the  Government  were 
sending  up  troops  to  Gweedore  ?    Were 
they  desirous  of  supporting  an  infamous 
deed  like  that  ?    If  that  was  the  work 
the  British  Government  were  going  to 
send  British  troops  to  do,  he  thought 
the  country  would  searcely  support  their 
action.    The  Government  might  be  satis- 
fied with  the  result  of  their  Coercion 
Act  in  Ireland.    The  Irish  people  were 
abundantly  satisfied  with  it.    They  were 
more  than  satisfied,  because,  although 
there  was  a  dark  side  of  the  pioture, 
there  was  also  a  very  bright  one.    They 
had  the  bright  side  the  other  day.     A 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  were 
received  with  enthusiasm  by  the  Irish 
)eople.    These  Gentlemen  came  to  Ire- 
and  bringing  a  message  of  peace  and 
good-will  to  the  Irish  people,  and  the 
Irish  people  showed  how  thoroughly 
and  heartily  and  truly  they  reciprocated 
those  feelings.    Yes ;  no  matter  how 
vigorously,    no     matter     with     what 
'*  bravery"   the   Chief   Secretary   for 
Ireland  might  carry  out  his  policy,  he 
could  not  stop  the  current  of  the  noble 
and  glorious  work  that  was  going  on  at 
the  present  time.     It  was  beyond  his 
power.    They  might  as  well  try  to  stop 
the  waves  of  the  ocean.     The  peo^de 
had  been  brought  face  to  face;  they 
had  met  one  other,  and  the  Nationalist 
and  Liberal  Parties  were  doing  what 
the  Government  never  could  do,  even  if 
they  continued  their  present  policy  for 
10,000  years.     They  were  forming  a 
real  union  between  the  English  and  the 
Irish    people.      Suppose    the    present 
Government  did  remain  in  power  for  a 
few  short  years,   and  cany  out  their 
policy  to  the  uttermost,  and  crush  Ire- 
land under  the  iron  heel  of  coercion, 
what  then  ?    Could  their  policy  extend 
a  yard  beyond  the  shores  of  Ireland  f 
No ;  it  was  limited  by  a  hard-and-fast 
line,  which  the  Government  could  never 
go    beyond.    But  the   policy    of    the 
Liberal  Party,  appealing  to  the  hearts 
of  the  Irish  people,  appealing  to  them 
with    deep   human   sympathy,  was  a 
thing  which  was  bounded  by  no  ocean 
and  Dounded  by  no  shores.    It  could 
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speed  its  way  even  across  the  wide 
Atlantic,  and  reach  the  Greater  Ireland 
on  the  Continent  of  America — it  would 
not  only  give  them  a  peaceful  Ireland  to 
look  towards,  but  a  friendly  (Greater  Ire- 
land on  the  vast  Oontinent  of  America. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Mundella^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Hoase  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
fliter  Twelve  o  clock. 


HOUSE     OP     L0ED8, 
Friday,  10/A  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.] — Sblbot  Gommittbb  —  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  and  Office  of 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Kod, 
appointed  and  nominated. 

PuBLio  Bills  —  First  Beading  —  Cathedral 
ChnrcheB  *  (2) ;  Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and 
Services*  (3);  Law  of  Distress  Amendment* 
U) ;  County  Courts  Consolidation  *  (5) ; 
Copyhold  Acts  Amendment  *  (G) ;  Trust 
Companies  *  (7). 

HEB  MAJESTY'S  MOST  IGEACIOUS 
SPEECH— THE  DEBATE  ON  THE 
ADDRESS. 

FEBBOKAL   STATEMENT. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  desire  to  re-open  the  debate  of 
last  night ;  but  I  wish  to  clear  up  one 
or  two  matters  of  personal  importanoe  to 
myself.  Nothing  can  be  worse  to  a 
public  man  than  to  be  accused  of  in- 
dulging in  inaccurate  statements  without 
foundation.  The  noble  Marquess  yes- 
terday said  that  my  quotation  of  his 
remarks  did  not  bear  even  the  most 
fantastic  resembUnce— -* 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY or  STATE  foe  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bttby)  :  What  I  said  was — ''  did  not 
bear  any  but  the  most  fantastic  resem- 
blance.'' 

Eaei,  GRANVILLE :  Well,  that  is  a 
serious  charge  of  which  I  wish  to  dear 
myself;  and  while  I  do  so  I  wish  in  the 
most  complete  manner  to  accept  any  de- 
claration of  the  noble  Marquess  as  to 
anything  he  has  said,  for  I  know  that 
eyen  the  ablest  reporters  are  not  in- 
fallible.   I  am  also  bound  to  say  that 


he  is  more  likely  to  be  well-informed  as 
to  what  Prince  Bismarck  has  said,  and 
also  he  may  be  better  acquainted  with 
what  his  Oolleague  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  has  said,  than  I  am;  but  I 
can  only  say  that  I  quoted  yesterday 
from  reports  published,  and  I  believe 
it  has  generally  been  the  practice  of 
those  who  are  not  in  Office  to  do  so 
when  allusion  is  made  to  any  speech 
deliyered  by  Ministers.  With  regard  to 
Prince  Bismarck,  the  noble  Marquess 
was  good  enough  to  say  that  he  was  able 
to  defend  himself.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
of  that  fact,  except  on  one  condition  only, 
and  that  is  that  someone  must  attack 
him.  Now,  I  never  attacked  Prince 
Bismarck,  nor  had  I  the  slightest  in- 
tention of  doing  so  ;  my  observations 
were  limited  to  the  noble  Marquess  him- 
self.   I  will  read  what  I  said — 

"  Our  negotiators  were  so  modest  that  they 
abdicated  the  care  of  the  negotiations,  and 
placed  themselves  unreseryedlv  into  the  hands 
of  the  ablest  and  most  powerial  diplomatist  of 
Europe.  The  choice  was  excellent;  but,  un« 
fortunately,  he  announced  himself  the  Pleni^ 
potentiary  of  Russia,  and  in  that  capacity  ad- 
vocated and  obtained  for  her  every  object  she 
desired." 

I  am  bound  to  say  I  have  no  authority 
but  what  appears  in  the  message  of 
The  Times  Correspondent  from  Berlin, 
the  general  accuracy  of  which  is  con- 
firmed in  the  next  day's  message.  The 
Correspondent,  in  his  own  words,  states 
that  the  Chancellor  said  he  almost  tried 
to  act  as  if  he  had  been  the  fourth 
Plenipotentiary  of  Bussia ;  and  he  then 
quotes — 

'*Nay»  I  can  almost  say  the  third,  for  I 
could  not  look  upon  Prince  Gortchakoff  as  an 
advocate  of  the  Bussian  policy  as  it  was  then 
represented  by  its  real  champion,  Count  Schou* 
valoff.  During  the  whole  Congress  there  came 
to  my  knowledge  no  Bussian  wish  which  I  did 
not  advocate  and  even  carry  through,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  trust  reposed  in  me  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield." 

I  think  that  with  this  information  re- 
specting a  remarkable  speech,  the  re- 
port of  which  is  uncontradicted,  I  was 
perfectly  entitled  to  make  the  observa- 
tions I  made  without  being  charged 
with  haying  given  a  version  which  only 
bore  a  fantastic  resemblance  to  what 
was  said.  I  now  come  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  What  I  said 
was — 

*<The  Chief  Secretary  with  great  candour 
had  acknowledged  tiiat  there  had  been  an 
alliance   between  the  Conservatives  and  the 
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Parnellites.  He  defended  it  on  iAte  ground 
that  it  was  casual,  and  had  only  lasted  a  short 
time." 

I  will  now  quote  in  full  from  the  report 
in  The  Times  a  passage  from  the  speech 
which  Mr.  Balfour  made  at  Manchester 
on  December  15.    He  said — 

"  The  truth  is  that  there  is  a  vital  and  essen- 
tial difference  between  the  temporary  and  casual 
alliance,  the  temporary  and  imperfect  co-ope- 
ration, which  occurred  in  1885  between  the 
Tory  and  the  Irish  Parties  and  the  complete 
fusion  and  identification  of  interests  which  has 
now  occurred  between  the  Radicals  and  the 
same  Irish  Party." 

There  may  be  room  for  argument  one 
way  or  the  other  as  to  the  meaning  of 
that  passage ;  but  it  certainly  justifies 
my  saying  that  Mr.  Balfour  at  that  time 
had  acknowledged  that  there  had  been 
an  alliance,  although  he  qualified  it  by 
saying  that  it  had  been  only  temporary 
and  casual.  The  remark  I  reluctantly 
made  on  another  point  was  that  a  sug- 
gestion had  come  from  the  Frimo  Mi- 
nister that  a  great  majority  of  the  Oon- 
serratiTe  Party  would  prefer  not  to  hold 
conversation  with  Mr.  Gladstone.  I  have 
looked  back,  and  I  find  from  The  Times 
report  that  what  the  noble  Marquess 
said  was  this — 

*<  My  impression  is  that  the  great  majority 
of  Conserratives  would  rather  not  have  a  con- 
versation with  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  if  they 
could  avoid  it." 

The  report  in  The  Daily  Telegraph  was 
the  same.  The  report  in  The  Daily 
Chronicle  was — 

«  My  impression  is  that  the  majority  of  the 
Ck>nservatives  would  rather  not  have  a  conver- 
sation with  him.*' 

The  report  in  The  Standard  was  the 
same.  I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships  to 
say  whether  it  is  correct  to  state  that 
what  I  said  had  only  a  fantastic  resem- 
blance to  the  original ;  but  I  will  entirely 
accept  any  repudiation  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  I  feel,  however,  I  have  not 
been  guilty  of  any  offence  to  your  Lord* 
ships'  House  in  what  I  said  last  evening, 
and  how  the  noble  Marquess  can  say 
that  the  words  I  had  founded  on  these 
reports  bear  only  a  fantastic  resemblance 
to  them  passes  my  imagination. 

Thb  Makqubss  op  SALISBURY: 
I  am  afraid  I  must  adhere  to  my  inter- 
pretation of  the  reference  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  to  the  speech  of  Prince  Bis- 
marck. I  have  not  got  the  original  re- 
port of  his  speech  here,  as  I  was  not 
aware  the  noble  Earl  intended  to  refer 
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to  the  matter ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
words  he  has  quoted,  even  from  the 
summary  report,  contain  the  meaning 
which  his  own  language  appears  to 
attribute  to  them.  He  said  that  Prince 
Bismarck  advocated  and  obtained  for 
Bussia  every  siogle  object  she  desired. 
But  what  Prince  Bismarck,  as  I  under- 
stand, said  was  that  anything  brought 
to  his  knowledge  during  the  negotia- 
tions at  the  Conference  he  obtiiined  for 
Russia.    That  is  quite  a  different  thing. 

Eabl  QRANYILLE  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  is  stating 
what  he  imagines  to  be  the  case  or  is 
speaking  from  information  he  pos- 
sesses. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  am  speaking  from  what  the  noble  Earl 
himself  said  last  night  and  to-night, 
and  I  maintain  that  what  he  has  quoted 
to-night  as  Prince  Bismarck's  statement 
is  not  what  he  said  last  night,  and  the 
difference  is  material.  The  impression 
conveyed  by  the  noble  Earl  in  his  speech 
last  night  was  that  Lord  Beaoonsfield 
had  obtained  no  object  of  English  policy, 
but  that  Prince  Bismarck  obtained 
everything  Russia  desired.  That  is 
not  supported  by  any  fair  construction 
of  the  words  actually  used  by  Prince 
Bismarck.  I  may  say  the  same  with 
respect  to  other  quotations.  With  re- 
spect to  the  quotation  the  noble  Earl  has 
made  from  my  right  hon.  Relative  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  to  the 
alliance  which  was  said  to  have  existed 
between  the  Conservatives  and  the  Par- 
nellite  Party,  the  noble  Earl  left  out  the 
words  "  imperfect  co-operation."  If  he 
will  read  the  whole  passage  he  will  see  it 
was  something  very  different  from  ''tem- 
porary and  casual "  alliance  on  which 
Mr.  Balfour  rested  his  defence.  With 
regard  to  the  quotations  which  the  noblo 
Earl  did  me  the  honour  to  make  from 
my  speeches,  he  does  not  seem  in  his 
explanations  to  have  exhausted  the 
number  of  quotations.  For  instance,  I 
see  the  noble  Earl  stated  that  I  had  said 
in  Lancashire  ''that  nothing  but  a 
direct  Vote  of  Censure  would  turn  the 
Government  out  of  Office."  I  beg  to 
meet  that  statement  with  a  most  absolute 
contradiction.  Those  words  were  not 
the  words  I  used,  and  I  defy  the  noble 
Earl  to  find  any  report  in  which  those 
words  occur.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  I 
had  stated  that  no  legal  provision  could 
prevent  the  practice  of  Roycotting.     I 
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Dovor  said  such  a  thing,  although  I  said 
there  were  certain  forms  of  Bojcotting, 
Buoh  as  leaving  church  upon  the  entrance 
of  certain  persons,  which  law  could  not 
deid  with.  But  what  the  noble  Earl 
said  is  absolutely  at  variance  with  the 
fact,  and  it  only  showed  that  the  noble 
Earl  relied  on  his  memory  when  he  said 
that  the  previous  opinion  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  that  no  legal  provision 
could  prevent  the  practice  of  '' Boycott- 
ing."   Again,  the  noble  Earl  said — 

**  The  Qovernment  of  the  noble  Marquess 
declined  to  introdace  any  represaivo  measure, 
but  they  did  not  say  it  was  for  want  of  time." 

I  said  again  and  again  it  was  for  want 
of  time ;  and  I  cannot  conceive  where 
he  got  the  idea  that  I  did  not  say  so. 
It  is  true  that  other  grounds  were 
mentioned  by  myself  and  by  others ;  but 
want  of  time  was  the  ground  which  we 
alleged  and  dwelt  on  again  and  again ; 
and  if  this  were  a  fitting  opportunity  I 
could  show  that  we  dwelt  upon  it  with 
very  great  reason.  I  now  come  to  the 
question  of  the  Boycotting  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. The  noble  Earl  used  in  this  House 
a  very  ambiguous  phrase.  He  said  I 
was  guilty  of  a  "suggestion"  of  pure 
and  simple  Boycotting.  The  word 
*^ suggestion"  is  a  word  with  a  very 
common  meaning,  and  one  that  is 
very  rare.  It  is  generally  used  to  in- 
dicate a  mitigated  sort  of  advice  put  into 
a  man's  head  ;  and  sometimes  it  is 
used,  especially  in  Oourts  of  Law,  for 
indicating  a  fact.  I  presume,  by  the 
light  of  the  noble  Earl's  present  ex- 
planation, that  it  was  in  the  latter 
sense  he  intended  to  use  it.  I  under- 
stood the  noble  Earl  to  accuse  me  of  ad- 
vising the  Boycotting  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. I  can  only  say  that  if  he  did 
accuse  me  of  any  such  thing,  there  is 
not  the  most  fantastic  resemblance  to 
mch  a  suggestion  in  the  speech  I 
actually  made.  What  I  said  I  abide  by. 
I  said  Mr.  Gladstone  was  guilty  of  a 
most  unjustifiable  act  in  stating  to  a 
correspondent  that  the  Tories  in  private 
said  that  they  expect  that  some  measure 
of  Home  Bule  must  be  passed.  I  said 
it  was  unjustifiable,  first,  because  it  was 
not  true;  and,  secondly,  because  it  sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Gladstone  had  means 
of  knowing  what  the  Tories  said. 
To  show  that  Mr.  Gladstone  had  no 
means  of  knowing  what  the  Tories 
said,  I  mentioned  the  undoubted  fact  that 
on  such  subjects  they  would  bQ  very 


sparing  in  their  conversation  with  him. 
I  believe,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the 
Party,  as  a  whole,  would  be  sparing  in 
conversation  with  him  in  the  present  ex- 
cited state  of  feeling.  They  may  be 
right  or  wrong.  But  their  views  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  conduct  are  not  those  which 
are  attached  to  the  errors  which  an 
ordinary  statesman  may  make.  But  let 
that  pass ;  at  all  events,  upon  that  sub- 
ject they  certainly  would  not  converse 
with  him.  I  maintain  that  that  fact 
supports  my  contention  that  he  was  not 
justified  in  attributing  to  the  Tories  that 
they  made  statements  in  private  incon- 
sistent with  their  public  utterances,  and 
which  he  could  not  possibly  have  known 
if  they  had  been  made. 

Thb  Ea&l  OF  KIMBEELET  said,  he 
must  express  regret  at  hearing  the  last 
portion  of  the  noble  Marquess's  state- 
ment. He  protested  with  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  against  the  doctrine 
which  had  been  laid  down.  Whatever 
might  be  his  own  opinions  in  regard  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's  political 
action,  he  would  not  object  to  holding 
conversation  with  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. However  strong  might  be  the 
feelings  of  public  men  in  respect  to 
public  questions,  it  was  on  every  ac- 
count extremely  desirable  that  they 
should  not  allow  their  political  ani- 
mosities to  pass  into  the  daily  relations 
of  life. 

The  Mabqusss  ov  SALISBUEY  :  I 
spoke  as  to  a  fact  I  observed  with  re- 
spect to  others;  I  did  not  utter  a  word  to 
indicate  any  opinion  of  my  own  on  the 
subject. 

MALTA—THE  NEW  C0N8TITUTI0K— 
PAPERS  AND  CORRESPONDENCE. 

QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABE  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  recent 
Papers  and  Oorrespondence  relative  to 
the  new  Oonstitution  of  Malta  could  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  fob  the  COLONIES  (The  Earl 
of  Onslow)  said,  that  a  Oonstitution  had 
been  recently  granted  to  Malta,  and  a 
Eoyal  Oommission  had  been  sent  out  to 
inquire  into  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Island  should  be  divided  into  dis- 
tricts, and,  if  so,  into  what  districts.  A 
telegram  had  been  received  that  the  Ee- 
port  on  the  subject  had  left  Malta  and 
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would  reach  them  rery  Bhortlj,  and 
when  printed  the  Report  would  be  laid 
on  the  Table  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  postpone  any  remarks  that  he  had 
to  make  on  that  subject  until  the  Report 
had  been  presented. 

ARMY— BESERVE   FORCES— TRANS- 
PORT  AND  FIELD  ARTILLERY. 

QUESTION.       OBSSBYATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  any  steps  were  being 
taken  to  proyide  transport  and  field 
artillery  for  the  Reserve  Forces,  said, 
that  since  he  had  been  a  Member  of  that 
House  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  on 
more  than  one  occasion  to  call  attention 
to  our  state  of  military  unpreparedness 
for  war,  more  especially  in  connection 
with  the  equipment,  transport,  and  artil- 
lery for  our  Reserve  Forces.  He  hoped 
that  the  organization  of  the  Army  would 
be  well  considered  by  the  Government, 
whatever  Party  was  in  Office ;  but  seven 
years  had  passed  before  anything  was 
done  to  satisfy  the  national  pride.  One 
could  not,  he  thought,  help  contrasting 
our  state  of  unpreparedness  at  home  with 
the  condition  of  matters  in  that  respect 
on  the  Oontinent.  Germany  could  bring 
into  the  field  at  once  2,000,000  of  men, 
fully  armed  and  equipped  with  all  the 
requisites  of  war,  and  within  21  days 
afterwards  they  could  call  out  a  further 
reserve  of  900,000  men,  equally  organ- 
ized, and  provided  with  all  the  necessaries 
for  war.  He  believed  that  France  and 
Russia  were  also  similarly  prepared.  As 
regarded  their  Reserve  Forces,  it  was 
ozily  last  year  that  any  movement  was 
made  in  their  better  organization,  and 
then  a  Yote  was  taken  for  only  80  guns, 
which  was  exactly  one-fifth  of  the 
number  that  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment had  stated  publicly,  with  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  be 
the  number  necessary  for  the  proper 
arming  of  our  Reserve  Forces.  Nothing 
at  all  had  been  done  with  reference  to 
transport.  It  was  rumoured  that  the 
Government  were  directing  their  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  transport,  and  he 
hoped  that  they  would  state  what  they 
proposed  to  do  in  that  matter.  In  Scot- 
land they  were  much  excited  on  the 
subject  of  national  defence,  because  it 
had  come  out  that  under  a  plan  which 
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had  been  excogitated  in  the  Intelligence 
Department  in  regard  to  mobilization  all 
theRegular  troops  were  to  be  taken  from 
Scotland,  and  that  Scotland  would  have 
entirely  to  depend  upon  the  Reserve 
Forces.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Return 
containing  the  replies  to  a  printed  form 
relating  to  his  county  (Haddingtonshire), 
asking  the  farmers  what  number  of 
horses  they  had  which  would  be  avail- 
able for  war,  and  also  for  drill  purposes 
in  time  of  peace,  and  likewise  the 
number  of  carts  that  would  be  available 
for  transport.  Having  obtained  that 
information,  he  hoped  that  the  (Govern- 
ment would  do  the  same  thing  in  the 
case  of  all  the  other  counties  of  Scot- 
land and  England.  The  tenantry  of  his 
county  were  fuUy  alive  to  the  patriotic 
efforts  which  ought  to  be  made  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  State  in  those  matters. 
They  had  in  that  Return  over  800  horses, 
80  carts,  and  70  drivers.  If  farmers 
were  expected  to  come  forward  readily 
and  offer  their  horses  for  that  purpose, 
they  ought  to  be  perfectly  assured  that 
they  would  be  fully  compensated  for 
accidents  or  iniuries  sustained  in  that 
service  by  the  horses,  which  were  valu- 
able, averaging  somewhere  about  £50 
each.  Volunteer  field  artiUery  would 
be  most  useful  in  time  of  war.  They 
wanted  very  little  money,  but  a  great 
deal  of  organization,  to  put  those  men 
practically  and  efficiently  into  the  field. 
They  had  allowed  27  years  to  elapse 
without  establishing  such  an  organiza- 
tion— an  operation  which  the  existing 
state  of  Europe  required  that  they 
should  carry  out.  He  trusted,  in  con- 
clusion, that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  boldly  proceed  to  make  whatever 
preparations  were  necessary  to  render 
the  country  secure. 

Loud  TRURO  said,  he  was  sure  their 
Lordships  would  join  him  in  commend- 
ing the  efforts  of  the  noble  Earl,  who 
had  raised  the  question  in  promoting  the 
Volunteer  movement;  he  would,  how- 
ever, remind  their  Lordships  that  the 
Artillery  Volunteer  Force  was  not  en- 
tirely contemporaneous  with  the  rifle 
force.  The  Artillery  Force  sprang  into 
existence  a  year  or  more  after  the 
Volunteer  movement  had  been  consoli- 
dated ;  and  the  War  Office  Authorities 
had  naturally  had  great  difficulty  in 
deciding  what  kind  of  armament  should 
be  provided  for  the  Volunteer  Force.  He 
could  mention  several  cases  in  which 
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regiments  had  been  supplied  with  guns 
of  varying  calibre ;  and,  no  doubt,  this 
diversity  of  armament  was  to  a  great 
extent  advantageous,  because  it  caused 
the  regiments  to  learn  the  serving  of  all 
those  different  ffuns.  As  to  the  lighter 
20-pounder  field  guns  whidi  were  to  be 
granted,  he  had  been  informed  that 
those  guns  did  not  exceed  80  in  number, 
and  that  the  experts  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  20-pounder  gun  was 
not  so  valuable  as  the  12  or  15-pounder 
gun.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  authorities  had  abandoned 
all  idea  of  increasing  the  number  of 
20-pounder  guns;  and  whether,  sup- 
posing the  Yolunteer  Force  were  to  take 
the  field  to-morrow,  they  would  have  the 
service  guns  risquired  ?  It  would  be  a 
lamentable  condition  of  affairs  if  the 
Volunteer  Force  should  at  the  last 
moment  only  be  provided  with  the 
service  guns  with  which  they  had  to 
meet  the  enemy. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Foa  WAR  (Lord  HAaais)  said, 
he  had  entered  into  the  question  of 
arming  the  Yolunteer  Artillery  at  some 
length  last  year,  and  had  explained  the 
^ound  on  which  the  assistance  would 
be  g^ven  to  our  Artillery  Volunteers  to 
horse  those  guns.  He  might  say  that 
during  the  Recess  the  corps  had  been 
selected  to  which  were  to  be  issued  those 
field  batteries  of  position.  The  guns 
were  ready  and  waiting  for  issue,  and 
orders  had  been  sent  out  to  the  Volunteer 
Corps  in  question  to  demand  those  guu» 
and  equipments.  The  delay,  he  thought, 
had  principally  arisen  from  the  difficulty 
of  finding  the  requisite  store  accommo- 
dation, which  was  insisted  upon  by  the 
War  Office.  He  thought  the  noble 
Ijord  was  labouring  under  a  miscon- 
ception as  to  the  weight  of  the  gun  it 
was  proposed  to  issue  to  the  Volunteer 
Force.  He  believe  it  was  intended  that 
40-pounders  should  be  issued  up  to  the 
number  that  they  had,  and  that  then 
20-pounder8  would  be  brought  into  use. 
With  reference  to  the  lighter  or  12- 
pounder  field  guns  now  being  introduced 
into  the  Regular  Army,  he  thought  it 
obviously  necessary  that  they  should 
have  good  experience  of  that  gun  in  the 
Regular  Army  before  it  was  used  in  the 
Volunteer  Artillery.  It  was  not  at  all 
comparable  with  the  gun  to  be  issued 
to  the  Volunteer  Artillery  at  present. 
On  the  subject  of  regimental  transport, 


he  thought  the  noble  Earl  took  him  at  his 
word  last  year  when  he  stated  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  any  movement  in  the 
Volunteer  Forces  in  the  direction  of 
forming  a  field  transport  service.  He 
had  in  his  mind  at  the  time  the  fact  that 
there  was  one  experiment  going  on,  and 
that  he  did  not  see  any  attempt  being 
made  in  any  other  part  of  the  country  of 
the  same  character.  They  owed  a  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  noble  Earl  for  the 
interest  he  had  taken  in  the  Volunteer 
movoment|and  for  the  spirit  of  patriotism 
which  he  had  aroused  in  the  breasts  of 
all  Englishmen  in  support  of  that  move- 
ment. But  the  noble  Earl  was  evidently 
determined  not  to  rest  upon  his  oars, 
and  was  again  pushing  forward  in  the 
direction  of  field  transport  and  Volun- 
teer Artillery.  The  attempt  made  by 
Oolonel  Sir  William  Humphery,  com- 
manding the  1st  Volunteer  Battalion 
Hampshire  Regiment,  in  1885  to  provide 
transport  for  his  battalion  of  1,100 
strong  was  repeated  in  1886,  and  with 
such  success  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  decided  to  extend  the  ex- 
periment, not  indiscriminately,  but  with 
due  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
mobilization  scheme.  A  War  Office 
letter  was  being  sent  to  the  general 
officers  commanding  districts  directing 
them  to  select  battalions  not  allotted  to 
the  garrisons  of  fortresses  or  commercial 
ports.  Ten  battalions  were  to  be  selected, 
and  a  grant  of  £45  to  each,  in  lieu  of 
forage,  capitation,  and  camp  allowance, 
had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury.  This 
amount  was  based  on  the  experience 
gained  by  Sir  William  Humphery's  ex- 
periment. Beyond  the  grant  named  the 
organization  was  voluntary,  the  supply 
of  carts,  carters,  and  horses  being 
lent  by  neighbouring  owners.  The 
establishment,  acoordinff  to  the  strength 
of  the  selected  battalion,  had  been 
taken  from  a  modification  of  The 
Manual  far  Bepitnental  Transport  (/n- 
fantry),  1887.  There  was  good  reason  to 
anticipate  the  success  of  this  movement 
if  they  might  be  guided  by  the  impres- 
sion made  on  the  general  officer  com- 
manding that  district,  who  personally 
inspected  the  transport  of  the  Hamp- 
shire Regiment.    He  reported  that — 

**  During  the  maroh  of  14  miles  the  trans- 
port followed  olose  in  rear  of  the  battalion  in 
the  most  orderly  and  military  manner,  and 
there  was  no  straggling  or  falling  out.  During 
the  mid- day  halt  the  transport  was  regularly 


143 


Cathedral 


{LOfiDSj 


Ckurchet  Bill 


144 


parked  and  the  hones  were  watered  and  fed. 
On  arrival  at  the  camping  ground  the  battalion 
took  up  its  position  and  the  transport  filed  to 
the  allotted  ground  for  the  camp,  and  formed 
up  most  regularly.  The  camp  was  pitched  very 
quickly,  dinners  were  cooked,  and  in  an  hour 
the  camp  was  completely  ^formed  in  all  respects, 
the  whole  of  the  equipment  and  supplies  for 
over  800  men  haying  been  moved  by  the  Volun- 
teer regimental  transport  from  the  camp  near 
Basingstoke,  where  the  battalion  had  been 
under  canvas  for  six  davs.  Had  it  been  neces- 
sary the  battalion  could  have  marched  right 
away  to  any  part  of  the  country,  conveying  all 
its  equipment  and  stores  with  it,  without  re- 
quiring outside  assistance  of  any  sort,  beyond 
a  route  being  laid  down  and  authority  to  obtain 
rations  and  forage  en  route.*' 

The  noble  Earl  had  made  a  reference  to 
the  movement  taking  plaoe  in  Hadding- 
tonshire. In  these  favourable  drcum- 
stances,  the  Gbvemment  had  thought  it 
wise  to  be  prepared  for  a  future  exten- 
sion of  this  organization,  and  would 
invite  Yolunteer  Oorps,  according  to  a 
list  prepared  by  the  Mobilization  Com- 
mittee, to  keep  a  register  of  suitable 
transport  obtainable  under  like  condi- 
tions in  the  neighbourhood.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  considering 
the  point,  which  had  been  suggested  last 
year  by  the  Tactical  Society,  and  during 
that  year  His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Com- 
mander-in- Ohief  had  sanctioned  the 
issue  of  guns  of  position  to  the  Volun- 
teers, and  had  expressed  his  satisfac- 
tion with  the  march-past  of  one  of  the 
Worcester  Volunteer  Artillery  regi- 
ments which  he  had  personally  in- 
spected during  that  year.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  be  satisfied  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  neglecting  to  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  strengthen  the 
Force  in  which  he  took  so  much  interest. 
Thb  Eakl  of  WEMYSS  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  answered  one  very 
important  point  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. It  had  been  given  in  evidence 
before  the  Commission  which  had  sat  to 
consider  the  subject  of  our  national  de- 
fences that  if  an  enemy  could  succeed 
in  avoiding  our  Fleet  in  the  Channel, 
and  in  landing  a  force  of  150,000  or 
200,000  upon  our  coasts,  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  their  marching 
upon  and  taking  London.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  therefore,  that  steps 
should  be  taken  for  the  defence  of  tne 
country;  and,  therefore,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, having  already  done  much  good 
work,  were  prepared  to  go  on  in  the 
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same  line,  and  to  supply  the  Volunteer 
Artillery  with  the  proportion  of  guns 
which  Lord  Wolseley  and  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  had  stated  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  safety  of  the 
country  ?  His  own  impression  was  that 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Govern*' 
ment  of  the  day  should  have  the  courage 
of  their  opinions,  and  should  imitate 
the  example  set  by  Lord  Falmerston  by 
appealing  to  the  people,  and  asking  for 
a  loan  to  enable  them  to  provide  the 
country  with  sufficient  ships,  to  supply 
our  forces  with  the  necessary  arma- 
ments, and  to  defend  our  coaling  sta- 
tions and  our  home  ports.  Fortsmouth 
itself  was  not  at  this  moment  properly 
armed. 

Lord  H  AEEIS  said,  that  undoubtedly 
Her  .'Majesty's ^.Government  were  pre- 
pared to  extend  the  armaments  of  the 
Volunteer  Artillery  if  the  present  ex- 
periment proved  successful ;  but  he  must 
decline  to  pledge  the  Government  to 
further  expenditure  in  this  direction 
until  the  experiment  had  proved  suc- 
cessful. 


OFFIOE  OF  THE  CLBRK  OF  THE  FAELIAMENTS 
AND  OFFICE  OF  THE  OENTLEIIAK  USHER 
OF  THB  BLACK  BOD. 

Select  Oommitteo  appointed :  The  Lords  fol- 
lowing, with  the  Lora  Ohanoellor,  the  Lord 
Preflident,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  and  the 
Chairman  of  Oommittees,  were  named  of  the 
Oommittee : 


D.  Richmond. 
D.  Saint  Albans. 

D.  Bedford.' 
M.  Salisbury.' 
M.  Bath. 

E.  Mount  Edg- 

cumbe, 
(Ld.  Steward.) 
£.  Lathom: 

(Ld.  Chamberlain.) 
E.  Devon. 
£.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Bolmore. 
E.  Harrowby. 
E.  Bradford. 


E.  Beauchamp. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Granville: 
E.  Kimberley. 
E.  Sydney. 
E.  de  Montalt. 
y.  Harding«. 
V.  Eversle^. 
V.  Oxenbndge: 
L.  Colchester. 
L.  Eer.    (If.  Lothian.) 
L.  Eintore. 
L.  Aveland.    {JB.  Kin- 
tore.) 
L.  Colville  of  Culross, 


The  Committee  to  meet  on  Thursday  next  at 
half  past  Three  o'clock : 

^  Leave  given  to  the  Committee  to  report  from 
time  to  time. 

CATHEDRAL  CHUBOHES  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  making  atatutea  respect- 
ing deans  and  chapters  and  cathedral  chunhea 
in  England,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto— Was  presented  by  The  Ijord  Bishop  of 
Carlisle ;  read  !•.    (No.  2.) 


145 


Trust 


{t'sBBUAST  10,  1^88}         Cow^aniu  BiU. 


14^ 


xbubo  oathedkal  fabric  akd  fiebyioss 

bill'  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  a  fund  for  the'  repair  and 
Berrices  of  tho  cathedral  church^^of  Tmro— 
"Was  pre9enUd  by  The  Lord  Stewiurd ;  read  1*. 
(No.  3.) 

LAW  OF  DISTRESS  AMlNDIfENT 
BILL  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of  diatruM  for  rent 
—  WtuB  presented  by  The  Lord  Henchell; 
read  1*.    (No.  4.) 

COUirrY    COTTBTS    CONSOLIDATION 
BILL  [n.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  Uie  (Tounty  Coorta  Acts 
— ^Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chancellor; 
read  1*.    (Ko.  5.) 

COPYHOLD  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bin  to  amend  the  Copyhold  Acts— Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  Hobhouse  ;  read  1*. 
(No.  6.) 

TBTX8T  COMPANIES  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  enable  incorporated  companies  to 
act  as  executors;  administrators,  and  trustees  ; 
and  in  other  fiduciary  capacities — Was  presented 
by  The  Lcvd  Hobhouse ;  read  l\    (No.  7.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  lOih  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writs  Issubd— Jbr  Edin- 
burgh Burgh  (West  Division),  v.  Thomas 
Rybum  BuSianan,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
stead;  for  York,  West  Biding,  Southern 
Part  (Doncaster  Division),  v.  Waiter  Shirley 
Shirley,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

8blect  Gommittbes — ^Public  Petitions,  appointed 
and  nominated;  Town  Holdings,  re'appointed. 

Public   Bili^s  —  Resolutions  in   Committee^ 
Ordered — Firtt  Beading^OsXtxA^  [7] ;  licens- 
ing Laws  *  [221 ;  Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto) 
(Ireland)*  [26j;    Sufiiragans'  Nomination* 
[36]. 

Ordered — jPirst  Beading — Land  Law  (Lreland) 
Acts  Amendment*  [11;  Marriage  with  a 
Deceased  Wife's  Sister  *  \2] ;  Public  Houses 
(Iz«]and)  (Saturday  Closing)  *  [3J;  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Betuming  Officers'  Ex- 
penses) (Scotland)  *  [4] ;  Agricultural  Tenants 
(Ireland)  Belief  *  [5]  ;  County  Government 
(Ireland)*  [6];  Early  Closing*  PS];  Small 
Holdings  *  [9] ;  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 


land)* [10]:  Parliamentary  Franchise  (Ex- 
tension to  Women)  *  [11];  Education  (Scot- 
land) Acts  Amendment  *  [12];  School  Fees 
g9'on-Paupers)  *  [13]:  JVletropolis  Local 
ovemment*  [14];  Municipal  Franchise 
(Ireland)*  [15];  Parliamentary  Elections* 
l2bel  liaw  Amendment  *  [17] ;   La- 


L16]; 
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urers'  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  *  [18] ; 
Tenure  of  Houses  in  Towns  (Ireland)  *  [19] : 
Justices  of  the  Peace*  [20];  Agricultural 
Labourers'  Holidays  (Scotland)  *  [21] ;  Na- 
tional School  Teachers  (Ireland)  *  [23]  ; 
Bills  of  Sale  Begistration  *  [24] ;  Employers' 
Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment*  [26]; 
Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland)  *  [27] ; 
Church  Sites  (Compulsory  Powers  Repeal)  * 
[28] ;  Bepresentation  of  the  People  Acts 
Amendment*  [29]:  University  Education 
(Ireland)*  [30] ;  Begistration  of  Firms* 
[31] ;  Fishery  Acte  Amendment  *  [32] ; 
Technical  Education  (Ireland)  *  [33]  ;  (ilebo 
Lands  Occupation*  [34];  Poinding  (Scot- 
land) *  [36] ;  Theatres  (Metropolis)  *  [37] ; 
Franchise  Extension  *  [38] ;  Turbary  (Ire- 
land) *  [39]  ;  School  Board  for  London 
(Pensions)*  [40];  Small  Debts  (Scotland)* 
[41];  Slavery  Law  CJonsolidation  *  [42]; 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland)*  [43];  Fairs 
and  Markete  (Ireland)  *  [44] ;  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Meetings  in  Schools)  *  [45]  ;  Port 
and  Harbour  Authorities  (Ireland)  *  [46] ; 
Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amendment* 
[47] ;  Churehes,  &c.  (Irehind)  (Sites)  *  [48] ; 
Bailway  and  Canal  Companies  Charges* 
[49];  Belfast  Government  *[50];  Friendly 
Societies  (Transmission  of  Money)*  [51]; 
Charities  (Bent- Charges)  *  [52]  ;  Technical 
Education*  [53];  School  Board  Elections 
(Scothind)*  [64] ;  Accumulations*  [55]; 
Deacons  (Church  of  England)  *  [56] ;  Whip- 
ping *  [57] ;  Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland) 
Acte  Amendment  *  [58] ;  Parliamentary  and 
Municipal  Elections  (Begistration)  *  [59]; 
Trees  (Irehind)  *  [60] ;  Intermediate  Edu- 
caUon  (Wales)*  [61];  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings* [62];  Limited  Ownen  (Scotland)* 
[63];  Charities  (Ireland)  Administntion* 
'64] ;  Jurors'  Detention  *  [65] ;  Soldien'  and 
kilon'  DisabiHties  Bemoval  *  [66];  SoUci- 
ters'  Annual  Certificate  (Duty  Bepeal)  *  [67] ; 
Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  *  [68] ;  Bepro- 
ductive  Loan  Fund  (Ireland)  Acte  Amend- 
ment* [69];  Parliamentary  Elections  (Be- 
tumicg  Officen'  Expenses)  *  [70]  ;  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
(No.  2)  *  [71] ;  Bailway  Companies  (Carriage 
of  Fish)  *  [72] ;  Friendly  Societies  Aot(1875) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  *  [73] ;  Leaseholders 
(Purohase  of  Fee  Simple)*  [74];  Herring 
Fishory  (Scotland)  *  [76] ;  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sunday*  [76];  Vaccina- 
tion *  [77] ;  School  Board  for  London  Elec- 
tion *  [78] ;  Advertisement  Bating  *  [79]  ; 


Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  *  [83] ;  Bailway 
Begulation*  [841;  Public  Houses,  Hours  oi 
Closing  (Scotland)  *  [85] ;  Sale  of  liquon 
on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment  * 
[86j;  Poor  Bates  Metropolis  *  [87] ;  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  (Local  Management, 
Ac)*  [88] ;   Saving   Life   at  Sea^   [89]; 
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QUESTIONS. 


tho  hon.  Baronet  dosired  would  thus  be 
obtained. 


INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)-INCBEA8E   OF 
THE  SALT  TAX. 

Si&  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  about  the  increase  of 
the  Salt  Tax  ? 

The  UNDEB  SEGBBTABY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Oobst)  (Ohatham) : 
On  the  24th  of  December  the  Viceroy 
reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
urgent  necessity  of  strengthening  the 
Bevenues  of  India,  with  a  view  to  meet- 
ing increased  charges  under  the  heads 
of  **  Army  in  Upper  Burmah,"  '*  Fron- 
tier Defences,"  and  <'  Exchange."  The 
Goyemment  of  India  was  unanimous  in 
urging  that,  in  addition  to  the  other 
measures  which  it  was  proposed  to  take, 
the  Salt  Tax  should  be  raised.  This 
proposal  receiyed  the  most  serious 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council,  with  a  view  especially  to  derise 
some  other  means  of  meeting  the  in- 
creased expenditure  than  by  raising  the 
Salt  Duty,  But  the  Council  was  unani- 
mous in  agreeing  with  the  Government 
of  India  on  the  absolute  necessity,  in  the 
financial  circumstances,  of  raising  the 
duty;  and  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
compelled  reluctantly  to  assent  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  of  India  on 
the  17th  of  January.  The  Salt  Duty 
has  accordingly  been  raised  from  two 
rupees  throughout  India  to  two  rupees 
eight  annas  per  maund ;  while  in  Bur- 
mah  it  has  been  raised  from  three  annas 
to  one  rupee.  So  far  as  we  have  infor- 
mation firom  India,  the  financial  mea- 
sures taken  have  been  favourably  re- 
ceived 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  asked,  whe- 
ther  the  Leader  of  the  House  could  give 
some  assurance  that  by  the  earlier  in- 
troduction of  the  Indian  Budget,  or  by 
some  other  means,  some  early  discussion 
of  this  subject  might  take  place  ? 

Ths  FIBST  LOBD  of  thu  TBBA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  a  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address  had  been 
given  which  would  raise  this  question, 
and  the  opportunity  for  discussion  which 


SPAIN -THE   MADRID   CONFERENCE. 

Sir  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  Cor 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  able  to  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  date  at  which 
the  Madrid  Oonference  will  meet,  the 
Powers  that  will  be  represented  at  it, 
and  the^^special  objects  for  which  it  is 
summoned  ? 

The  UNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbrgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  No,  Sir;  those  matters 
are  not  yet  settled. 

ATTENDANCE  IN   OOYXRNHENT 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  an  Order  in 
Council  or  a  Treasury  Minute  will 
shortly  be  issued  extending  the  time  of 
attendance  to  seven  hours  in  all  (Jovem- 
ment  Departments  from  the  beginning 
of  the  next  financial  year  ? 

TheCHANCELLOB  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosoheh)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir.  There  is 
no  intention  of  issuing  any  general  Order 
in  Council  or  Treasury  Minute  on  the 
subject.  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 
extendiDg  the  time  of  attendance  to 
seven  hours ;  and  I  have  been  able  to 
introduce  such  an  extension  in  some 
Offices  with  very  beneficial  results.  I 
have  sent  a  Circular  of  inquiry  on  the 
subject  to  all  Public  Departments ;  but 
I  recognize  that  the  introduction  of  any 
such  extension  must  be  gradual,  when 
and  where  favourable  opportunities 
present  themselves. 

SCOTLAND— DESTITUTION  IN  LEWIS. 

Db.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  any 
official  Beport  upon  the  destitution  pre- 
vailing in  Lewis  has  been  received  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland ;  and,  whether 
it  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said.  Papers 
would  immediately  be  laid  upon  the 
Table. 
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A  Motion  for  a  Select  Oommittee  to  in- 
quire into  the  laws  exieting  in  foreign 
countries  as  to  the  immigration  of  desti- 
tute aliens,  and  also  as  to  the  efEeot  of 
such  immigration  into  the  United  Elm^- 
dom,  was  on  the  Paper  last  Session,  m 
the  name  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Bow  Division  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Oaptain  Oolomb).  If 
he  will  place  a  Motion  for  a  Select 
Oommittee  on  the  Paper  again,  the 
GK>Ternment  will  assent  to  it. 


LAW  AND  POLICE— STREET  ROBBERIES 
IN  ST.  LUKE'S. 

Mn.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Seoretazy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  increase  of 
street  robberies  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Luke's;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  afiPord  the  necessary  protection 
of  the  parishioners  ? 

Thb  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr, 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Ohief  Commissioner  of 
Police  that  complaints  have  recently 
been  received  by  him  on  this  matter, 
and  they  are  now  being  inquired  into. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Commissioner 
will  do  all  that  is  necessary  for  the 
proper  protection  of  the  public. 

COUNTY    BOUNDARIES-REPORT     OF 
THE  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &o.)  asked 
tho  President  of  the  Local  Goremment 
Board,  When  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission on  County  Boundaries  will  be 
issued,  and  what  opportunities  will  be 
given  for  its  discussion  ? 

Tm  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Hitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  It  is 
not  in  my  power  to  say  when  the  Beport 
of  the  Commissioners  will  be  issued. 
The  inquiry  is  one  of  a  very  complicated 
character,  and  I  cannot  anticipate  an 
early  Beport.  It  is  not  possible  to 
make  any  engagement  as  to  its  dis- 
cussion in  the  meantime ;  but  I  can 
undertake  that  no  alterations  in  county 
boundaries  will  be  made  without  giving 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
them. 

IMMIGRATION  OP.  FOREIGN  PAUPERS 
INTO  ENGLAND— LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  HOWOBTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
the  Government  proposes  to  introduce 
a  Bill,  during  the  Session,  to  prevent 
the  immigration  of  foreign  paupenrlnto 
England  ? 

TsK  PBESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GO  VEBNMENT  BOABD  (Mr.  Eetchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (who  re- 
plied)  said :  The  Government  nave  had 
this  matter  under  consideration,  and 
they  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
before  legislation  is  attempted  further 
information  on  the  subject  is  required. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN 
BOUNDARY. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Afghan  boundary, 
as  set  out  in  conformity  with  the  terms 
of  the  Convention  of  last  year,  marks 
territory  the  possession  of  which  is 
guaranteed  to  the  Ameer  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  SEOBETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feroussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  demarcation  of  that 
boundary  did  not  extend  the  engage- 
ments of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Agreements  with  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan  have  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House. 

LOCAL   BANKRUPTCY    COURTS    (IRE- 
LAND)—LEGISLATION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  EWABT  (Belfast, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of  Local  Bankruptcy  Courts  in  Ire- 
land ? 

Thb  chief  SECBETABT(Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  of  the  kind  he  alludes  to ;  but, 
on  the  whole,  I  think  it  will  be  more 
convenient  to  introduce  it  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 

POST  OFPICE-RE-DIRECTION    OF 
LETTERS. 

Mb.  HOYtE-(LaBCashirej  QJ^  H«y-^ 
wood)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Felix  Joseph,  which  appeared 
in  27ii  Tim48  of  19th  NoTcmber,  1887 ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  in  tho  public  inte- 
rest, he  will  consider  tho  advisability  of 
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QUESTIONS. 


INDIA  (FINANCE,  &cO-INOREABE   OF 
THE  SALT  TAX. 

8i&  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  about  the  increase  of 
the  Salt  Tax  ? 

The  IJNDEB  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  JoHir  Gobbt)  (Chatham) : 
On  the  24th  of  December  the  Viceroy 
reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
urgent  necessity  of  strengthening  the 
Bevenues  of  India,  with  a  view  to  meet- 
ing increased  charges  under  the  heads 
of  "  Army  in  Upper  Burmah,"  **  Fron- 
tier Defences,"  and  '<  Exchange."  The 
Goyemment  of  India  was  unanimous  in 
urging  that,  in  addition  to  the  other 
measures  which  it  was  proposed  to  take, 
the  Salt  Tax  should  be  raised.  This 
proposal  received  the  most  serious 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council,  with  a  view  especially  to  deyise 
some  other  means  of  meeting  the  in- 
creased expenditure  than  by  raising  the 
Salt  Duty,  But  the  Council  was  unani- 
mous in  agreeing  with  the  Ooyemment 
of  India  on  the  absolute  necessity,  in  tiie 
financial  circumstances,  of  raising  the 
duty;  and  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
compelled  reluctantly  to  assent  to  the 
proposals  of  the  GoTemment  of  India  on 
the  17th  of  January.  The  Salt  Duty 
has  accordingly  been  raised  from  two 
rupees  throughout  India  to  two  rupees 
eight  annas  per  maund ;  while  in  fiur- 
mah  it  has  been  raised  from  three  annas 
to  one  rupee.  So  far  as  we  have  infor- 
mation from  India,  the  financial  mea- 
sures taken  have  been  favourably  re- 
ceived. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Leader  of  the  House  could  give 
some  assurance  that  by  the  earlier  in- 
troduction of  the  Indian  Budget,  or  by 
some  other  means,  some  early  discu*' ' 

'  this  subject  Plight  ^g]^^  TilAnAniy.     oF 

CONSTABLE  BLOY. 
Mb.  P10KEB8GILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
?hr  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case  of 
OonstaUe  Bloy,    of  the  Metropohtan 

Mr.  Hoyle 


the  hon.  Baronet  desired  would  thus  be 
obtained. 


SPAIN  — THE   MADRID   CONFERENCE. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  able  to  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  tiie  date  at  which 
the  Madrid  Conference  will  meet,  the 
Powers  that  will  be  represented  at  it, 
and  the^special  objects  for  which  it  is 
summoned  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fbbgussou)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  No,  Sir;  those  matters 
are  not  yet  settled. 

ATTENDANCE  IN   GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  an  Order  in 
Council  or  a  Treasury  Minute  will 
shortly  be  issued  extending  the  time  of 
attendance  to  seven  hours  in  all  Govern- 
ment Departments  from  the  beginning 
of  the  next  financial  year  f 

ThbCHANCELLOB  opthb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohek)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir.  There  is 
no  intention  of  issuing  any  general  Order 
in  Council  or  Treasury  Minute  on  the 
subject.  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 
extendiDg  the  time  of  attendance  to 
seven  hours ;  and  I  have  been  able  to 
introduce  such  an  extension  in  some 
Offices  with  very  beneficial  results.  I 
have  sent  a  Circular  of  inquiry  on  the 
subject  to  all  Public  Departments ;  bat 
I  recognize  that  the  intxx)duotion  of  any 
such  extension  must  be  gradual,  when 
and  where  favourable  opportunities 
present  themselves. 

SCOTLAND— DESTITUTION  IN  LEWIS. 

Db.  CAMEBON^^rrckuuaubjrtti^t     \ 
asked  the  uis  office  of  constable. 
ofl|Q?B:    SYDNEY   BUXTON:    Is  he 
transferred  temporarily  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Temporarily. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb:  Why  ? 

[No  reply.] 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS-ALLEGED  AGBBE- 

MBNTS  WITH  EUROPEAN  POWERS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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A  Motion  for  a  Select  Oommittee  to  in- 
quire into  the  laws  existing  in  foreign 
countries  as  to  the  immigration  of  desti- 
tute aliens,  and  also  as  to  the  effect  of 
suoh  immigration  into  the  United  King- 
dom, was  on  the  Paper  last  Session,  in 
the  name  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Bow  Division  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Oantain  Oolomb).  If 
he  will  place  a  Motion  for  a  Select 
Oommittee  on  the  Paper  again,  the 
Government  will  assent  to  it. 


LAW  AND  POLICE-STREET  ROBBERIES 
IN  ST.  LUKE'S. 

Mb.  J.  E0WLAND8  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  increase  of 
street  robberies  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Luke's;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  afford  the  necessary  protection 
of  the  parishioners  ? 

Thb  SEOEBTABY  op  STATE  (Mr, 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  that  complaints  have  recently 
been  received  by  him  on  this  matter, 
and  they  are  now  being  inquired  Jnto. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Commissioner 
will  do  all  that  is  necessary  for  the 
proper  protection  of  the  public. 

COUNTY    BOUNDARIES-REPORT     OF 
THE  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
tho  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  When  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission on  County  Boundaries  will  be 
issued,  and  what  opportunities  will  be 
given  for  its  discussion  ? 

Thb  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Kitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's):  It  is 
not  in  my  power  to  say  when  the  Beport 
of  the  Commissioners  will  be  issued. 
The  inquiry  is  one  of  a  very  complicated 
character,  and  I  cannot  anticipate  an 
early  Beport.  It  is  not  possible  to 
make  any  engagement  as  to  its  dis- 
cussion in  the  meantime;  but  I  can 
undertake  that  no  alterations  in  county 
boundaries  will  be  made  without  giving 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
them. 


IMMIGRATION  OF.  FOREIGN  PAUPERS 
INTO  ENGLAND— LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  HOWOBTH  (Salford,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 

tlr^  C*  ^^.  .  Ttf..:i!£J?08©fl  to  introduce 
and  30th  of  Novemuv*,  ^  uMvent 
December;  that  so  far  froLP'^T®?; 
bringing  to  the  notice  of  the  Beedf  ^ 
the  iwat  that  he  (Mr.  Snelling)  had  no 
religious  belief,  he  simply  claimed  to 
affirm,  and  at  least  four  times  made  the 
ordinary  affirmation  stating  that  ''  the 
taking  of  an  oath  was,  according  to  his 
religious  belief,  unlawful."  With  regard 
to  the  last  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  I  nave  already  stated  in  this 
House  that  there  is  no  legal  authority 


CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN 
BOUNDARY. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A£fairs,  Whether  the  Afghan  boundary, 
as  set  out  in  conformity  with  the  terms 
of  the  Convention  of  last  year,  marks 
territory  the  possession  of  which  is 
guaranteed  to  the  Ameer  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  SEOBBTABT  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jaiies  Fbrousson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  demarcation  of  that 
boundary  did  not  extend  the  engage- 
ments of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Agreements  with  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan  have  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House. 

LOCAL    BANKRUPTCY    COURTS    (IRE- 
LAND)—LEGISLATION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  EWABT  (Belfast, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of  Local  Bankruptcy  Courts  in  Ire- 
land? 

Thb  chief  SECBETABT(Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  In  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  of  the  kind  he  alludes  to ;  but, 
on  the  whole,  I  think  it  will  be  more 
convenient  to  introduce  it  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 
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final  action  has  yet  been  taken.  One  is 
the  erection  of  a  new  hospital  for  the 
isolation  of  iirfectious  cases.  We  are 
trying  to  set  aside  another  hospital  for 
this  purpose.  The  other  is  the  demoli- 
tion of  a  large  portion  of  the  barracks, 
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on  the  ground  that  some  of  the  old 
buildings  are  too  much  crowded  to- 
gether. Unfortunately,  it  is  Tery  diffi- 
cult to  proTide  other  accommodation  in 
Dublin  at  this  time  of  the  year  for  the 
troops,  who  would  thereby  be  turned 
out  of  the  Boyal  Barracks,  and  the  new 
barracks  now  being  commenced  cannot 
be  ready  for  some  time.  We  are,  how- 
ever, trying  to  make  such  arrangements 
as  will  enisle  the  most  unhealthy  part 
of  the  Eoyal  Barracks  to  be  vacated  as 
soon  as  possible.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  we  are  keenly  alive  to  the 
importance  of  preventing  any  recurrence 
of  these  cases,  and  I  shaU  not  hesitate 
to  take  whatever  steps  may  be  necessary 
to  accomplish  this  object.  As  regards 
Dover,  I  caused  an  inspection  to  be 
made  by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  A  considerable  ex- 
penditure has  been  incurred  in  carrying 
out  his  recommendations,  and  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  these  barracks  is  be- 
lieved to  be  satisfactory. 

THE   CHAETTY  COMMISSION— THE 
COMMISSIONEBS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
diffe^  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Oumoerland,  as  one  of  the  Oharity  Com- 
missioners, Whether  the  recent  appoint- 
ment of  an  Assistant  Oharity  Commis- 
sioner involves  any  increase  in  the  total 
sum  to  be  voted  for  the  salary  of  that 
Commission  during  the  year  1888-9  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Cumber- 
land, Penrith\  in  reply,  said,  the  ap- 
pointment referred  to  did  not  involve 
any  increase  in  the  total  sum  voted  for 
the  salaries  of  the  Charity  Commission. 
The  appointment  had  been  made  in 
the  place  of  Mr.  Hare,  who  had  retired 
after  more  than  34  years'  service,  and 
the  salary  during  this  year  would  be 
less  than  that  of  the  retiring  Assistant 
Commissioner  by  £300. 

TRADE  AND  COMMBROE— FAILURE  OF 
MESSRS.    GREENWAY,    SMITH,;  AND 
aREENWAY,  THE  WARWICK  BANK. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  failure  of  Messrs.  Green- 
way,  Smith,  and  Ghreenway,  Bankers,  of 
Warwick  and  Leamington,  on  the  6th 
of  September  last ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  appears  from  the  public  exami- 
tions  ana  the  accounts  in  bankruptcy 
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that  the  Bank  had  been  carried  on  for 
many  years  without  any  capital ;  that 
about  £300,000  deposited  in  the  Bank 
by  upwards  of  1,000  customers  has  been 
lust;  that  upwards  of  £100,000  of  this 
amount  was  appropriated  and  spent  by 
Messrs.  Ghreenway  personally  after  they 
knew  that  the  Bank  was  insolvent ;  that 
a  further  sum  of  upwards  of  £100,000 
was    advanced    without  security  to  a 
cousin  of  Messrs.  Oreenwav,  and  that 
the  only  substantial  available  asset  ap* 
pears  to  be  about  £40,000  owing  by 
customers  upon  overdrawn    accounts; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  also  appears 
from  such  examinations  that  extensive 
removal  of  property  &om  the  residences 
of  two  of  tne  partners  took  place  after 
the  stoppage  of  the  Bank ;  tnat  imme- 
diatelv  after  the  stoppage  the  partners 
took  nrom  the  till  £195  in  cash  for  their 
private  expenditure,  and  that  on  the 
day  before  the  stoppage  large  sums  were 
received  by  the  BanK  from  customers, 
although  on  the  same  day  the  Bank 
clerks  and  their  friends  were  allowed  to 
draw  out  the  amounts  standing  to  their 
credit;  whether  he  is  aware  that  much 
distress  has  been  caused  by  the  failure ; 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
bring  the  conduct  of  the  Messrs.  Green- 
way  before  a  Court  of  Justice ;  whether, 
in  December  last,  the  Official  Beceiver 
reported  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the 
answers  given  by  the  bankrupts  at  their 
public  examination,  and  information  ob- 
tained from  other  sources,  had  disclosed 
offences  under   the    Bankruptcy  Act; 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will  at  once 
call  upon  the  Official  Beceiver  to  send 
in  a  full  Boport,  together  with  Beports 
from  his  solicitors ;  and,   whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  will    cause  an  inde- 
pendent investigation  to  be  made  into  all 
the  circumstances  relating  to  the  failure? 
Thk     UNDER     SECRETARY    of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fekousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied) :  I  have  been  requested 
to  answer  this  Question.    A  full  inves- 
tigation into  all  the  circumstances  has 
been    made,   under  instructions    from 
the  Board  of  Trade.    The  Official  Re- 
ceiver has  been  requested  to  submit  his 
Report  on  the  case ;  and  until  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  decided  on  the  course  to  be 
adopted  it  is  desirable,  in  the  public 
interest,  that  the  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  should  be  post- 
poned. 
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all  wish  that  a  life  so  precious  to  his 
country  and  the  world  Miould  be  pre* 
served. 


THE  TOWN  HOLDINGS  COMMITTBB  — 
BE-APPOINTMENT. 

Mb.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (St.  Fanoras, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  assent  to  the  re- 
appointment  of  the  Town  Holdings 
Committee,  according  to  its  own  recom- 
mendation, to  conclude  its  inquiries  and 
present  its  final  Beport  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  re-ap- 
pointment of  the  Oommittee 

HABBOUBS  AND  BAILWATS  IN  IRE- 
LAND— EBPORTS  OF  THE  COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

OoLONEL  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When 
the  Beports  of  the  Boyal  Oommissioners 
on  Haroours  and  on  Eailways  in  Ireland 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Thb  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Beports  would  be  presented  at 
once,  and  there  would  be  no  unnecessary 
delay  in  getting  them  printed. 

H.I.H.  THB  CROWN  PRINCE  OP  GER- 
MANY. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.):  I 
wish.  Sir,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
Eoreien  Affairs  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  been  unable  to  give  him  Notice ; 
but  which  I  ho]^e  he  will  be  able  to 
answer,  considering  the  great  interest 
that  attaches  to  the  Question.  It  is, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  fur- 
ther information  of  a  re-assurinff  cha- 
racter with  regard  to  the  state  of  health 
of  His  Imperial  Highness  the  Grown 
Prince  of  Gfermany  ? 

The  UNDEE  SBOEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbegussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
giTC  the  House  anyfurtherinformation  as 
tothe  condition  of  His  Imperial  Highness 
than  that  giyen  to  theother  House  yester- 
day hj  me  Prime  Minister — namely, 
that  the  operation  of  tracheotomy  was 
successfully  performed  upon  His  Imperial 
Highness,  and  that  the  illustrious  patient 
is  going  on  as  well  as  can  possibly  be 
expected.  Of  course,  it  would  be  most 
agreeable  if  one  could  s^  anything  that 
would  re-assure  this  House  and  the 
world  in  general  upon  the  subject.    We 
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[adjourned  debate.]    [sboond  iriOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  February.]  — 
[See  page  64.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  had  no  desire  to  depart 
from  the  tone  that  had  characterized  all 
the  speeches  made  up  to  that  time  in  the 
course  of  the  debate ;  and  if  it  was  true 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
to  foUow  him,  his  object  in  moving  the 
adjournment  had  been  fully  answered. 
He  must  be  allowed  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  respond  as 
fully  and  prompUy  as  jiossible  to  the 
appeal  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Gh)7em- 
ment  last  evening  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
rMr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury  fully  admitted  in  reply  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  it  was  only  natural  and 
proper  that  a  debate  should  arise  out  of 
the  paragraph  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
which  dealt  with  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland ;  but,  further  than 
that,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  showed  clearly  that 
before  that  debate  was  entered  upon  the 
House  should  have  in  its  possession  all 
the  specific  information  necessary  to 
sustain  that  paragraph  of  the  Speech. 
Instead  of  that  the  House  had,  up  to  the 
present  time,  had  no  assurance  that  the 
Government  would  furnish  the  informa- 
tion which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
asked  for.  In  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  the  Government  claimed  that 
the  measures  which  were  passed  last 
year  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  had  been 
carefully  carried  into  effect.  There  was 
naturally  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  they  had  been  ''carefully" 
carried  into  effect.  But  then  the  Go- 
vernment went  on  to  claim,  as  a  result 
of  that  legislation  and  of  their  adminia- 
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tration  of  it,  so  far  as  could  be  tested 
by  a  short  experience,  that  agrarian 
crime  had  been  diminished  and  the 
power  of  coercive  conspiracies  had 
sensibly  abated.  What  those  who  sat 
with  him  wanted  to  know  was  how  the 
Government  had  so  worked  the  Grimes 
Act  as  to  produce  a  diminution  of 
agrarian  crime,  and  whether  the  Gh)- 
vemment  would  g^ve  the  House  some 
plain  facts  and  figures  to  sustain  the 
contention  that  the  working  of  the  Act 
had  proved  satisfactory  ?  He  desired 
information  showing  to  what  extent 
'<  Boycotting  "  had  abated,  and  how  the 
Act  had  abated  the  power  of  coercive 
conspiracy ;  and  also  would  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  give  the  House  figures 
to  show,  for  instance,  the  number  of 
evicted  farms  for  which  new  tenants  had 
been  provided,  or  a  Betum  of  the  pre- 
liminary inquiries  that  had  taken  place 
under  Clause  1  of  the  Grimes  Act  ?  All 
those  questions  were  of  the  utmost 
interest  to  the  House  as  bearing  upon 
the  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  throwing  light  on  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Grimes  Act  by  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  autumn  and  winter. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  felt  it 
necessary  to  ask — **  What  was  the 
agrarian  crime  for  which  so  many  people 
had  been  imprisoned  under  the  Grimes 
Act,  approximating,  he  believed,  to 
350  ? "  Was  it  an  agrarian  crime  to 
attend  a  public  meeting  to  express 
sympathy  with  an  oppressed  tenantry  ? 
Was  it  also  an  agrarian  crime  to  sell 
certain  newspapers,  or  to  report  the 
speeches  of  certain  persons  in  news- 
papers ?  The  First  Lord  had  admitted 
that  the  Government  had  not  made  a 
great  advance  in  their  efforts  to  recon- 
cile the  Irish  people  with  the  law ;  and 
while  they  would  all  rejoice  to  find  that 
there  had  been  the  diminution  of  crime 
which  was  claimed  by  the  Government, 
they  were  not  disposed  to  consider  that 
the  diminution  would  be  the  result  of  the 
administration  of  the  Grimes  Act  by  the 
Government.  They  were  rather  of  opinion 
that  the  diminution  had  been  not  in 
consequence,  but  in  spite  of,  the  Act, 
and  of  the  way  in  which  it  had  been 
administered.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
that  legislation,  and  the  action  which 
had  foUowed  it,  had  tended  to  alien- 
ate and  exasperate  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  the  diminution  in  crime 
was  due  not  only  to  the  self-control  of 
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the  Irish  people,  but  to  the  sympathy 
and  encouragement  received  from  the 
English  people,  and  the  patient  reliance 
on  Gonstitutional  measures  for  the  redress 
of  their  grievances  and  obtaining  their 

i'ust  rights.  They  looked  to  the  right 
Lon.  Gentleman  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  information  asked  for, 
and  he  trusted  they  would  not  be  dis- 
appointed in  that  respect.  Passing  to 
the  matters  of  domestic  legislation 
promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  he 
should  say,  if  he  were  disposed  to  bo 
critical,  iJiat  most  of  them  were  old 
friends  and  acquaintances  who  had 
figured  in  Queen's  Speeches  for  the  last 
10  or  15  years.  We  might  almost  say — 

"  Funeral  baked  meats  coldly  famished  forth 
the  marriage  tables.*' 

From  the  new  alliance  of  Tories  and 
Liberal  Unionists  something  better  was 
expected;  but  if  the  measures  were  use- 
ful, as  he^thought  most  of  them  were, 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  would  all  be  glad  to  co-operate 
with  Her  Majesty's  Giovemment  in  pass- 
ing them  as  prozm)tly  as  possible.  But 
with  regard  to  liooal  Government,  of 
which  we  used  to  hear  every  year  during 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Administration,  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Bitehie)  was  too  shrewd  to 
take  the  advice  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Address.  Movers  of  Addresses  were 
generally  supposed  to  know  something 
of  the  mind  of  the  Government  [Mr, 
BiTOHiE  dissented.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  head.  Well,  if 
not,  they  were  at  least  told  what  to 
avoid.  It  was,  however,  a  very  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Mover  of  the 
Address  should  suggest  that  the  Local 
Government  Bill  should  provide  govern- 
ment by  Local  Boards  delegated  by  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  The  country  had 
suffered  from  lack  of  good  local  govern- 
ment in  education,  sanitation,  and  in  a 
hundred  directions.  He  would  there- 
fore recommend  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  for  his  own  credit  as  well  as  for 
the  success  of  the  measure,  would  do 
well  to  keep  clear  of  such  suggestions 
as* had  been  made  on  this  subject  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Address.  There  were  two 
subjects  on  which  he,  personally,  and 
almost  all  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  felt  great  interest;  they 
were  non-Party  questions  ;  they  were 
questions  of  great  importance ;  and  if 
there  was  to  be  legislation  with  respect 
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to  them  it  were  well  that  it  should  be 
done  quickly,  and  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  his  Friends  on  that  side  to  help  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment.  These  two  ques- 
tions were  before  Parliament  last  Ses- 
sion. One  of  them  was  the  Railway 
Bates  Bill,  a  Tory  large  and  important 
measure,  and  one  which  touched  great 
interests.  Much  more  was  involved  in 
it  than  appeared  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
To  prevent ''  undue  preferences  in  the 
rates  charged  by  Bailway  Companies  on 
foreign  and  domestic  produce"  was 
only  a  single  branch  of  the  subject.  It 
did  not  meddle  with  moving  domestic 
produce  inland,  or  heavy  bulks  to  the 
sea.  The  carriage  of  fish,  for  instance, 
was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance, 
not  only  to  the  fishing  industry,  but  to 
the  food  of  the  poor.  The  question  of 
the  control  of  the  canal  traffic  ought  also 
to  be  dealt  with,  if  it  was  true  that  the 
hand  of  the  Bailway  Companies,  in  the 
case  of  almost  every  important  canal, 
suppressed,  or  injured,  or  delayed  traffic. 
If  he  might  make  a  suggestion  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  would  say 
that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  in- 
troduced in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  | 
failed  last  year  because  it  was  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it  suffered 
serious  mutilation.  He  was  very  much 
surprised  that  should  have  .been  the 
case,  seeing  that  the  Government  com- 
manded a  majority  in  that  House,  and, 
he  believed,  on  this  question;  but  the 
way  they  surrendered  the  vital  parts  of 
the  Bill  was  a  matter  of  astonishment, 
not  only  to  Members  of  the  Opposition, 
but  to  their  own  Friends  on  tiie  other 
side  of  the  House.  In  1886  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  managed,  though  in 
Office  but  a  few  months,  to  press  the  Bill 
through  the  second  reading  and  to  the 
stage  of  going  into  Committee.  The 
country  was  in  earnest  in  demanding 
the  settlement  of  the  question ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  it  could  be  settled  up- 
stairs, where  Gentlemen  would  be  face 
to  face  with  the  railway  interest.  If  the 
matter  were  to  be  satisfactorily  dealt 
with  this  Session  the  Bill  must  be  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
pressed  through  all  its  stages  with  all 
the  force  of  the  Government.  There 
was  another  Bill  which  also  failed  last 
year,  the  Bill  for  Technical  Educa- 
tion, with  regard  to  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
had    misled    his    audience    at    Man- 

VOL.  CCCXXII.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


Chester.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — ''Will  you  aUow  Irish  obstruction 
to  prevent  your  children  from  receiving 
a  technical  education  ?  "  But  Irish  ob- 
struction had  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  the 
obstruction  of  the  Bill  came  exclusively 
from  Members  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  side. 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  My  remarks  were  to 
the  effect  that  we  should  make  no  pro- 
gress with  legislation  at  all  while  Ire- 
land blocked  the  way. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  they 
did  make  progress.  They  passed  a 
Technical  Education  Bill  for  Scotland 
last  year,  and  they  passed  a  Merchan- 
dise Marks  Bill,  for  which  the  Go- 
vernment took  great  credit,  and  it 
never  cost  the  Government  one  hour 
of  its  time,  and  it  was  passed  by  the 
aid  of  the  Irish  Members.  No  sec- 
tion of  the  Members  of  the  House  gave 
more  useful  assistance  in  the  passing 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Bill  than 
Irish  Members  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way. It  was  not  fair  to  appeal  to  a 
large  audience  in  such  a  way  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  done. 
There  were  three  reasons  for  the  failure 
of  the  Bill  last  year.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  very  inadequate ;  in  the  second 
place,  it  was  hampered  by  provisions, 
which  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  implored  the  Government 
to  abandon ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  it 
was  opposed  by  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
on  the  Conservative  side  who,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  voluntary  school  system, 
as  against  that  of  board  schools,  ob- 
structed the  Bill  at  every  stage.  He 
sincerely  trusted  that  they  would  pass 
an  adequate  measure  this  year,  not 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  equipping  our 
artizans  with  the  knowledge  underlying 
industrial  pursuits,  but  that  every  child 
in  this  country  might  be  as  well  equipped 
for  life  as  the  children  of  other  countries, 
where  the  State  had  been  more  prompt 
to  do  its  duty.  He  trusted  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wells  Divi- 
sion of  Somersetshire  (Sir  Bichard 
Paget)  for  agricultural  education,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  would  be  successful,  and  that 
the  advantage  of  technical  education 
would  not  be  confined  to  only  one  class 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.    He  made 
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this  appeal  on  the  ground  taken  up  by 
the  Seconder  of  the  Address  as  to  the 
sufferings  of  the  unemployed.  We 
should  do  as  much  as  we  could  to  meet 
the  temporary  demand  of  the  unem- 
ployed ;  but  let  us  take  more  care  in 
future  to  develop  the  capacity  of  our 
children  and  give  them  the  power  of 
self-help.  A  circular  had  been  sent  to 
him  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  showing  the 
result  of  his  inquiries  in  Berlin  during 
the  last  autumn,  and  he  trusted  the 
House  would  take  into  consideration  the 
statement  it  contained.  He  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  had  himself  preached  the  doctrines 
so  long  that  it  was  time  there  were  new 
preachers  to  impress  on  the  country  its 
duty  to  the  children.  In  a  country  so 
wealthy  it  was  a  shame  that  there  should 
be  thousands  of  people  wanting  bread, 
because  they  had  not  the  courage  and 
resources  to  go  to  the  finest  and  most 
magnificent  Colonies  possessed  by  any 
nation  in  the  world.  He  should  be  very 
thankful  if  he  had  succeeded,  in  these 
two  points,  in  inducing  the  Government 
to  give  the  JEletums  asked  for,  and  in 
impressing  upon  them  the  duty  of  doing 
what  they  could  to  improve  the  educa- 
tion of  our  people. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  Mr.  Speaker,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Mundella)  began  his  speech 
with  a  very  unnecessarily  modest 
declaration  that  his  object  in  rising 
would  have  been  adequately  satisfied  if 
he  could  induce  me  to  follow  him ;  but 
I  confess  that  even  though  that  appeal 
—couched  as  it  was  in  the  most  amiable 
language— might  have  been  insufficient 
to  induce  me  to  prolong  this  stage  of  the 
debate  on  the  Address  had  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  been 
able,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  to  give  to 
the  country  some  account  from  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Irish  Executive  of  the  effect 
in  Ireland  which  we  consider  has  re- 
sulted from  the  operation  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  other  House,  nor  do  I 
entirely  understand  why  that  debate  so 
unexpectedly  collapsed.  Possibly  some 
of  the  noble  Lords  who  are  so  eager  to 
criticize  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  on  platforms  find  tiie  House  of 
Lords  a  less  agreeable  place  in  which  to 
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air  their  views^  They  have  an  objection 
— not  confined,  I  observe,  to  noble  Lords 
— to  speak  in  a  place  where  they  can 
be  answered.  However  that  may  be, 
owing  to  the  rapid  collapse  of  the  de- 
bate to  which  I  have  referred,  my  noble 
Friend  was  unable  to  give  any  statistics 
of  facts  to  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  country  which  the  country  has 
a  right  to  expect.  Therefore,  I  will 
attempt  to  deal  with  that  paii  of  the 
subject.  I  shall  not  travel  beyond  the 
limits  laid  down  in  the  speeches  that 
were  delivered  from  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  yesterday.  I  may  remark 
that  those  limits  appeared  to  be  very 
much  more  restricted  than  I  should 
have  anticipated  when  I  recollect  the 
extent  and  the  character  of  the  criticisms 
that  have  been  passed  on  the  Gh)vem- 
ment  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  during 
the  Recess.  I  could  hardly  believe  my 
ears  when  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  treating  in  so 
new  a  spirit  the  Irish  problem.  Where 
is  the  impassioned  orator,  or,  perhaps, 
I  ought  to  say,  the  impassioned  tele- 
graphist, who  sent  the  famous  message, 
"  Remember  Michelstown  ?  "  [  Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear!]  Where 
is  the  Gentleman  who  used  all  the  re* 
sources  of  his  admirable  rhetoric  to  in- 
flame the  public  mind  against  the 
action  of  policemen  in  the  execution  of 
their  duty  ? 

Mb.W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  There  is  not  a  syllable 
of  foundation  for  the  allegation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course,  I 
do  not  wish  to  contradict  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  I  leave  it  to  those  who 
have  present  in  their  minds  the  speech 
he  made  at  Nottin^am. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Quote  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  leave  it  to 
them  whether  the  interpretation  I  have 
put  upon  it  is  an  unfair  one.  [CWm  of 
'*  Quote ! "]  I  am  giving  to  the  House 
the  impression  left  on  my  mind  by  that 
speech,  and  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  do 
so.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  under 
the  impression  that  I  am  afraid  to  bring 
that  speech  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
and  to  justify  by  quoting  that  speech 
the  criticism  I  have  made  upon  it,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  much  mis- 
taken. Where  is  this  impassioned  ora* 
tor  on  the  Irish  Question  ?   He  has  sunk, 
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I  presume  only  for  the  moment^  into  a 
candid  oritic  anxious  only  for  statistical 
information  which  may  justify  the  allega- 
tions put  into  the  month  of  Her  Gracious 
Majesty  by  the  present  Advisers  of  the 
Orown.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  will  not  complain  of 
this  change  of  tone  which  he  has  adopted. 
Far  from  it.  I  am,  no  doubt,  the  person 
who  benefits  most.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  to  deliver  two  speeches 
on  the  subject— one  of  the  character  of 
the  speech  which  he  delivered  last  night, 
and  the  other  of  the  character  of  the 
speech  delivered  at  Nottingham — I  con- 
fess I  should  have  wished  the  speech  de- 
livered last  night  had  been  the  one  which 
he  delivered  at  Nottingham,  and  that  the 
one  which  he  delivered  at  Nottingham 
had  been  delivered  in  a  place  where  the 
statements  could  have  been  met,  and 
where,  at  aU  events,  he  would  have 
spoken  to  an  audience  more  capable  of 
critically  weighing  the  sentiments  which 
proceeded  fromtheright  hon.  Gentleman. 
Before  I  proceed  to  give  to  the  House 
some  statistics  and  facts  with  regard  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  Word  about  another  speech  de- 
livered last  night — a  speech  delivered  in 
an  empty  House,  but  delivered  from  the 
Bench  opposite — by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Oavan),  who  was  a  Oolleague  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  an 
Irishman  by  birth,  if  not  by  interests, 
and  who,  I  presume,  speaks  with  the 
authority  and  sanction  of  his  Colleagues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  not  in  the  House 
when  that  speech  was  delivered.  I  should 
like  to  call  his  attention  to  some  of  the 
doctrines  laid  down  by  the  noble  Earl. 
The  noble  Earl  told  us  that  six  of  the 
dauses  of  the  Criminal  Law  Procedure 
Act  of  last  Session  had  been  criticized 
and  amended  in  this  House.  He  stated 
that  24  clauses  had  not  been  so  criticized 
and  amended  in  the  House,  and  he  drew 
this  remarkable  conclusion  from  that  fact, 
that  hon.  Members  were  not  bound  to 
regard  the  24  dauses  as  law  in  the  same 
sense  as  they  were  bound  to  regard  the 
six  clauses  as  law.  Is  that  doctrine  pro- 
mulgated from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  accepted  by  the  late  OoUeagues 
of  the  noble  Earl  ?  Are  these  doctrines 
to  be  preached  from  that  Bench  to  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Ireland  and  the  people 
of  Ireland  ?  Is  that  view  to  be  taken 
not  only  by  the  noble  Earl,  but  by  those 


who  sit  behind  him,  as  to  the  binding 
character  of  Acts  of  Parliament  passed 
by  both  Houses  and  receiving  the  Boyal 
Assent  ?  It  appears,  according  to  this 
new  doctrine,  tnat  we  have  a  right  to 
look  back  and  see  how  much  a  question 
was  debated,  who  took  part  in  it,  and 
who  voted  on  it.  When  the  result  of 
that  examination  is  to  show  that  the 
measure  is  not  canvassed,  criticized,  dis- 
cussed, and  amended  to  the  exact  amount 
that  is  pleasing  to  any  special  member  of 
the  community^  then,  in  the  noble  Earl's 
language,  that  Act  of  Parliament  is  not 
binding  in  the  same  sense  in  which 
other  and  more  fortunate  Acts  of 
Parliament  are  binding.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  last  night  in  his  speech,  in 
effect,  wanted  to  know  whether  we  were 
in  a  position  to  say  that  the  Irish  people 
had  more  affection  and  regard  for  uie 
law — so  I  understood  him — not  merely 
whether  there  was  more  specific  obedi- 
ence to  the  law,  but  whether  the  law 
was  regarded  with  more  affection  and 
respect  by  the  Irish  people.  He  truly 
said — and  I  agree  with  him — that  the 
Irish  problem  can  never  be  regarded  as 
completely  solved  until  Irishmen  regard 
the  law  in  Ireland  with  the  same  respect 
and  affection  as  Englishmen  regard  the 
law  in  England  and  Scotchmen  in  Soot- 
land.  But  I  want  to  know  how  Irish- 
men can  learn  to  respect  the  law  when  a 
doctrine  such  as  that  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Earl  is  promulgated.  The  noble 
Earl  made  another  assertion  upon  which 
I  should  like  to  have  some  light  from  a 
Member  of  the  Opposition  who  may 
speak  in  this  debate.  He  said  that  there 
was  now  but  one  opinion  both  above  and 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  as  to  crime  prevailing  in  Ireland ; 
and  that  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
English  Members  who  support  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Meniber  for  Mid 
Lothian  were  entirely  in  accord  in 
their  views  of  crime.  Is  that  doctrine 
accepted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man? Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  have  never  made  any  secret 
that  they  regard  it  as  legitimate  to 
incite  tenants  to  resist,  by  violence  if 
necessary,  the  officers  of  the  law.  That 
is  the  doctrine  which  they  have  preached 
consistently  for  many  years,  and  which 
they  preach  up  to  the  present  moment. 
If  there  be  but  one  opinion  above  and 
below  the  Gangway  as  to  crime — as  the 
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noble  Earl  told  us— thatdootriae  is  also 
the  dootrine  above  the  Gangway.  I 
Bhould  like  to  kaow  whether  this  is  so  ? 
I  do  not  assume  that  it  is  necessarily  so 
because  the  noble  Earl  said  it ;  but  I 
should  like  to  have  from  some  respon* 
sible, speaker  a  distinct  repndiation  of 
tactics  still  pursued,  still  avowed,  and 
never  repudiated  by  their  most  faithful 
allies  below  the  Oangway.  There  are 
two  other  points  relating  not  to  the 
speech  of  tne  noble  Earl,  but  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  on  which  I  must 
touch  before  I  come  to  the  figures  which 
I  am  going  to  g^ve  to  the  House. 
One  refers  to  the  observations  which  he 
made  with  regard  to  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates. I  heard  those  observations  with 
very  profound  regret,  and  with  no  incon- 
siderable surprise.  He  criticized  what 
he  called  the  Ooercion  Act — the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Act—as  carrying  juris- 
diction to  men  of  lower  stamp  than  would 
otherwise  have  had  it  in  a  great  num- 
ber of  cases,  and  said  that  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  the  men  who  were 
appointed  depended  upon  the  Executive 
Gbvemment  for  the  appointment  to  their 
places,  and  for  the  retention  of  their 
offices.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
Besident  Magistrates  in  Ireland  are 
dependent  upon  the  Executive  for  ap- 
pointment to  their  places ;  but  tne 
Executive  Government,  to  which  the 
vast  majority  owe  their  places,  is  not 
the  Executive  Government  now  in 
power,  but  the  Executive  Government 
over  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
presided.  About  60,  I  believe,  out 
of  the  73  Besident  Magistrates  were 
either  appointed  by  Lord  Spencer,  or 
were  kept  in  office  by  Lord  Spencer  in 
1882,  when  he  revised  the  list  of  Besident 
Magistrates  with  full  powers  from  a 
kind  Treasury  to  superannuate  on  full 
and  easy  terms  or  pensions  anybody 
whom  he  thought  unfit  for  the  place. 
These  are  the  men  who  administer  the 
office — men  appointed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  not  only  appointed  by 
him,  but  praised  by  Lord  Spencer  after 
a  certain  banquet  given  to  Ix>rd  Spencer 
for  administering  the  Crimes  Act  in  the 
same  manner  as  I  am  now  told  I  deserve 
the  scaffold  for  administering  it.  After 
that  banquet  Lord  Spencer  gave  praise 
where  much  of  the  praise  was  due,  and 
said  that  if  he  had  succeeded  and  in  so 
far  as  he  had  succeeded  in  restoring 
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law  andorderinIreland,ithad  been  done, 
among  others,  by  the  very  magistrates 
who  are  now  subjected  to  hosSe  criti- 
cism by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  But, 
after  all,  is  it  so  shocking  and  unfamiliar 
a  thing  to  English  practice  that  the 
Criminal  Law  should  be  administered 
by  men  appointed  by  the  Executive 
and  who  can  be  dismissed  by  the  Execu- 
tive ?  I  am  not  speaking  of  a  subject 
with  which  I  am  familiar;  but  am  I 
wrong  when  I  remind  the  House  that, 
as  I  believe,  the  whole  of  the  summary 
jurisdiction  of  London,  containing  a 
population  larger  than  Ireland,  is  ad- 
ministered by  magistrates  who  may  be 
dismissed  by  the  Government  ?  If  it 
is  not  inconsistent  with  Constitutional 
usage  that  the  summary  criminal  jurisdic- 
tion of  London  should  be  so  administered, 
I  want  to  know  why  it  is  so  shocking  a 
thing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  &at 
we  should  carry  on  the  same  system  in 
Ireland  —  in  that,  recollect,  following 
only  the  example  invariably  set  us  by 
every  preceding  Government  when  they 
found  it  necessary  to  supplement  the 
ordinary  criminal  procedure  in  that 
country  by  one  more  efficacious  for 
carryinfi^  out  the  purposes  for  whidi 
criminal  procedure  exists  ?  I  come  now 
to  the  second  point  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  to  which  I  must 
allude  before  going  further.  It  relates 
to  what  he  said  on  the  subject  of  Boy- 
cotting. I  think  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  subject 
show,  I  will  not  say  a  strange  ignorance 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  but  a  strange 
obUviousness  of  it;  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  acquainted  two 
or  three  years  ago  with  exactly  what 
Boycotting  meant  and  how  it  affected 
society  where  it  prevailed.  He  appears 
now  to  have  forgotten  his  old  doctrine 
on  that  subject,  and  with  the  old  views 
he  has  given  up  the  old  name.  What 
used  to  figure  as  ''Boycotting"  now 
figures,  I  think,  entirely  as  "  exclusive 
dealing."  We  have  trotted  out  before  us 
our  old  friend  the  Dublin  parson  who 
quarrelled  with  his  curate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Home  Bule  and  dismissed  him, 
and  who  is  actually  held  up  to  us  as  a 
man  who  engaged  in  the  same  kind  of 
conspiracy  as  the  people  whom  we  pro- 
secute for  Boycottmg  in  Ireland.  Can 
anything  be  more  absutd  or  grotesque  ? 
Perhaps  the  House  would  uke  me  to 
give  them  an  example  of  the  kind  of 
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Boycotting  we  have  proseouted  in  Ire- 
land. Here  is  a  very  recent  caae.  It 
is  a  case  that  happened  this  present 
month.  On  the  4th  of  February  an  old 
woman  named  Oonnell,  80  years  of  age, 
and  partly  palsied,  unfortunately  for 
herself,  was  the  mother  of  a  man  who 
took  an  evicted  farm,  and  for  this  crime 
of  maternity  she  had  been  rigidly  ''  Boy- 
cotted." 6he  was  nearly  starved.  She 
lay  three  days  on  her  bed  at  Christmas- 
time dying  of  starvation,  and  she  was 
only  saved  by  a  certain  Mrs.  Maroney — 
a  name  tolerably  familiar  in  that  part  of 
the  conntry — who  came  to  her  assistance. 
This  woman — Hannah  Oonnell — came 
to  the  police  office  herself— a  thing  I 
may  say  in  passing  which  would  hardly 
have  happened  12  months  ago^and 
swore  in  direct  evidence  that  having 
been  refused  provisions  she  went  to  the 
baxraoks  because — as  she  said — she  was 
in  dread  of  the  people.  Before  going  to 
the  barracks  she  had  herself  entered  the 
shop  of  one  of  the  defendants  and  asked 
for  bread,  and  she  was  refused  bread. 
With  the  protection  of  two  policemen 
she  again  went  to  four  shops  to  try  and 
purchase  provisions ;  she  was  again  re» 
fused  in  every  case.  She  asked  for  six- 
pennyworth  of  bread,  1  lb.  of  sugar,  and 
1  oz.  of  tea ;  she  was  refused  everything. 
She  also  stated  that  at  one  time  one  of 
the  defendants,  named  Flannagan,  who 
used  to  supply  her  with  bread,  said  that 
now  that  the  people  said  she  was  ''  Boy- 
cotted "  she  could  get  no  more  provisions 
there.  There  now.  Sir,  that  is  the  kind 
of  case  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man finds  a  parallel  in  that  of  the 
Dublin  parson  who  dismissed  his  curate. 
Nothing,  I  venture  to  say,  can  be  more 
utterly  absurd  than  to  compare  those 

3)oradic  manifestations  of  hatred  and 
i-f  eeling  which  may  occasionally  break 
out  in  this  country,  and  may  occasionally 
in  Ireland  produce  the  phenomenon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls 
exclusive  dea]&ng,  with  the  organized 
system  of  terrorism  and  intimidation 
which  prevails  under  the  name  of  * '  Boy- 
cotting "  in  Ireland.  I  quite  admit  that 
every  case  of  **  Boycotting  "  is  a  case  of 
exclusive  dealing;  I  absolutely  deny 
that  every  case  of  exclusive  dealing  is  a 
otfie of  ''Boycotting."  *'  Boycotting "  is 
an  art — practically  it  has  reached  that 
stage  in  Ireland — ^it  is  an  art  with  a 
specific  technical  meaning.  You  might 
as  well  say  that  if  a  man  wounds  another 


in  a  drunken  brawl,  and  thereby  com- 
mits an  assault,  he  is  guilty  of  the  same 
offence  as  if  he  were  joining  in  an 
armed,  drilled,  and  organized  rebellion, 
and  committed  the  same  injury  on  some 
individual  in  the  course  of  that  rebellion. 
They  are  both  cases  of  assault,  but  is 
the  second  a  case  of  assault  only  ?  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  only  in- 
quire further  into  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, or  would  only  revive  his  recoUec- 
tions  of  what  he  must  have  been  familiar 
with  when  he  was  responsible  for  the 
government,  and  the  condition  of  things 
in  that  country,  he  will  see  that  the 
very  widest  distinction  exists,  and  must 
exist,  between  the  casual  acts  of  cruelty 
to  which  I  have  alluded  and  which  he 
rightly  condemned,  and  the  organized 
system  of  intimidation  used  by  an  as- 
sociation which  desires  to  rival  the  law, 
both  in  respect  of  the  power  of  holding 
Courts,  and  the  power  of  infiioting 
punishment.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  com- 
pleted all  I  have  to  say  in  criticism  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Oavan)  who  followed  him  shortly  after- 
wards in  debate,  and  I  come  to  the 
statistics  that  were  asked  for  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — a  request  which 
was  repeated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  resumed  the  debate  this 
evening  (Mr.  Mundella).  I  may  say 
that  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  disposed  to  attach  a  very  exaggerated 
value  to  statistics.  I  never  concealed 
my  opinion  on  that  point.  I  gave  it  to 
the  Mouse  last  year  when  I  was  intro- 
dueing  the  Coercion  Act,  and  I  am  sorry 
if  I  have  failed  to  impress  it  upon  hon. 
Members,  for  the  further  acquaintance 
I  have  made  with  the  subject  only 
strengthens  that  opinion,  and  I  confess 
that  the  short  treatment  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  of  such  statistics 
as  he  4iad  yesterday  went  far  to  confirm 
my  view  that  whoever,  at  all  events,  can 
deduce  any  trustworthy  conclusions  from 
statistics,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  necessarily  to  be  counted  among  the 
number.  He  used  this  argument — and 
it  was  an  argument  which  was  repeated, 
rather  unfortunately  as  I  thought,  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  near  him .  He 
said — ''  How  could  we  expect  that  agra- 
rian crime,  which  did  not  stand  very 
high  last  year,  could  have  diminished, 
when  we  learnt  that  360  persona  had 
been  sentenced  or  tried  under  the  recent 
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OoercioQ  Act?"  I  may  say  that  in 
Ireland  sentencing  and  trying  are  tlie 
same  tiling;  and  that,  apparently,  is 
also  the  yiew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man holds.  Well,  I  do  not  know  that 
statistics  prove  or  disprove  many  things, 
but  there  is  no  doubt  they  can  disprove 
that,  becanse  the  number  of  persons 
proceeded  against  was  659,  and  the 
number  of  persons  discharged  or  ac- 
quitted is  no  less  than  229.  [CA^r^.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cheers  that, 
I  think.  So  that  it  will  be  observed 
that  when  he  said  that  350  nersons  had 
been  ''tried  or  sentenced,''  that  little 
word  ''or"  makes  a  very  great  di£fer- 
ence.  But  that  is  not  the  only  curious 
conclusion  that  can  be  drawn  from  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  seemed  to  think  that  because  this 
comparatively  large  number  of  persons 
had  been  proceeded  against,  agrarian 
crimes,  therefore,  really  must  be  as  rife 
after  the  Oriminal  Law  Amendment  Act 
has  been  passed  as  it  was  before.  But 
the  most  cursory  examination  of  the 
statistics  laid  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
the  time  of  Lord  Spencer  would  have 
convinced  him  that  that  mode  of  argu- 
ment is  a  most  fallacious  one — the  most 
fallacious  one  in  the  world ;  because  I 
notice  that  while  the  number  of  persons 
proceeded  against  in  Lord  Spencer's 
nrstyear — 1882 — for  agrarian  offences 
was  in  the  proportion  of  3^  proceeded 
against  to  every  case  of  agrarian  orime, 
under  this  Government  during  the  corre- 
sponding period  the  proportion  is  only 
2^  to  1 ;  so  that  actually  Lord  Spencer 
proceeded  against  more  persons — ^in 
comparison  with  the  number  of  agra- 
rian offences — than  we  have  in  our  time. 
That  is  a  fact  which  I  thought  would 
have  led  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
see  that  his  mode  of  argument  was 
extremely  fallacious.  But  there  is 
another  point  in  connection  with  his 
statistics,  of  which  I  am  sorry  again  to 
have  to  remind  the  House,  because, 
although  I  insisted  upon  it  several  times 
last  Session,  I  have  been  unfortunate 
enough,  apparently,  not  to  impress  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
the  importance  of  it.  The  method  of 
collecting  agrarian  statistics  in  Ireland 
is,  undoubtedly,  arbitrary,  and  in  my 
opinion  highly  absurd.  As  I  have 
pointed  out  in  a  Memorandum  which  I 
formerly  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
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there  have  been  cases  in  which  you 
would  have  to  proceed  against  82  per- 
sons in  order  to  deal  with  two  agrarian 
offences.  Now,  in  order  to  impress 
that  rather  startling  fact  on  the  mind 
of  the  House,  let  me  say  that  I  believe 
if  there  was  resistance  to  the  law — 
say  at  Bodyke  —  on  the  same  day 
in  20  houses,  and  if  that  resistance  to 
the  police  was  carried  out  by  20  persons 
in  each  ease,  then  400  persons  might  be, 
or  perhaps  ought  to  be,  made  amenable. 
Those  400  oases  would  count  as  one. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
that  I  was  not  going  beyond  the  mark 
when  I  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— especially  from  the  manner  in 
which  he  treats  statistics— is  about  to 
attach  a  very  exaggerated  value  to 
them.  There  is  another  point  with 
respect  to  the  collection  of  statistics.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  think 
that  whenever  we  proceeded  under  the 
Grimes  Act  it  was  against  agrarian  orime. 
That  is  a  mistake.  Boycotting  is  not 
an  agrarian  orime.  Incitement  to  resist- 
ance is  not  an  agrarian  crime.  Yet  these 
are  two  of  the  worst  offences  against 
which  it  is  our  duty  to  proceed  under 
the  Grimes  Act.  If  you  tell  me  that 
these  statistics  are  eollected  on  a  very 
absurd  system,  I  do  not  propose  to  differ 
from  you.  But  I  did  not  invent  it.  I 
found  it  in  operation,  and  the  Gentlemen 
to  whom  we  owe  it  are  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sit  opposite.  And  if  you  ask  me 
further  why,  holding  the  view  that  this 
method  of  collecting  statistics  is  absurd, 
I  have  not  done  something  to  change  it, 
I  say  that  if  I  had  done  that,  the  very 
little  value  that  these  statistics  now 
possess  would  have  been  entirely  lost, 
because  their  sole  value  now  consists  in 
enabling  you  roughly  to  compare  in 
certain  respects  one  period  with  another. 
If  you  give  that  up  the  whole  utility  of 
the  system  would  vanish.  I  propose  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  statistics 
of  exactly  the  same  character  as  were 

f  resented  by  Lord  Spencer  in  1883,  and 
propose,  in  addition,  to  present  certain 
statistics  which  deal  with  Boycotting. 
Let  me  give  the  House  some  results  of 
these  statistics,  such  as  they  aro,  to  be 
taken  with  all  the  qualifications  which  I 
have  suggested— qualifications  which  I 
think  are  extremely  important — namely, 
that  the  amount  of  crime  in  Ireland  does 
not  depend  necessarily  upon  the  feeling 
of  discontent  or  local  causes  in  any  par- 
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ticular  part  of  the  country.  It  is 
probable— it  is  tindoabtedly  true — that  it 
isy  or  that  it  may  be,  the  interest  of  the 
National  League  to  encourage  crime,  or 
not  discourage  it.  At  another  time  it 
may  be  their  interest — it  is  their  interest 
— ^to  diminisb  it  as  much  as  possible. 
Until  you  know  the  ezaot  motive  which 
weighed  with  those  who  control  that  all- 
powerful  organization — until  jou  can 
discount  the  exact  action  which  they 
have  had  upon  crime  in  Ireland — 
until  you  can  do  that  with  certainty,  you 
can  ^raw  no  conclusions  from  criminal 
statistics,  agrarian  or  otherwise,  which 
will  enable  you  to  judge  the  condition  of 
the  country.  And  if  anybody  thinks 
that  accusation  is  rather  hard  upon 
either  the  National  League  or  any  other 
body  of  influence  in  Ireland,  I  think 
I  may  again  remind  you  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  OaTan),  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded,  in  which  he  made  this 
astonishing  assertion.  He  said  that 
the  English  Members  who  went  over  to 
Ireland  had  showed  them  that  there  was 
no  necessity  now  for  crime — mark  that 
— and  that  such  disgraceful  transactions 
as  the  murders  in  the  Phceniz  Park 
could  now  no  longer  be  justified  on  any 
ground  whatever.  The  amount  of  non- 
agrarian  crime  in  1886  was  2,195;  in 
1887  it  was  1,837.  These  figures  in- 
cluded threatening  letters,  and,  if  you 
exclude  threatening  letters,  the  amount 
of  crime  in  1886  was  1,963,  andin  1887 
it  was  1,663.  Agrarian  crime  in  1886, 
including  threatening  letters,  was  1,056 ; 
in  1887  it  was  883.  Excluding  threat- 
ening letters,  for  1886  it  was  632,  and 
for  1887  it  was  591.  I  may  say  that, 
owing  to  one  of  the  causes  which  I 
specified  earlier  in  my  remarks,  crime 
was  very  low  during  one  or  two  months 
last  winter ;  and  that  remark  applies  to 
the  next  set  of  statistics  I  give,  which  are 
of  agrarian  offences  for  the  six  months 
ending  3lBt  January,  1887,  compared 
with  the  agrarian  offences  for  the  six 
months  ending  the  3l8t  January,  1888. 
The  total  number  of  agrarian  offences 
for  the  first  of  these  periods  was  455, 
and  for  the  latter  period  364,  showing 
a  decrease  of  20  per  cent  on  all  offences. 
The  decrease  is  less  if  you  exclude 
threateninglotters.  The  i^arian  offences, 
deducting  threatening  ktters,  for  the 
six  months  ending  with  January,  1887, 
was  285 ;  and  for  the  six  months  ending 


with  January,  1888,  was  248,  being  a 
decrease  of  13  per  cent.    If  you  now 
take  the  six  months  succeeding  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act,  and  compare  it  with  the  six  months 
preceding,    the    results    come   out   as 
follows:— I   count   February  to  July, 
1887,  and  August  to  January,   1888. 
For    the    first    period    the    numbers 
are  495,    and  for  the  second    period 
364.      if     you     exclude    threatening 
letters  the  numbers  are  323  and  248. 
This  shows  a  decrease  in  the  second 
period  of  26  per  cent  on  all  offences,  and 
of  23  per  cent  after  deducting  threaten- 
ing letters.    I  think  that  the  House  will 
feel  that  that  diminution  is  one  which — 
though  I  should  like  it  to  be  more  con- 
siderable— is  extremely  material,  and  it 
is  one  which  I  am  convinced  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  almost  every  part  of  House  will 
extremely  rejoice  to  hear  announced. 
Now  I  come  to  Boycotting.      It   will 
be    recollected   that  when  I  had   the 
honour  to  introduce  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill  to  the  House  the  sub- 
ject on  which  I  relied  more  than  any- 
thing else  to  justify  that  measure  was 
the  condition  of  terrorism  and  intimida- 
tion chiefly  consequent  on  and  sustained 
by  the  practice  of   Boycotting  which 
prevailed  in  a  large  part  of  Ireland  ; 
and  therefore,  as  I  can  show  that  this 
Act  has  produced  most  strikinff^  effects 
with   regard    to    Boycotting,    I    think 
everybody  will  feel — if  no  other  justifi- 
cation were  forthcomiDg—that  justifica- 
tion is  amply  sufficient.    The  number  of 
persons  wholly  Boycotted  on  the  3lBt 
of  July  last  year  was  870 ;  the  number 
of   persons   wholly  Boycotted  now    is 
208.    The  number  of  persons  partially 
Boycotted    on   the    31st  of  July  was 
3,965 — practically  4,000.    The  number 
of  persons  partially  Boycotted  on  the 
31st  of  January  was  1,867 — showing  a 
decrease  of  52^  per  cent  of  persons  par- 
tially Boycotted,  and  a  decrease  of  57 
per  cent  of  persons  totally  Boycotted. 
These  figures  show  a  decrease  in  the 
total  number  of  persons  Boycotted  of 
76  per  cent.    That  is  a  result  which,  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me,  is 
of  a  most  eminently  satisfactory  descrip- 
tion, and  especially  satisfactory  when  wo 
come  to  analyze  the  figures  in  the  county 
of  Clare  and  the  county  of  Kerry.  These 
two  counties  are  the  only  two  counties  in 
Ireland  over  the  whole  of  which  we  have 
suppressed  the  National  League,  and  in 
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those  two  counties  the  decrease  of  Boy- 
cotting is  greater  than  in  the  rest  of 
Ireland.  I  shall  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  statistics  from  which  I  have 
drawn  these  figures.  I  think  I  have 
shown  that  I  have  no  reason  to  be  afraid 
of  statistics ;  but  I  confess  that  it  is  not 
upon  statistics  thati  found  the  conclusion 
at  which  I  have  most  assuredly  arrived — 
that  an  immense  improvement  has  taken 
place  in  the  condition  of  Ireland.  I  have 
testimony  come  to  me  to  the  same  effect 
from  every  part  of  the  country,  and  from 
every  class  of  the  community.  So  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  no  man  who  has 
travelled  in  Ireland  with  some  desire  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  condition  of 
the  country  and  with  adequate  know- 
ledge  of  its  condition  a  year  ago  who  will 
not  tell  you  that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
has  in  every  respect  greatly  improved. 
I  have  before  this  quoted  the  charges  of 
the  Judges.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  quote  one  extract  from  the 
charge  of  a  Judge  delivered  in  one  of 
the  most  disturbed  counties  in  Ireland. 
This  is  what  Judge  Curran  says — 

**  I  have  been  informed  by  those  entrusted  with 
the  peace  of  the  county  that  there  is  a  decided  and 
marked  improvement  since  last  Session.  Moon- 
lighting, gentlemen,  as  you  knew  already  some 
time  since,  is  fast  becoming  a  matter  of  history 
in  the  dark  and  blood-red  history  of  Kerry,  and 
Boycotting  is  becoming  less  general  and  less 
effective,  because  people  are  beginning  to  see 
that  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  will  protect 
those  who  stand  up  firmly  against  any  such 
system," 

There  is  a  similar  quotation  from  the 
address  of  Judge  Murphy,  who  said,  at 
Cork  Winter  Assizes,  that  he  was  glad 
to  be  able  to  say  that  a  vast  change  had 
como  over  the  state  of  things  in  Kerry, 
due,  above  all,  to  the  knowledge  that 
came  home  to  persons  engaged  in  these 
organizations  that  they  would  be  de- 
tected, tried,  and  punished  for  their 
offences  in  places  where  juries  were 
not  afraid  to  diecharge  their  duties. 
What  these  two  Judges  said  with  a  sense 
of  official  responsibility  upon  them, 
every  man  who  has  spoken  to  me  upon 
the  subject  has  repeated  in  different 
language,  with  different  circumstances, 
and  with  different  details — whatever  his 
class  may  be,  and  from  whatever  part  of 
Ireland  he  has  come.  I  cannot  help  re- 
garding this  result  as  eminently  satis- 
factory. I  confess  that  I  was  one  of 
those  who  did  not  hesitate  to  give  some 
amount  of  credence  to  those  prophets  of 
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ill-omen  who  said  that  one  of  the  first 
results  of  the  so-called  Coercion  Act 
would  be  to  cause  a  great  outburst  of 
crime  all  over  Ireland.  I  thought  it 
extremely  possible  that  that  result 
might  happen.  That  result  has  not  oc- 
curred. We  have  done  something.  We 
have  succeeded  more  or  less  in  the 
struggle  in  which  we  have  been  en- 
gaged. We  are  not  the  first  who  have 
been  engaged  in  that  struggle.    In  hap- 

Eier  days  &e  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan),  and 
other  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
that  Bench,  were  engaged,  with  the  sup- 
port of  the  then  Opposition,  in  carrying 
on  the  same  struggle  against  crime  in 
Ireland.  But  though  the  struggle  is 
old,  some  of  the  difficulties  that  we  have 
had  to  contend  with  are  new.  Never 
before  has  any  Government  engaged  in 
this  struggle  had  arrayed  against  it  the 
whole  force  of  the  legitimate  Opposition 
—of  the  so-called  legitimate  Opposition. 
We  are  accustomed  to  the  speotade  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  come  to  this  House 
from  certain  parts  of  Ireland  doing  all 
they  can  to  defeat  the  course  of  law  and 
to  bring  the  law  into  contempt.  But 
we  have  not  been  accustomed  until  this 
"Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
— we  have  not  been  accustomed 
to  find  them  rank  among  their  most 
valuable  allies  Gentlemen  returned  for 
English  and  Scottish  constituencies. 
There  is  nothing  new,  unhappily,  in 
Irish  experience  in  finding  we  whole 
Press  described  as  Nationalist  indulging 
in  mendacious  vituperation  against  those 
who  are  responsible  for  the  government 
of  the  country.  It  is  new  in  the  history 
of  Irish  administration  that  these 
attacks  and  this  course  of  conduct 
should  find  an  echo — a  feeble,  imitative 
echo — upon  this  side  of  St.  George's 
Channel.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  though 
upon  those  on  this  side  of  the  House 
and  upon  the  Unionist  Party  rests  the 
whole  burden  of  maintaining  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,  we  may,  at  all  events, 
congratulate  ourselves  that  we  have  not 
been  unsuccessful,  and  that  the  laborious 
days  and  weary  nights  we  spent  last 
Session  in  amending  the  Criminal  Pro- 
cedure Acts  and  the  Land  Act  have  not 
been  without  their  fruits  in  the  history 
of  Ireland  during  the  last  six  months. 
Wehavedonesomething  to  vindicate  and 
restore  the  authority  of  the  law.    We 
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have  done  Bomething  to  dimish  the  suf- 
ferings oansed  by  the  system  of  tyranny 
and  oppression  practised  by  the  Na- 
tional League.  We  hare  done  some- 
thing to  restore  the  confidence  of  the 
individual  in  the  protection  of  the  strong 
arm  of  the  law,  without  which  no  ooun- 
try — ^not  even  Ireland  under  a  Home 
Bule  Bill — can  possibly  expect  to  enjoy 
any  of  the  blessings,  the  fruits,  and  the 
privileges  of  civilization. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle. on- 
Tyne) :  I  shall  certainly  not  imitate  the 
example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  in  turning  this  important 
debate  into  channels  for  mere  personal 
recrimination.  I  think  the  House  will 
be  able  to  judge  from  the  temper  of  the 
opening  remarks  of  the  right  non.  Gen- 
tleman of  the  tact  and  the  temper  with 
which  he  is  administering  the  Ooercion 
Act  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man implies  by  what  he  says  that  we 
are  afraid  to  say  in  this  House  what  we 
say  on  platforms  in  the  country,  and  he 
has  come  to  that  conclusion  because  we 
did  not  last  night  spring  to  our  feet  and 
proceed  with  our  indictment  against  the 
Government.  But,  Sir,  the  reason  for 
that  was  perfectly  plain.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  had  asked  for 
information — for  facts  and  figures,  by 
which  our  statements  might  be  tested, 
judged,  and  rerified.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman — for  reasons  of  which  I  do 
not  complain — gave  us  no  such  state- 
ment last  night;  but  until  that  state- 
ment was  made  it  would  have  been  futile 
for  us  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  There 
is  another  reason  which  surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  of,  and 
that  is  that  it  is  perfectly  understood  in 
the  House  that  the  great  questions  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the 
Ck>ercion  Act  should  be  debated  at  a 
later  stage  in  connection  with  a  Motion 
to  be  brought  forward  from  below  the 
Gangway.  I  will  not  attempt  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  criticism 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Member  for  South  Somerset  (the  Earl 
of  Qavan)  because  I  had  not  myself  the 
good  fortune  to  hear  my  noble  Friend's 
speech.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's impression  of  that  speech  is  not 
more  accurate  than  his  impression  of  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  at  Nottingham,  I  do 


not  think  I  need  trouble  the  House  nor 
myself  with  his  criticisms.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  that  we  hear  nothing  more 
in  this  House  of  the  cry,  ''  Bemember 
Mitchelstown."  Do  not  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  too  sure  of  that. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  fell  into  a 
vein  with  which  we  were  very  familiar 
last  Session,  when  he  spoke  of  a  number 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates — 60  out  of 
73 — Shaving  been  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer.  I  should  have  thought  that 
last  year  we  had  had  enough  of  these 
recriminations.  I  should  have  thought, 
at  any  rate,  that  we  had  had  enough  of 
these  attempts  to  test  a  new  situation,  a 
new  departure  in  Irish  policy,  what  you 
yourselves  admit  to  be  a  new  departure, 
though  you  lament  it,  by  what  happened 
in  1881,  1882,  and  1883.  I,  at  all 
events,  had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  I 
shall  proceed  to  examine  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  method  of  dealing  with  my 
riffht  hon.  Friend's  assertion  about  Be- 
sident Magistrates;  and  I  am  really 
amazed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  boldly  get  up  in  this  House  and 
assure  us — apparency  with  the  approral 
of  many  hon.  Gentlemen  behind  him 
— ^that  the  position  of  Besident  Magis- 
trate in  Ireland  is  substantially  analo- 
S»us  to  that  of  a  London  Stipendiary 
agistrate.  There  are  notoriously  im- 
portant difiEerences  in  the  condition  upon 
which  these  two  sets  of  gentlemen  hold 
their  offices.  But  that  is  not  the  point 
on  which  I  wish  to  insist  at  this  moment. 
The  point  on  which  I  wish  to  insist— 
because  it  is  vital  to  a  judgment  of  the 
Ooercion  Act  and  the  way  in  which  it 
has  been  administered — ^is  that  you  en- 
trust to  the  Besident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  jurisdiction  over  a  class  of  oases 
of  the  utmost  delicacy  and  nicety  which 
you  would  on  no  account  dream  of  trust- 
ing to  a  London  Stipendiary  Magistrate. 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  he 
mean  to  convey  to  the  House  that  the 
London  Stipendiary  has  within  his  juris- 
diction cases  of  conspiracy,  oases  of 
seditious  libel,  and  that  he  has  oases 
of  this  kind  where  the  person  charged 
has  not  tlie  right  of  demanding  a  jury  ? 
Those  make  serious  points  of  di£ference 
between  the  position  of  Besident  Magis-> 
trates  in  Ireland  acting  under  the 
Grimes  Act  and  London  Stipendiaries. 
Sir,  one  need  not  be  a  lawyer  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  no  olass  of  cases  so 
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delioate,  bo  important,  and  requiring 
such  nicety  and  precision  of  leg^ 
training,  as  cases  turning  upon  the 
effect  of  words  spoken  and  cases  of 
acts  turning  upon  intention  as  giying 
their  character  to  those  acts.  Our 
position  last  year  was,  and  at  present 
18,  that  it  is  most  detrimental  to  fair 
administration  of  the  law  to  trust  cases 
of  that  kind  to  gentlemen  who  are  in  a 
position  practically  and  notoriously  of 
dependence,  and  immediate  dependence, 
upon  the  Executire  Government.  One 
of  the  conditions  was  that  in  these 
Grimes  Courts  one  of  the  two  magis- 
trates bitting  should  be  a  person  of 
whose  legal  competency  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  satisfied.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
The  Lord  Lieutenant.]  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  we  mored  an 
Amendment  to  transfer  the  decision 
about  competency  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. But  that  makes  no  difference. 
Whether  it  is  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  there  has  been  a 
remarkable  difference  in  the  procedure 
of  the  present  Government  ana  the  pro- 
cedure under  the  Government  of  Earl 
Spenceri  because  I  understand  that 
Earl  Spencer  made  out  a  special  list  of 
magistrates  of  whose  legal  competency 
he  was  satisfied,  and  wherever  a  Crimes 
Court  was  constituted  one  of  those 
gentlemen  of  necessity  had  a  place  on  it. 

Thb  chief  SECBETABY  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.):  If  I  may  interrupt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  is  no 
difference  between  the  Act  of  1882  and 
the  Act  of  1887  in  that  particular.  Of 
the  30  special  magistrates  specified  as 
being  legally  qualified,  20  were  so 
qualmed  by  Earl  Spencer,  and  three  of 
the  others  are  barristers. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  say  that  it  has 
been  essential  that  in  every  Court  con- 
stituted under  the  Crimes  Act  one  of 
the  two  magistrates  sitting  should  come 
from  this  list. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Yes;  that 
is  so. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  I  find  I  am 
right.  It  is  the  Lord  Chancellor  who  is 
to  be  satisfied  of  the  legal  competency. 
I  will  now  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  demonstration 
of  the  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
asserting  thai  coercive  conspiracies  have 
abated,  and  that  agrarian  crime  has 
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diminished  in  consequence  of  the  legis- 
lative measures  of  last  Session.  I  wish 
to  examine  how  far  he  has  made  that 
good.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has, 
no  doubt,  shown — and  he  will  not 
suspect  me  of  feeling  anything  but 
entire  satisfaction — that  there  has  been 
a  diminution  of  agrarian  offences  in 
the  six  months  from  July,  1887 — the 
six  months  since  the  Crimes  Act  was 
passed.  There  has  been  a  sensible, 
though  not  a  very  enormous,  diminution 
in  agrarian  offences.  But  I  must  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we 
ventured  to  predict — when  the  Land 
Act  was  before  this  House  last  Session 
— that  one  effect  of  certain  provisions  in 
that  Act  would  be  to  give  you  a  period  of 
about  six  months  of  comparative  oalm — 
the  period  during  which  the  notices  would 
be  running  their  course.  Well,  the  facts 
quite  bear  out  the  prediction  we  then 
ventured  upon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  shown — what  is  also  extremely 
satisfactory — that  there  has  been  a  de- 
cline in  the  number  of  Boycottings. 
The  decline  there,  no  doubt,  is  vexy  much 
more  considerable  than  the  dedine  in 
agrarian  offences.  We  have  our  own 
theory  as  to  the  reasons  which  will  ac- 
count for  that  dedine  in  Boyootting. 
We  do  not  attribute  it — and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  no  reason 
for  attributing  it — ^to  the  operation  of 
the  Crimes  Act.  The  present  Prime 
Minister  in  1885  made  what  I  thought 
then,  and  what  I  always  thought,  a  most 
judicious  series  of  remarks  on  Boy- 
cotting.   He  said — 

*<  It  is  one  of  those  lets  of  acts  in  a  oommu- 
nity  with  whioh  Aots  of  Parliament  can  da 
litUe,  and  which  wUl  die  out  of  themaelyea 
owing  to  the  operation  of  general  oaiuea  if  you 
give  them  sufficient  time.'" 

Our  explanation  of  the  decrease  in 
Boycotting— of  which  we  are  tho* 
rouehly  glad — our  explanation  is  that 
Lord  SaHsbury  was  right;  that  the 
causes  which  led  to  Boyootting  have 
been  wearing  themselves  out ;  and  that 
one  of  those  causes  is  the  very  circum- 
stance on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man so  strangely  dwelt  at  the  close  of 
his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
claimed  for  himself  and  his  Friends 
that  they  alone  are  the  Party  of  order. 
Our  contention  is  that  the  decline  in 
Boycotting  and  the  decline  in  agra- 
rian offences  is  due  to  the  fact  of  there 
being  an  entirely  changed  state  of  feel- 
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ing  in  Ireland,  and  that  that  changed 
state  of  feeling,  and  that  wider  and  deeper 
sense  of  responsibility,  are  due  to  the 
fact  that  Liberal  Members  of  Parliament 
and  others  from  England  have  gone  over 
there.    I  have  been  in  Ireland  myself 
for  a  short  time  lately.    I  did  not  oome 
into  contact,  no  doubt,  with  the  same 
classes  of  officials  and  others  as  those 
who  furnished  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  his  information ;  but  I  saw  persons 
of  different  positions  with  different  means 
of  gathering  information,  and  I  was 
assured  on  every  hand  that  the  sense  of 
alliance-— of  alliance,  not  of  coalition — 
with  an  English  Party  has  had  the  most 
remarkable  effect  in  awakening  respon- 
sibility all  over  the  country.    The  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  has  left  out  the  answers 
to  important  questions  which  were  put 
to  him  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  who 
opened  the   debate  this  evening  (Mr. 
Mundella).    He  has  not  told  us  whether, 
and,  if  so,  what  amount  of  what  is  called 
derelict  land  has  been  rescued  for  the 
occupation  of  its  owners  in  consequence 
of  the  Grimes  Act.  The  number  of  these 
derelict  farms  was  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  and  one  of  the  worst  features  in  the 
social  condition  of  Ireland.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  shirked  that  ques- 
tion. He  has  not  attempted  to  show  that 
coercive  conspiracies,  as  he  chooses  to 
call  them,  or  lawful  combinations,  as  we 
ohoose  to  think  them — he  has  not  shown 
in  any   detail  that  these  combinations 
have  been  weakened  in  their   opera- 
tion by   any  single    proceeding  taken 
under    the    Crimes   Act.      Those    two 
points  are  all-important.      The    ques- 
tion before  the  House  at  this  moment 
is  —  What  has  been  the  effect  of  the 
Grimes    Act    and    the    Land    Act    in 
restoring  something  like  social  order  in 
Ireland?    The  payment  of  rent  is,  as 
everybody    knows,    one    of   the    most 
important  factors  in  the  social  condition 
of  Ireland ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  shown  in  the  least  degree 
that  the  orderly  payment  of  rent  has 
been  furthered,  either  by  the  apprehen- 
sion caused  by  the  Grimes  Act,  or  by 
any  proceedings  taken  under  that  Act. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  entirely 
failed  to  show — ^which  he  was  bound  to 
show — a  connection  between  a  certain 
very  partial  and  very  limited  dedme  in 
the  broader  and  coarser  features  of  dis- 
order— a  connection  between  them  and 
the  Crimes  Act  or  the  way  in  which  it 


has  been  administered.  I  must  fall 
back  again  on  the  very  frank  and 
manly  admission  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  last 
night  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  said 
plainly — ''  I  admit  that  we  have  made 
no  great  advance."  [&fr.  W.  H.  Smith 
dissented.]  I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man shakes  his  head,  but  I  thought  I 
heard  him  say  it,  and  I  certainly  wrote 
the  words  down. 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  of  thb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrra)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  In  reply  to  the  observa- 
tion-of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  what 
I  said  was  that  no  great  advance  had 
been  made  in  producing  obedience  to 
the  law  and  sympathy  with  the  law.  I 
admitted  that  no  great  advance  had 
been  made  in  those  respects. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  To  admit 
that,  after  all.  Sir,  is  to  admit  our  whole 
case.  We  want,  and  we  have  the  right 
to  call  upon  you,  and  we  shall  continue 
at  a  later  stage  of  the  debate  to  call  upon 
you,  to  give  good  justification  for  such  a 
measure  as  the  Crimes  Act.  Unless  a 
measure  of  that  extraordinary  and  ex- 
ceptional kind  is  a  very  great  success  in 
attaining  the  objects  which  you  set  be- 
fore yourselves  in  persuading  the  House 
to  pass  it,  it  has  not  justified  its  exist- 
ence, and  you  have  not  justified  your 
policy.  I  do  not  wish  to  diminish  the 
importance  of  the  two  or  three  figures 
given  to  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to-night;  but  you  have  set  that  small 
gain  against  the  enormous  loss,  first  of 
all,  of  the  time  of  Parliament  last  Ses- 
sion, and,  secondly,  the  loss  of  the  chance 
of  procuring  a  better  state  of  things  in 
Ireland.  The  Government  have  practi- 
cally wasted  last  Session  in  forcing  this 
costly  and — as  I  maintain  it  still  shows 
itself— this  comparatively  useless  instru- 
ment. They  have  thrown  Ireland  into 
turmoil.  [^Laughter,^  Gentlemen  lauffh. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  for  a  moment  that 
it  is  the  action  of  the  GK)vemment  alone 
that  throws  Ireland  into  turmoil.  What 
I  say  is,  that  the  way  in  which  the 
Crimes  Act  has  been  administered  has 
aggravated  and  made  still  more  dan- 
gerous all  that  was  already  dangerous 
in  the  social  condition  of  Ireland ;  and  it 
has  put  further  off  than  ever  the  day — 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues,  I  believe,  are  as  anxious  to 
reach  as  we  are — when  the  Irish  people 
will  extend  to  law  that   respect   and 
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obedience  wbioh  we  are  aoouBtomed  to 
pay  to  it  in  England.  Your  policy  has 
increased  the  turmoil  in  Ireland,  and 
has  deepened  and  widened  popular 
resentment  in  Ireland  against  the  very 
institutions  and  the  very  system  of  go- 
vernment which  it  is  your  professed 
ambition  to  cherish  and  preserve. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
said,  he  was  unable  to  agree  with  some 
of  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  the  legislation  of  last 
Session  in  regard  to  Ireland  had  been 
satisfactory.  He  thoroughly  and  entirely 
agreed  in  this — that  the  measure  passed 
last  Session  at  the  cost  of  so  much  labour, 
and  of,  perhaps,  intentional  misrepresen- 
tation, had  produced  very  serious  results. 
He  did  not  believe  for  a  moment  that 
any  benefit  whatever  had  resulted  to 
Ireland  firom  that  measure.  No  doubt, 
the  state  of  things  in  Ireland  had  greatly 
improved,  but  that  improvement  was  in 
no  degree  owing  to  the  Crimes  Act.  To 
take  a  few  months'  Eetums  at  a  year 
ago,  and  compare  them  with  similar 
Betums  now,  was  altogether  delusive, 
because  it  was  just  at  that  time  that  the 
Irish  people  had  become  alive  to  the 
fact  that  a  large  body  of  the  people  of 
this  country  were  determined  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland.  From  that  moment 
there  had  been  a  steady  progress  to- 
wards peace  and  friendship.  He  believed 
that  that  improvement  would  continue; 
and  the  only  thing  which  had  retarded, 
instead  of  accelerating  it,  and  prevented 
it  from  becoming  more  rapid  and  cer- 
tain, was  the  mischievous  effects  of  the 
measure  introduced  by  the  Government 
last  year.  He  did  not  quite  understand 
upon  what  principle  the  House  was  told 
that  the  result  of  the  legislation  of  last 
year  had  been  satisfactory.  There  had 
been  no  good  result  whatever  from  the 
Coercion  Act.  What  was  the  residt? 
Her  Majesty's  Government  said  that  it 
had  been  the  gradual  pacification  of 
Ireland  ?  That  was  a  matter  upon  which 
there  was  a  considerable  difference  of 
opinion.  There  were,  however,  some 
matters  on  which  they  might  agree.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  the  result 
had  been  to  put  into  prison  some  of 
Ireland's  most  trusted  sons,  and  to 
stir  up  against  one  Party  an  amount  of 
bitter  feeling  thai  did  not  previously 
exist.  That  which  was  previously 
tyranny  had  now  become  worse   than 
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tyranny— a  tyranny  not  only  of  a  cruel, 
but  of  a  most  contemptible  kind.    It 
was  bad  enough  to  oppress  a  people; 
but  in  the  19th  century  the  system  of 
tyranny  had  degenerated    into  simple 
and  petty  spite — ^a  system  which  conde- 
scended, for  the  purpose  of  gratifying  it- 
self, not  merely  to  inflict  the  punishment 
of  imprisonment,  but  to  acts  of  personal 
annoyance  and  insult  in  reference  to 
persons  of  position  and  character.    He 
thought  the  19th  century  was  too  late 
for  a  Nero,  whose  weapon  was  a  slop- 
pail,  and  who  revelled  in  the  stealing  of 
clothes.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
established  a  system  entirely  novel,  and 
in  the  course  of  a  short  time  it  would  be 
most  unsatisfactory.    The  only  point  he 
desired  to   lay    down   with  force  and 
energy  was  this.    There  was  one  object 
they    were    not   seeking   to    attain — 
namely,  good  government  and  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland;  they  were  endea- 
vouring to  govern  by  force.    Her  Ma* 
jesty's  (Government  prided  themselves 
on  having  established  law  and  order  to 
such  an   extent  that  they  had  driven 
beneath  the  surface  those  signs  of  law- 
lessness which  they  said  existed  still. 
Thev  had  compelled  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  be  orderly;  but  Uiey  had  com- 
pelled   them  against  their  will.      He 
maintained  that  that  was  not  good  go- 
vernment.   It  was  impossible  for  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  do  it ;  they  had 
not  done  it  yet,  and  if  they  did  it  it 
would  not  be  good  government.    There 
was  one  great  object  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
continue  to  fight  for.    They  were  con- 
vinced that  no  legislation  for  Ireland 
would  be  satisfactory  until  the  country 
had  been  made  quiet  and  happy,  and 
until  the  law  would  be  accepted  not  only 
without  resistance,  butwith  affection  and 
sympathy.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  admitted 
that  no  progress  had  been   made   in 
winning    the   sympathy  of    the    Irish 
people  with  the  law  and  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  under  which  they  lived.  The  sta- 
tistics of  the  Chief  Secretary  were  good 
for  nothing,  and  could  prove  nothing 
until  it  could  be  shown  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  had  been  cemented  in  firmer 
bonds  than  before,  and  that  the  feeling 
of  sympathv  and  affection  between  the 
two  countries,  which  had  been  so  long 
strained,  had  been  re-established.    No 
doubt,    the    sympathy    of    the    Irish 
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eople  for  this  country  was  inoreasing ; 

at  it  was  in  spite  of  the  coerdve  legis- 
lation of  last  year.  Their  confidence  in 
the  justice  of  this  country  was  in- 
creasing, not  in  consequence  of  any- 
thing Her  Majesty's  Giovemment  had 
done,  but  in  spite  of  it. 

Mb.  MABK  STBWABT  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  earnestly  protested 
against  the  assertion  that  ooerciye 
measures  were  more  congenial  to  the 
Oonserratiye  Party  than  to  their  oppo- 
nents ;  but  the  Qovemment  had  been 
put  into  power  for  the  purpose,  first,  of 
maintaining  the  Union,  and,  secondly, 
of  restoring  law  and  order,  and  those 
two  purposes  had,  to  a  large  extent, 
been  fulfilled.  No  one  had  suffered 
from  the  Coercion  Act  except  those  who 
had  wilfully  transgressed  the  law,  or 
the  dupes  of  those  who  ought  to  have 
known  better.  His  main  reason  for 
rising,  however,  was  not  to  refer  to  the 
Irish  Question,  but  to  the  question  of 
agriculture,  which  was  far  more  impor- 
tfuit  to  the  large  majority  of  people. 
Although  the  paraj^ph  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  on  this  subject  was  not  so  full  as 
he  could  have  wished,  still  he  rejoiced 
at  the  notice  taken  of  it;  because,  when 
taken  up  by  the  strongest  Government 
the  country  had  seen  for  years,  there 
was  a  chance  of  something  practical 
being  done.  Wheat,  they  might  say, 
was  no  longer  cultivable  at  a  profit,  and 
the  same  might  bo  said  of  oats.  And 
though  barley  was  a  trifle  better  as  re- 
garded price,  the  difference  was  very 
small.  Then  there  was  the  meat  supply 
of  the  country,  in  which  the  home  pro- 
ducer was  handicapped  in  many  ways 
by  foreign  imports.  But  of  that  he  did 
not  complain.  He  hoped,  however,  as 
the  (Jovemment  were  apparently  so  suc- 
cessful in  their  negotiations  on  the  sugar 
question  that  they  would  approach  the 
Argentine  BepubHc,  and  get  them  to 
put  an  end  to  the  system  of  bounties, 
amounting  to  about  £100,000  a-year, 
which  they  had  inaugurated  to  enable 
producers  to  send  meat  to  this  country. 
The  condition  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest could  not  be  overlooked  when  they 
remembered  that  tens  of  thousands  of 
men  were  driven  from  the  agricultural 
districts  to  towns  and  villages  in  search 
of  employment,  and  thus  hdped  to  swell 
the  ranks  of  the  unemployed.  Only 
one  interest  connected  with  agriculture 
bad  made  mnch  improvement,  and  that 


was  the  dairy  interest.  But  even  there 
they  were  handicapped  by  foreign  com- 
petition, which  he  would  not  complain 
of  if  our  people  had  the  same  aavan- 
tages  as  foreigners  to  carry  on  the  trade 
successfully.  In  his  own  part  of  the 
country  they  had  actually  had  to  go  to 
America  and  Canada  to  obtain  compe- 
tent instructors  to  teach  the  people  the 
art  and  science  of  dairying.  Was  it  not 
rather  hard  and  absurd  that  they  had 
no  training  college,  no  school,  where 
such  instruction  could  be  imparted  to 
those  willing  to  learn  ?  They  were  told 
they  had  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment at  South  Kensington ;  but  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  only  £5,000  was 
spent  by  that  Department  on  agricul- 
tural instruction.  He  hoped  something 
would  be  done  to  relieve  the  agricultural 
interest  from  the  heavy  burdens  of  local 
taxation.  If  some  of  these  burdens 
could  be  thrown  upon  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund,  that  would  not  only  be  justice  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  but  a  benefit 
to  the  nation  at  large.  He  hailed  with 
satisfaction  the  assurance  that  the  ques- 
tion of  railway  rates  was  to  be  dealt 
with.  Unless  facilities  of  the  best  de- 
scription were  afforded  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  they  could  not  compete 
with  the  foreigner.  Technical  eduoa* 
tion  he  would  not  enter  upon,  further 
than  to  express  the  hope  that  attention 
would  be  given  to  it  amongst  other 
things.  They  ought  to  have  a  distinct 
Government  Department  to  take  sur- 
veillance of  those  matters,  and  which 
would  bring  to  the  front  many  things 
buried  in  Consular  Beports.  They  did 
not  want  necessarily  a  large  expendi- 
ture in  their  favour,  but  they  did  want 
what  appeared  to  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary— assistance  from  the  (Government 
to  enable  them  to  help  themselves.  If 
given  in  that  way,  much  good  would 
follow,  which  would  be  of  advantage  to 
the  ratepayers  in  the  long  run.  For 
these  reasons,  he  brought  before  the 
House  the  passages  enumerated  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  in  the  hope  that  they 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of  this  Session, 
and  that  the  great  agricultural  interests 
might  not  be  neglected. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  fond  of  imputing  mendacity  to  his 
opponents ;  but  that  evening  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  famished 
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a  good  example  of  the  flippant  men- 
dacity which  uiaally  charaoterieed  his 
statements. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  That 
remark  is  very  improper,  and  altogether 
un-ParliamentaiY.  1  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  it. 

Mb,  EDWAED  HAHEINGTON: 
I  withdraw  it;  and  I  am  soiry  that  so 
early  in  the  Session 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  the  expression  he 
used  is  quite  nn-Parliamentao'y. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
said,  he  had  withdrawn  it.  As  an  Irish 
Member  residing  in  one  of  the  disturbed 
districts  of  the  country,  as  far  as  he 
could  see  and  judge,  there  was  no 
change  in  the  attitude  of  the  people 
towards  persons  who  were  alleeed  to 
have  been  Boycotted.  Certainly,  no 
change  had  been  brought  about  by  the 
vicious  action  of  the  Police  Authorities. 
What  was  the  fact  ?  In  a  notable  case 
which  recently  came  before  a  Law  Court 
on  appeal — the  case  of  a  blacksmith  for 
refusing  to  shoe  the  horse  of  the  widow 
Curtin — it  was  well  known  to  the  police, 
although  they  alleged  that  the  widow 
was  systematically  Boycotted,  that  the 
smith  used  to  go  to  her  house  at  night 
and  shoe  the  horse  for  her.  Yet  that 
very  man  was  entrapped,  brought  be- 
fore the  Court,  and  illegally  convicts. 
The  prosecution  was  undertaken  against 
the  will  of  the  Curtin  family ;  but  they 
themselves  were  threatened  with  pro- 
ceedings if  they  hesitated  to  support 
the  action  of  the  police.  Surelv  that 
was  scarcely  the  way  to  make  life  easy 
for  that  unfortunate  family.  He  would 
mention  another  case — ^that  of  Justin 
M'CarUiy,  whose  proceedings  had  at- 
tracted considerable  notoriety,  and  who, 
in  a  description  which  he  gave  of  the 
wonderful  village  of  InnisoaU,  asserted 
that  to  his  own  knowledge  there  were 
350  persons  Boycotted.  He  (Mr.  Har- 
rington) believed  that  that  was  about 
the  extent  of  the  entire  population. 
But  what  were  the  facts  in  regard  to 
McCarthy's  own  case  and  his  allega- 
tions? Not  long  ago  Justin  M'CarSiy 
wrote  a  letter  to  a  local  newspaper 
in  the  coimty  of  Keiry,  stating  that  so 
far  as  he  was  personidly  concerned  he 
had  never  been  Boycotted  at  all.  There- 
fore his  case  must  be  taken  out  of 
the  350,  and  probably,  if  all  the  rest 
were  inquired  into,  they  would  prove 
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equally  destitute  of  foundation,  and  in 
that  way  it  would  not  be  difficult  to 
substantiate  the  figures  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  reference  to  the  diminution 
of  Boycotting.  If  it  suited  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Executive  Qovemment  for 
the  time  being  to  say  that  crime  and 
intimidation  existed  in  Ireland,  the 
figures  were  ready  at  hand  to  support 
their  assertion.  Judge  Curran  had  been 
quoted  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate.  Now,  on  the  very  day  that 
Judge  Curran  made  an  announcement 
of  the  peaceful  state  of  Kerry*-on  that 
very  day  there  was  pending  a  trial  which 
must  have  been  within  the  learned 
Judge's  cognizance — the  trial  of  the 
murderers  of  au  old  man  who  was  shot 
in  the  leg  and  bled  to  death  ;  also  the 
trial  of  a  young  man  for  taking  rushes 
from  his  father's  farm — there  having 
been  a  dispute  between  his  father  and 
his  uncle.  There  was  another  case  in 
reference  to  an  attack  upon  a  very  popu- 
lar and  estimable  gentleman,  wludi 
attack  had  been  prompted  by  this  very 
Justin  McCarthy,  who  at  this  moment 
avowed  that,  so  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  he  had  never  been  Boy- 
cotted at  all.  He  (Mr.  Harrington) 
thought  these  facts  would  show  how 
the  figures  to  suit  the  purpose  of  the 
authorities  were  manipulated,  in  regard 
to  the  use  which  had  been  made  of  the 
Crimes  Act  and  the  results  of  the  legis- 
lation of  last  year.  The  Act  prescribed 
that  the  jurisdiction  under  the  Act  should 
be  exercised  by  persons  of  whose  legal 
knowledge  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to 
satisfy  himself.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  in  the 
notable  Mitchelstown  trial.  Captain  Sea- 
grave,  when  put  on  that  table  and  asked 
whether  he  was  one  of  the  magistrates 
in  regard  to  whose  qualifications  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  satisfied  himself, 
laughed  at  the  idea  and  said  that  it 
was  neither  probable  nor  possible.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  whatever  ordeal  Captain 
Seagrave  had  been  subjected  to,  he 
would  have  failed  to  pass.  Indeed,  he 
had  failed  in  every  examination  he  had 
undergone ;  but  he,  nevertheless,  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  an  appointment  as 
Resident  Magistrate.  It  suited  Her 
Majesty's  GK)vemment  to  get  a  tool 
so  pliant  to  their  will.  The  Oo- 
vemment  wanted  partizans  —  violent 
partizans — who  would  rush  any  person 
into    Court,    effectually   shut   up   his 
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xnoath,  and  then  commit  Lim  to  gaol. 
This  was    the  work  that  such  magis- 
tratos  as  Oaptain  Seagrave  were  well 
fitted  to  perform,  and  that  gentleman 
was  a  good  example  of  that  sort  of 
Judge  ^moh  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wanted  for  the  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  in  Ireland.    In  some  oases 
an  appeal  had  been  allowed  after  a  con- 
▼iotion ;  and  if,  when  the  appeal  was 
heard,  the  conviction  was  affirmed,  the 
convicting  magistrate  could  rush  into 
Court  there  and  then,  take  the  prisoner 
by  the  collar,  and  rush  him  into  gaol. 
He  (Mr.  Harrington)  maintained  that 
this  was  illegal,  that  the  accused  person 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Judge  who 
heard  the  appeal,  and  that  until  the 
Judge  affirmed  the  original  conviction, 
the  Kesident  Magistrate  who  heard  the 
original  case  had  no  right  to  be  present, 
and  had  no  legal  power  to  arrest  the 
defendant.     It  was  contrary  to  every 
principle  of  justice  and  humanity  that 
any  man  who  was  really  a  party  to  the 
appeal  should  have  authority  at  once 
to  lay  his  hand  vindictively  upon  the 
shoulder  of  the  defendant  and  carry  him 
off  to  gaol.    At  the  last  Petty  Sessions 
in  the  county  of  Kerry  two  young  men 
were   convicted   of  tiie   extraordinary 
offence  of  uttering  what  was  called  a 
compromise  between  a  ''boo"  and  a 
laugh  against  the  police,  and  they  were 
sentenced   to   one    month's   imprison- 
ment.   The  moment  the  sentence  was 
pronounoed,  Sergeant  Lock,  of  the  don- 
stabulary,  laid  hands  upon  these  two 
young  men  and  vindictivdy  carried  them 
off  to  gaol,  although  the  conviction  was 
appealed  against.  He  (Mr.  Harrington) 
had  oarefuUy  watched  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Grimes  Act  in  Ireland,  and 
he  was  able  to  assert,  without  much  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  the  action  jof  the 
Executive  was  prompted  by  a  desire  to 
give  annoyance,  and  to  create  ill-feeling 
and  irritation  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
happened  to  be  accused,  and  to  bring  in 
conniot  with  them  every  individual  who 
might  be  supposed  to  have  a  feeling  of 
enmity  against  them.    The  Ohief  Secre- 
tary had  read  a  number  of  figures  in  re- 
ference to  Boycotting.     Those  figures 
would  be  found  to  be  most  elastic  andidto- 
gether  visionary.    He  (Mr.  Harrinffton) 
believed  that  virtually  there  had  been 
no  change  in  what  was  known  as  Boy- 
cotting and  exclusive  dealing,  although 
he  was    prepared  to  admit   that   we 


action  of  the  Executive,  as  in  the  case 
of  Mrs.  Maroney  in  Eunis,  public  feel- 
ing had  been  outraged  and  inflamed 
against  those  whom  the  Qovemment 
pretended  to  protect.  It  was  difficult 
to  understand  the  attitude  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  in 
regard  to  statistics.  In  the  first  place, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deprecated 
the  use  of  all  figures,  and  then  he  pro- 
ceeded to  make  use  of  them.  In  the 
next  place,  he  deprecated  the  use  of  all 
facts,  manipulating  both  figures  and 
facts  with  singular  dexterity,  and  call- 
ing upon  the  Irish  Members,  who  had 
neither  figures  nor  facts  before  them,  to 
reply  at  once  to  the  deductions  he  had 
drawn.  The  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  in 
reference  to  the  poor  women,  Oonnell 
and  Mrs.  Maroney,  was  most  elastic. 
The  allegation  was  that  Oonnell  was 
lying  ill  in  bed  for  three  days,  reduced 
io  a  dangerous  condition  by  starvation, 
because  a  system  of  Boycotting  pre- 
vailed which  prevented  her  from  being 
supplied  with  food,  and  waiting  until  she 
was  strong  enough  to  go  to  the  police 
and  lay  her  grievance  before  them. 
Now,  this  poor  woman,  whose  case  was 
stated  with  so  much  pathos,  turned  out 
to  be  a  servant  of  Mrs.  Maroney,  whose 
case  was  scouted  out  of  Oourt  only  the 
other  day.  It  turned  out  that  this 
woman  sent  persons  to  rival  shop- 
keepers, who  did  not  get  the  police 
custom,  for  goods  with  the  sole  object  of 
entrapping  them  and  annoying  them, 
because  she  considered  that  she  herself 
was  Boycotted.  The  statement  that 
Oonnell  had  been  starving  for  three 
days  was  not  the  fact,  because  it  was 
proved  that  she  was  a  servant  of  Mrs. 
Maroney,  and  had  been  employed  for 
this  vindictive  purpose.  After  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Grimes  Act,  and  before  its 
immediate  application  to  Ireland,  the 
Eesident  Magistrates  were  called  up  to 
Dublin.  Did  they  all  go  there  ?  Oer- 
tainly  not.  It  was  not  necessary  that 
some  of  them  should  go ;  and  as  to  the 
rest,  they  went  to  Dublin,  not  to  obtain 
information  as  to  the  Act,  but  to  be 
schooled  as  to  the  duties  they  were  ex- 
pected to  perform.  One  of  these  magis- 
trates flippantly  told  him — ^he  would 
not  mention  the  name — ^'A  month 
is  now  the  nearest  thing.  That  is 
the  latest  tip  from  the  Oastle."  With 
regard  to  the   point  that  Boycotting 
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and  intimidation  not  coming  under 
the  head  of  agrarian  crime,  could 
the  right  hon.  Q«nileman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  seriously  maintain  that  with 
659  cases  of  prosecution  under  the  Act 
they  were  not  to  be  taken  into  account 
as  showing  that  the  state  of  crime  had 
not  sensibly  decreased  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  manipulated  his  figures 
in  an  extraordinary  way.  Out  of  more 
than  600  cases,  he  said  that  200  ought 
to  be  removed,  because  the  accused  were 
not  convicted.  Surely  it  was  the  prose- 
cutions which  showed  the  number  of 
crimes  in  respect  of  which  they  were 
brought,  and  not  the  oonvictions.  If 
there  had  been  600  crimes  committed 
and  no  one  had  been  prosecuted  at  all, 
there  would  have  been  600  crimes 
all  the  same.  This  was  the  way  in 
which  the  Ohief  Secretary  had  manipu- 
lated his  figures  in  the  course  of  his 
speech.  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  desired 
to  refer  incidentally  to  the  Inniscall 
case.  The  facts  of  that  case  were  as 
follows : — On  a  Sunday  evening,  about 
7  o'clock,  the  house  of  Dr.  O'Kane, 
Hving  in  the  village  of  Inniscall,  was 
attacked.  Six  or  seven  men  entered  it. 
They  struggled  with  Dr.  O'Kane  at  the 
door,  and  fired  a  revolver.  The  bullet 
missed  Dr.  O'Kane,  but  hit  his  son,  who 
was  left  for  dead  by  the  attacking  party, 
in  the  belief  that  they  had  killed  the  doc- 
tor. The  whole  family  fought  with  a  per- 
tinacity which  reflected  the  highest  credit 
upon  them.  But  there  was  not  one 
word  in  the  speech  of  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary in  reference  to  that  case ;  not  one 
word  of  praise  for  the  courage  and 
vigour  with  which  the  attacked  persons 
defended  themselves  on  that  occasion. 
What  was  the  result?  A  couple  of 
local  arrests  had  been  made — the  per- 
sons arrested  being  the  servants  of  the 
Justin  McCarthy  already  referred  to. 
The  accused  persons  were  admitted  to 
bail,  although  fully  identified,  and 
charged  with  the  serious  crime  of  Moon- 
lighting. It  leaked  out  in  Oastleisland 
that  some  cousins  of  M'Oarthy  had 
hired  cars  and  conveyed  the  men  who 
committed  the  outrage  a  distance  of  30 
miles.  The  facts  were  placed  before 
theauthoritieB;  but  they  were  very  slow 
to  move,  and  it  was  oily  afber  a  lapse 
of  three  weeks  that  any  steps  were  taken 
towards  making  an  arrest.  Instead  of 
being  sent  to  ffaol  and  confronted  with 
those  who  oomd  identify  them,  the  men 
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accused  of  Moonlightin g  and  outrage  were 
released  upon  a  bail  of  about  £25.  The 
men  themselves  had  been  identified.  The 
case  was  still  dragging  on  from  day  to 
day,  and  he  asserted  with  confidence 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
authorities  to  burke  it.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers really  desired  to  secure  peace  and 
individual  liberty  in  Ireland,  he  asked 
them  to  assist  the  Irish  Members  by 
their  votes  in  forcing  such  a  case  as  this 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
He  would  refer  to  another  case,  that  of 
a  man  named  Oallaghan,  who  was  a 
witness  on  one  occasion,  and  whom  he 
had  only  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
once.  He  was  brought  into  the  county 
of  Kerry,  to  Tralee  Gaol,  to  see  if  he 
could  identify  a  man  accused  of  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Herbert.  He  had  al- 
ready made  a  statement  in  regard  to  the 
case,  and  he  made  it  on  evidence  supplied 
to  him  by  the  gaoler  and  other  persons 
who  were  present.  The  protest  he  had 
made  was  directed  against  the  conduct 
of  one  of  the  magistrates,  who,  when 
the  man  was  brought  out  for  identifica- 
tion, walked  along  the  line  of  prisoners, 
who  had  been  brought  out,  and  suddenly, 
on  reaching  a  particular  individusd, 
stepped  off  the  gravel  path  on  to  the 
grass,  whereupon  the  informer  im- 
mediately came  up  and  put  his  hand  on 
the  shoulder  of  the  man  who  had  thus 
been  pointed  out  with  the  remark — 
*'That  is  the  man."  The  prisoner  was 
a  man  named  Oasey;  but,  unless  the 
evidence  of  the  informer  was  amply 
corroborated,  it  was  highly  improper  to 
put  him  upon  his  trial  on  such  evidence. 
Unfortunately — and  it  showed  what  the 
condition  of  the  country  was — this  man 
Oallaghan  was  still  in  the  pay  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  (Mr. 
Harrington)  saw  that  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  was  in  his  place, 
and  was  evidently  paying  attention  to 
the  debate.  He  claimed  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  this  matter,  because  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  new  to 
Office.  Was  he  aware  that  in  the 
time  of  his  Predecessor  both  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  fought 
the  Grimes  Bill  throughout,  and  they 
were  now  being  sent  to  the  dis- 
turbed districts  of  Ireland  to  ad- 
minister it?  Only  at  the  last  Assizes  at 
Cork  a  man  named  Harold,  accused  of 
murder,  was  discharged  by  prodama* 
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tion.  He  had  been  asked  to  account  for 
certain  marks  on  his  person,  and  so  un- 
satisfactory  was  the  account  he  gave  of 
them  that  he  was  kept  in  prison  for  a 
month,  and  in  the  end  he  was  discharged 
by  having  recourse  to  a  yery  unusual 
proceeding — namely,  the  issue  of  a  Pro- 
clamation by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  which 
rendered  it  impossible  for  the  man  to  be 
tried  for  the  same  offence.  The  general 
belief  in  the  country  was  that  because  he 
had  employed  as  his  solicitor  a  man  who 
was  first  cousin  to  the  Grown  Prosecutor 
— a  proceeding  that  would  scarcely  be 
tolerated  in  the  administration  of  the 
Oriminal  Law  in  England,  nor  would  it 
be  sanctioned  that  two  such  men  should 
work  together,  one  prosecuting  for  the 
Grown  and  the  other  defending  the 
prisoner.  In  such  cases  a  prisoner, 
whatever  his  offence  may  have  been, 
would  escape,  and  he  knew  that  he 
would  escape.  The  Lrish  Members  did 
not  shirk  the  political  consequences  of 
their  own  acts.  He  did  not  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  with  any  credit 
to  themselves,  could  throw  in  the  teeth 
of  the  Irish  Eepresentatives  the  fact  that 
they  had  shirked  any  of  the  consequences 
which  were  likely  to  arise  from  a  conflict 
with  the  law.  At  the  time  the  Grimes 
Bill  was  introduced  how  many  combina- 
tions for  carrying  out  the  Plan  of  Gam- 
paign  existed  in  Ireland?  Upon  one 
estate  of  700  tenants  500  adopted  it,  and 
the  remaining  200,  who  stood  aloof,  were 
set  down  in  the  Beturns  of  the  Ghief 
Secretary  as  having  been  partially  Boy- 
cotted. But  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
been  eminently  successful,  notwithstand- 
ing the  Grimes  Act,  and  the  tenants  who 
adopted  it  had  carried  on  the  fight,  not 
only  with  advantage  to  themselves,  but 
for  those  who  refused  to  join  them.  He 
asserted  with  confidence  that  no  reliance 
whatever  was  to  be  placed  upon  the 
figures  of  the  Ghief  Secretary.  The 
Ohief  Secretary  had  been  challenged  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle- 
on-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  to  show  that 
a  single  acre  of  land  in  Ireland  had  been 
taken  or  grabbed.  If  he  could  show  that, 
the  Grimes  Act  might  be  regarded  to 
that  extent  as  a  success.  So  far  the  Act 
had  onlv  been  put  in  force  against  illegal 
assembues,  against  newspaper  men,  and 
against  newspapers.  Did  hon.  Members 
realize  the  disgraceful  working  of  the 
Act  in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Booke,  of 
Tralee  ?    He  was  a  poor  man,  although 
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he  occupied  the  position  of  Town  Gom« 
missioner  in  Tralee.  His  wife  was  re- 
cently dead ;  he  had  a  larse  family,  and 
he  was  prosecuted  for  selling  a  copy  of 
United  Ireland  and  exhibiting  a  placard 
of  that  paper  outside  his  shop.  He  had 
been  told  by  the  police  that  he  was  not 
to  sell  that  paper.  His  reply  was — 
«  Why  not?  It  is  published  under  the 
walls  of  Dublin  Gastle;  and  if  it  is  law- 
ful to  print  it,  why  should  it  be  unlaw- 
ful to  sell  it?"  He  did  remove  the 
placard,  but  he  sold  copies  of  United 
Ireland^  and  this  unfortunate  man  was 
sent  for  a  month  to  gaol  in  conse- 
quence, on  evidence  which  has  now 
been  proved  to  be  altogether  inade- 
quate to  sustain  a  conviction.  In  the 
case  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  the  Lord 
Ghief  Baron  said  the  mere  fact  that 
a  paragraph  having  appeared  in  a 
paper,  announcing  a  meeting  of  the 
National  League  had  been  held,  was 
sufficient  proof  of  the  meeting  having 
been  held ;  but  that  ruling  was  on  an 
appeal  quashed  in  another  place,  and  a 
man  who  had  been  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  was  released  one 
week  before  the  original  sentence  of  a 
month  had  expired.  But  in  the  case  of 
O'Booke,  he  was  not  released,  but  he 
was  sent  to  prison,  with  his  helpless 
family  unprotected  and  unprovided  for. 
Would  any  man  who  had  witnessed  the 
callousness  with  which  the  Government 
had  proceeded  against  O'Booke,  think 
one  whit  the  more  or  one  whit  the  less 
of  them  for  their  action  in  the  matter  ? 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  public  had 
flocked  to  his  shop  since  his  conviction, 
and  the  sale  of  the  papers  he  was  selling 
had  been  doubled.  This  was  the  re- 
ward he  was  receiving  for  having  in- 
fringed the  law ;  and  it  would  to  some 
extent  be  a  compensation  to  him  for  the 
suffering  he  had  had  to  undergo.  He 
(Mr.  Harrington)  did  not  think  that  one 
moment  ought,  if  possible,  to  elapse  be- 
tween the  extraordinary  statements  the 
Ghief  Secretary  had  made  to  the  House, 
and  the  contradiction  that  could  be  given 
to  them.  The  Ghief  Secretary  had  al- 
ready had  some  experience  of  the  danger 
of  making  these  bold  statements.  He 
had  come  down  to  the  House  armed,  as 
he  said,  with  facts,  but  they  turned  out  to 
be  fables,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  to  eat  humble  pie.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  caused  amusement  by 
describing  the  tactics  by  which  some 
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hon.  Members  had  sought  to  escape 
arrest.  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  was  pre- 
pared to  speak  in  that  House  in  the 
same  spirit  he  had  manifested  else- 
where ;  and  ho  was  prepared  to  saj  that 
if  his  Colleagues  were  willing  to  allow 
him  to  do  it,  so  strongly  did  he  feel 
upon  this  question  that  an  editor  ought 
to  be  privileged  to  publish  what  he  con- 
sidered necessary  of  public  news,  that  he 
would  at  once  resign  his  seat  in  that 
House  and  go  back  to  Kerry  prepared 
to  take  his  seat  in  the  office  of  his  little 
paper  with  the  intention  of  fighting  the 
matter  out  with  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment.  They  believed,  and  he  spoke  with 
some  little  experience  of  the  feeling  in 
this  country,  that,  as  the  continual  drop- 
ping of  water  wears  away  the  stone, 
they  would  work  their  way  through  the 
prejudice  which  undoubtedly  surrounded 
the  Irish  Question  in  England,  and  that 
the  immediate  settlement  of  that  ques- 
tion would  be  ere  long  demanded  by  the 
English  people. 

Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
that  he  should  not  be  doing  his  duty  to 
the  agricultural  labourers  and  farmers 
in  South  Essex  and  other  parts  of  the 
country,  if  he  did  not  refer  to  the  pas- 
sage in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  in  which 
the  agricultural  interest  was  mentioned. 
He  knew  that  it  was  expected  by  them 
that  the  government  now  in  power,  and 
which  represented  the  country  Party, 
would  do  something  for  them.  They 
did  not  expect  any  special  legislation, 
or  any  thin  glike  reversal  of  the  equinoxes , 
but  they  did  expect  that  the  Government 
would  take  into  consideration  three 
things,  and  he  trusted  that  no  induce- 
ment would  cause  them  to  swerve  in 
dealing  with  them  efiPectually.  The 
first  was  the  question  of  railway  rates, 
by  which  the  home  producer  was  par- 
alyzed, and  a  bonus  given  the  foreigner ; 
the  second  was  the  question  of  tithe 
rent-charge,  and  in  this  case  a  revision 
was  hoped  for ;  and  the  third  was  that 
of  local  taxation  and  the  equaliza- 
tion of  taxation  on  real  and  personal 
property,  as  by  the  present  system  the 
interest  of  the  farmers  and  labourers 
was  being  crushed  out  of  existence.  He 
did  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  by 
saying  more  upon  these  subjects  at  that 
moment ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  suppose  that  because  hon.  Members, 
representing  the  agricultural  interest, 
did    not   push  the    matter,  that  they 
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would  not  do  so  hereafter  to  the  very 
end. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
there  was  one  part  of  the  Queen's 
Speech  to  which  no  allusion  had  yet 
been  made — that  referring  to  legislation 
for  Scotland.  As  he  read  those  words, 
he  could  not  help  asking  himself  what 
would  happen  if  a  Scottish  Minister, 
responsible  to  a  Scottish  Legislative 
Assembly,  had  brought  forward  this 
beggarly  bill  of  fare  as  sufficient  legisla- 
tive work  for  one  year  of  that  Assembly. 
In  the  first  place,  he  could  not  conceive 
the  possibility  of  any  Scottish  Ministry 
responsible  to  a  Scottish  Assembly  bring- 
ing forward  such  paltry  emdjefune  mea- 
sures, while  questions  of  the  utmost 
importance  and  urgency  were  neglected ; 
and  if  they  were  capable  of  such  an  act, 
they  would  speedily  suffer  the  penalty  in 
immediate  exclusion  from  Office.  The 
questions  they  were  promised  legislation 
upon  were  the  Scottish  Universities,  the 
consolidation  of  the  police  burgh  laws, 
and  some  allusion  of  an  unintelligible 
character  to  the  reduction  of  the  cost  of 
Private  Bill  legislation.  But  what  were 
the  questions  which  were  grievous  and 
urgent  to  Scotland  at  the  present 
moment?  First  and  foremost  was  the 
most  deplorable  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland.  In  some  portions  of  Scot- 
land extreme  destitution  prevailed,  and 
in  some  parts  even  famine  seemed  to  be 
threatened.  That  destitution  and  that 
famine  were  due  to  the  policy  which 
that  House  and  Parliament  had  adopted 
in  enabling  the  landlords  in  Scotland  to 
deprive  the  people  of  the  land  which 
was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  sus- 
taining themselves  and  their  families, 
and  devoting  it  to  the  purposes  of  sport 
and  the  cultivation  of  deer.  The  disas- 
trous results  of  that  policy  were  now 
gainfully  felt  throughout  the  whole  of 
cotland,  and  not  only  so,  but  the 
desperation  to  which  those  unhappy 
people  had  been  reduced  by  the  neglect 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  resmted 
in  some  breaches  of  the  law,  followed 
by  trials  in  Edinburgh,  and  by  sentences 
of  which  he  would  say  nothing  more 
than  that  they  had  sent  a  thrill  of  horror 
throughout  the  people  of  Scotland. 
When  the  law  was  broken  it  must  be 
vindicated,  but  what  a  deplorable  com- 
mentary on  the  work  of  that  House. 
There  were  no  people  in  any  part  of  the 
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British  Islands  who  were  more  willing 
to  obey  the  law  than  the  people  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland.    If  they  had  a 
fault,   it  was  that  their  deference  and 
obedience  to  lawful  authority  amounted 
to  a  superstition.    But  although  it  was 
melancholy,  it  was  an  undoubted  fact 
that  if  the  crofters  did  not  break  the 
law,  no  attention  whatever  would  be 
paid  to  their  grievances,  and  they  would 
DO  left  to  starve  and  perish  without  any 
assistance  from  Parliament.    Looking 
at  the  past  conduct  of  that  House  with 
reference  to  the  crofters,  he  observed 
that  not  a  single  step  had  ever  been 
taken,  either  in  the  way  of  inquiry  into 
their  condition,  or  of  introducing  reme- 
dies for  their  relief,  unless  it  had  been 
forced  upon  the  House  by  the  continu- 
ance of  illegal  acts  in  the  Highlands, 
and  by  the  necessity  of  sending  troops 
and  ships  away    to  that  part  of  the 
coimtry.    This  was  a  matter  affecting 
the  lives,  he  might  say,  of  a  very  large 
number  of  their  fellow-subjects  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  that  country  there  was  no 
topic  that  excited  more  profound  in- 
terest, no  people  who  drew  more  sym- 
pathy,  and  no  conduct  which  excited 
more  indignation,  than  the  way  in  which 
the  crofters  had  been  treated,  and  reme- 
dies denied  to  their  most  urgent  necessi- 
ties.   But  of  this  pressing  and  clamant 
case  there  was  not  a  word  in  the  Speech 
from   the   Throne.    Another   class   of 
Scotsmen  who  were  at  present  suffering 
most  severely  were  the  tenant  farmers. 
They  were  in  the    unhappy  position, 
which  farmers  in  England  were  not,  of 
being  mostly  bound  by  leases  for  a  con- 
siderable term    of  years,   which   they 
could  not  break  without  the  consent 
of    their     landlords.      Their     capital 
was   melting    away,    and    this    most 
important    class  was    gradually  being 
squeezed  out  of  existence.    What  had 
Her    Majesty's    Government    to    say 
to  the  farmers?    Not  a  word**not  a 
notice.    In   another  part   of  Scotland 
great  suffering  existed  at  present  in 
consequence    of    the    enormous    sums 
which  were  exacted  by  landowners  in 
the  name  of  mining  royalties  for  the 
right    of    working    the    mines.      The 
serious  pressure  of  those  royalties  on 
the  mining  industry  of  Scotland  was  at 
present  driving  the  miners  there  more 
and  more  in  the  direction  of  Socialism. 
The  districts  which  were  inhabited  by 


miners  were  the  only  parts  of  Scotland 
where  at  present  what  was  commonly 
known  as  Socialism  could  be  said  to  have 
any  real  existence.  All  these  were 
matters  of  urgent  necessity,  and  no 
Scotsman  could  for  a  moment  look  to 
the  impotent  and  helpless  position  of  the 
representation  of  Scotland  m  that  Parlia- 
ment without  arriving  at  the  conclusion 
that,  however  necessary  Home  Bule 
might  be  for  Ireland,  it  was  equally 
necessary  for  Scotland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment must  touch  education  in  Scotland 
at  all,  what  could  have  induced  them  to 
introduce  a  Universities  Bill?  That 
was  the  part  of  Scottish  education  that 
was  least  pressing  and  urgent.  Their 
elementary  education  was  not  so  good  as 
it  was.  It  had  improved  in  quantity, 
but  it  had  fallen  off  in  quality,  in  conse- 
quence of  an  English  Parliament  insist- 
ing upon  applying  to  Scotland  the  Oode 
— that  principle  of  payment  by  what 
they  were  pleased  to  call  results,  which 
he  considered  no  results  at  all.  The 
application  of  the  Oode  to  Scotland  was 
deteriorating  and  injuring  Scottish  edu- 
cation; but  the  grievous  htattu  in  Scottish 
education  at  present  was  in  their  secon- 
dary education,  and  especially  in  their 
technical  education.  The  Government 
certainly  last  year  gave  them  a  Techni- 
cal Education  Act,  and  if  they  were 
thankful  for  that  Bill,  they  should  be 
thankful  for  small  mercies  indeed. 
Technical  education  required  money. 
In  Scotland  it  required  nothing  but 
money,  but  that  was  an  Act  which 
gave  them  no  money.  It  said  to  the 
people  of  Scotland — **  Be  ye  clothed  and 
be  ye  fed ;"  but  it  took  good  care  not  to 
provide  either  the  food  or  the  clothing. 
Therefore,  from  that  Bill  nothing  could 
be  expected,  nor,  indeed,  could  they 
have  an  adequate  or  proper  treatment 
of  secondary  education,  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  deal  with  those  ecclesiastical 
endowments  which  were  now  applied  for 
the  support  of  a  single  religious  denomi- 
nation. All  those  questions  hung  to- 
gether, and  for  legislation  upon  them 
the  people  of  Scotland  were  ripe.  The 
harvest  was  ready,  but  the  harvestman 
was  not  there.  The  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment was  too  much  engrossed  with  a 
multiplicity  of  affairs  to  be  able  to  attend 
to  such  a  small  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom as  Scotland.  He  had  just  returned 
from  a  visit  to  his  constituents,  where  he 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  some* 
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thing  of  those  who  had  for  many  years 
taken  a  deep  interest  in  educational  re« 
form,  and  he  had  found  everywhere 
among  them  the  gravest  alarm  al;  the 
suggestion  that  the  present  Government 
was  to  undertake  to  deal  with  the  Scot- 
tish Universities,  because,  if  they  might 
judge  from  their  experience  of  the  past, 
what  that  House  would  be  invited  to 
do  was  not  to  legislate  on  the  subject, 
but  to  draw  a  blank  Bill,  signed  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  and  endorsed  by  a 
certain  number  of  Gentlemen  called 
Boyal  Commissioners,  who  were  to  insert 
in  the  Bill  substantially  whatever  they 
thought  fit.  He  had  too  deep  a  regard 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Scottish  Uni- 
versities to  desire  to  see  any  experi- 
ments of  that  kind  made  at  their 
expense.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  no 
confidence  in  the  Government  as  educa- 
tional reformers,  and  he  could  only  look 
forward  with  misgiving  to  any  Boyal 
Oommission  appointed  by  them.  He 
thouffht  that  me  greatest  blessing  they 
could  confer  upon  the  Scottish  Universi- 
ties was  to  let  them  alone,  and  leave  them 
to  be  dealt  with  by  some  other  Govern- 
ment that  had  enjoyed  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  who  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  to  the  people.  With 
regard  to  the  other  subjects  in  the  speech, 
he  thought  that  the  chief  sin  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  more  that  of  omission ;  and 
they  would  be  utterly  and  entirely  mis- 
taken if  they  imagined  that  the  miserable 
and  meagre  bill  of  fare  they  had  put  for- 
ward would  satisfy  the  people  of  Scotland, 
or  would  win  for  them  any  credit.  He 
considered  that  last  year  they  had  great 
reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Government  treated  Scottish 
Members.  Thev  were  fortunate  in 
securing  several  Wednesdays  at  the 
Ballot.  All  these  Wednesdays  the  Go- 
vernment took  away  from  them.  It 
might  be  said  that  this  was  an  evil  which 
they  shared  in  common  with  England. 
But  there  was  this  profound  di£ference — 
that  the  English  Members  were  engaged 
in  a  task  which,  to  the  majority  of  them, 
seemed  agreeable;  while  the  Scottish 
Members  were  forced  to  stand  and  see  a 
measure  passed  which  was  abhorrent  to 
their  feelings.  But  that  was  not  the 
worst  of  it.  The  Government,  having 
taken  away  all  their  Wednesdays,  pro- 
ceeded to  block  their  Bills.  It  would  be 
interesting  to  know  whether  they  were 

. .  ifr.  Hunter 


that  Session  also  going  to  play  the  part 
of  the  doff  in  the  manger  and  refuse  to 
legislate  for  Scotland,  and  at  the  same 
time  prevent  Scottish  Members  from 
doing  so.  With  regard  to  the  delimita- 
tion of  the  Afghan  Frontier,  if  that  de- 
limitation had  been  accomplished  by  an 
arrangement  between  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan  and  Bu8sia,the  circumstance 
would  have  deserved  unqualified  satis- 
faction ;  but  the  delimitation  had  been 
accomplished  between  Russia  on  the  one 
side  and  England  on  the  other.  If 
Russia  should  violate  that  frontier,  one 
of  two  things  must  happen :  either  we 
must  submit  to  a  very  grave  and  serious 
loss  of  prestige'-YiQ  might  almost  say  of 
honour — which  could  not  fail  to  have 
disastrous  consequences  throughout  the 
East,  or  else  we  should  have  to  engage 
in  war  whenever  Russia  wished  it.  The 
result,  therefore,  of  this  delimitation  was 
that  we  should  not  be  able  to  choose 
where  we  should  meet  the  attack,  for  we 
had  placed  it  in  the  power  of  Russia  to 
compel  us  to  go  to  war,  with  a  base  of 
operations  not  on  this,  but  on  the  otiier 
side  of  Afghanistan.  In  short,  he  held 
that  we  had  laid  a  trap  for  ourselves. 

Mr.  FENWIGK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  said,  he  could  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  question 
of  royalties  was  one  of  enormous  in- 
terest to  the  mining  community.  He 
could  take  any  Member  of  that  House  to 
scores  and  hundreds  of  miners  in  his 
own  constituency  who  were  getting  out 
coal  at  a  less  price  per  ton  than  was 
being  paid  to  the  landowners  in  the 
shape  of  royalty,  and  those  men  would 
find  but  cold  comfort  in  the  hope  held 
out  to  them  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  of  brighter  prospects.  He  had 
listened  with  attention  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
seconded  the  Address  (Oolonel  Dunoan), 
and  had  been  exceedingly  pleased  to  hear 
him  say  that  we  were  to  have  a  turn  of 
the  tide  in  our  commercial  affairs.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  a  visit  he  had  made  to  the  North  of 
England,  and  told  the  House  of  the 
value  which  the  miners  placed  on  the 
legislation  of  the  last  Session ;  but  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  might,  in 
his  opinion,  also  have  told  the  House 
that  there  were  miners  in  the  North  of 
England  now  earning  8«.  to  10«.  a  week, 
out  of  which  they  had  to  maintain  them- 
selves and  their  families,  and  who  pro- 
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bably,  on  the  average,  throughout  the 
year  did  not  earn  more  than  16«.  a  week. 
He  feared  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  not  seen  in  the  parts  he  was 
referring  to  any  signs  of  the  turn  of  the 
tide;  and  he  would  ask  if  there  was 
any  eyidonce  of  the  tide  turning  in 
the  deputation  whioh  waited  on  the 
Prime  Minister  the  other  day,  and 
which  was  headed  by  Lord  Her- 
schell.  And,  again,  was  it  shown 
that  any  improvement  had  taken  place 
by  the  last  Betums  of  Pauperism  in 
England  and  Wales?  They  had  been 
told  that  the  number  of  Paupers  in  the 
month  of  November  who  were  receiving 
relief  was  greater  than  at  any  former 

geriod  during  the  last  12  years  of  our 
istory;  and  in  the  Metropolis  there 
were  100,000  paupers  receiving  outdoor 
relief.  He  thought  these  people  also 
would  find  small  comfort  in  the  passage 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  which  said 
that  the  prospect  of  the  future  was 
more  hopeful.  Those  prospects  he  could 
assure  that  House  would  not  satisfy 
hungry  men,  end  unless  the  Qovem- 
ment  were  prepared  to  take  some  steps 
to  hasten  reform  and  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes,  they  would 
find  the  latter  going  over  almost  in  a 
body  to  Socialism.  That  calamity  could 
only  be  avoided  by  the  Government 
taking  time  by  the  forelock,  and  acting 
upon  the  suggestions  of  men  who  were 
thorotighly  m  touch  with  the  people ; 
for  then,  and  then  only,  could  they  hope 
to  keep  the  agitation  of  the  unemployed 
in  this  country  within  anything  like 
Constitutional  limits.  This  might  be 
done  by  th^  Government  accepting  the 
suggestions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
haul  just  sat  down  with  reference  to 
mining  rovalties.  It  mi^ht  also  be 
done  b^  tneir  giving  their  support  to 
the  agitation  in  the  country  against 
granting  a  renewal  of  the  coal  and  wine 
duties.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  had  earned  considerable 
favour  by  the  manly  answer  which  he 
gave  to  the  deputation  which  waited 
upon  him  when  he  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer;  and  he  (Mr.  Fenwick) 
was  sure  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  assist  the  miners  by 
preventing  the  renewal  of  the  coal  and 
wine  duties,  he  would  earn  the  gpratitude 
of  the  mining  community.  That  com- 
munity consisted  of  more  than  500,000 


persons  who  were  engaged  in  one  of 
the  staple  industries  of  the  country,  and 
he  strongly  supported  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter) 
that  the  Government  should  give  their 
serious  attention  to  the  question  of 
royalties,  and  also  to  the  enormous 
charge  levied  for  carrying  coal  to  the 
doclu  for  shipment  to  London  and  else- 
where. In  some  cases,  coal  owners  were 
compelled  to  pay  for  way-leaves  some- 
thing  like  the  rate  of  £30  per  acre, 
which  was  much  more  than  the  value  of 
the  fee  simple  of  the  land,  and  they 
were  also  burdened  with  the  condition 
that  they  must  put  the  land  again  into 
the  same  state  as  they  found  it.  It  was 
because  he  believed  that  these  were 
reforms  which  would  tend  considerably 
to  briffhten  the  prospects  of  the  present 
year  that  he  urged  on  the  Government 
the  desirability  of  giving  attention  to 
them.  He  believed  that,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt)  gave  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  raise  the  question  of  Hoyalty  Bents 
by  direct  Besolution  last  Session,  so  it 
was  his  intention  to  bring  it  forward 
again ;  and  he  (Mr.  Fenwick)  trusted 
the  Government  would  afford  the  hon. 
Member  all  facilities  for  the  discussion 
of  the  question,  and  would  aid  him  all 
they  could  in  bringing  about  a  satisfac- 
tory solution. 

Mb.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Bye) 
said,  he  thought  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress this  Session,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  had  been  characterized 
by  great  monotony,  and  by  a  somewhat 
sombre  and  subdued  tone.  Whether 
that  was  in  consequence  of  anticipation 
of  more  lively  matters  to  come  later  on 
he  was  unable  to  say ;  but  he  was  afraid 
the  few  observations  he  had  to  intrude 
upon  the  House  would  not  tend  to 
enliven  the  debate,  for  the  subject  he 
was  about  to  refer  to  was  one  of  intense 
gloom,  and  might  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  discussion  even  more  lugu- 
brious than  it  had  hitherto  been.  He 
desired  to  express  his  satisfaction  that 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  it 
had  been  found  compatible  to  make 
some  candid  reference  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  agriculture ;  because,  whatever 
allegations  hon.  Members  representing 
agricultural  constituencies  had  hitherto 
felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  make,  they  had 
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been  usually  met  with  the  same  official 
coldness,  and  with  the  general  implica- 
tion that  their  assertions  were  not  borne 
out  by  facts.  But  now  they  had  in  this 
very  important  official  document  the  dis- 
tinct assertion  that  no  improyement  cor- 
responding to  the  alleged  improvement 
in  commerce  was  observable  in  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture.  That  would  be, 
he  hoped,  noted  by  the  country  at  large, 
especially  by  those  who  were  struggling 
against  great  odds  in  connection  with 
this  much  depressed  and  neglected  in- 
dustry. But,  while  glad  to  find  that 
the  condition  of  agriculture  was  recog- 
nized as  being  bad  in  official  quarters, 
when  he  turned  to  the  suggestion  of 
remedies  he  could  not  say  that  he  was 
equally  satisfied..  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
words  said — ''I  commend  the  interests 
of  this  great  industry  to  your  attentive 
care,"  which  seemed  to  him  very  like 
the  old  formula,  in  which  the  Spanish 
Inquisition  used  to  hand  over  obstinate 
heretics  to  the  custody  of  the  temporal 
power.  He  did  not  think  that  much 
hope  was  held  out — certainly  not  by  the 
measures  which  the  Speech  went  on  to 
foreshadow.  With  regard  to  the  cheap- 
ening of  the  transfer  of  land,  he 
thought  the  measure  in  contemplation 
would  confer  a  substantial  boon  on  the 
unfortunate  landlords,  who  were  most 
anxious  at  this  moment  to  get  rid  of 
their  land  as  fast  as  possible ;  but  he 
believed  it  would  be  most  cruel  and 
impolitic  to  try  to  give  the  impression 
throughout  the  country  that  there  was 
anything  desirable  in,  at  this  moment, 
becoming  a  landed  proprietor.  In 
many  cases  the  land  at  this  moment 
would  not  pay  the  necessary  expenses  of 
rates  and  taxes.     It  was  impossible  to 

{)ay  the  tithes  on  a  great  deal  of  the 
and  that  existed,  and  many  thousands 
of  acres  lay  absolutely  uncultivated. 
He  did  not  know  what  economic  system 
—whether  it  was  called  *'  Free  Trade  " 
or  "  Protection  "  or  what — could  justify 
the  fact  that  at  this  moment  there 
were  upwards  of  25,000  acres  of 
arable  farm  land  in  the  country 
lying  absolutely  uncultivated,  and  not 
yielding  a  penny  to  anyone.  To 
that  very  large  proportion  of  unculti- 
vated land,  the  county  he  represented 
contributed  upwards  of  1,700  acres. 
The  county  of  Essex  contributed  up- 
wards of  3,000  acres,  and  so  on ;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  the  public  at  large 

Mr.  BroohJUld 


— certainly  not  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  that  House  who  represented  urban 
constituencies — realized  the  amount  of 
distress  which   was    infiioted    on    the 
rural  communities  by  the  fact  of  this 
land    being    absolutely    uncultivated. 
Again,   he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the 
nature    of   the    cultivation    had    been 
changing  in  a  manner  very  injurious  to 
home  industries.     They  found,  in  the 
first  place,  that  a  great  deal  of  arable 
land  was  being  converted  into  pasture ; 
and  he  believed  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  aware  of  what  a  diminu- 
tion of  employment  that  single  process 
involved.     They  would  allow  him   to 
remind  them  that  for  every  100  acres  of 
arable  land  employment  could  be  found 
for  about  four  men.      For  the  same 
number  of  acres  of  land  laid  down  to 
grass,  employment   was  not  furnished 
for  even  one  man.   Now,  they  had  often 
been  told  to  txy  other  crops,  and  to  try 
exceptional  methods  of  farming,   and 
the  part  of  the  world  he  represented, 
and  the  adjoining  county  of  Kent,  had 
been  exceptionally  fortunate  in  such  ex- 
periments.   By  cultivating  hops  in  Kent 
and  the  Weald  of  Sussex,  they  had  not 
only  enabled  farmers  and  landowners  to 
meet  their  eugagements,  but  had  also 
given  more  employment  in  proportion 
than  any  other  branch  of  agrictdtural 
industry.     It  was  not  generfdly  known 
what  a  vast  amount  of  employment  this 
hop  industry  furnished,  not  only  to  the 
immediate  localities,  but  to  the  country 
at  large.     He  was  saying  a  moment  ago 
that   while   100   acres  of  arable   land 
furnished  employment  to  four  men,  100 
acres  of  land  laid  down  to  grass  did  not 
furnish  employment  for  one.   Well,  but 
the  same  quantity — 100  acres — of  land 
cultivated  in   hops   foun^  employment 
for  from  35  to  50  men,  and  also  healthy 
recreation  for  vast  numbers  of  miser- 
able Irish  peasants  and  poor  from  the 
East  End  of  London,  who   looked  to 
this    as  one    of  their   most    substan- 
tial   means    of    subsistence.      In    the 
county   of  Kent  alone  4,000  acres  of 
this  hop  land  had  been  thrown  out  of 
cultivation.    In  the  several  counties  in 
which    the    hop    industry    had    been 
followed,  a  total  of  over  6,400  acres, 
which   had   been  devoted  to  the  hop 
industry,  had  been  allowed  to  go  out  of 
cultivation.    The  enormous  loss  which 
that  entailed  could  hardly  be  estimated. 
It  entailed  loss,  not  only  to  those  actually 
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engaged  in  the  cultiyation — the  pickers, 
the  labourers,  and  so  on — but  it  en- 
tailed indirect  loss  on  every  man  in  the 
community.  It  entailed  loss  to  the  pro- 
vision merchants,  the  wood  dealers,  the 
manure  merchants,  the  implement 
makers,  the  bankers,  and  indeed  almost 
everybody ;  and  it  was  becoming  a  most 
lamentable  and  serious  thiog  that  while 
Kepresentatives  of  these  hop  constituen- 
cies pointed  out  that  this  evil  was  in- 
creasing, no  adequate  remedy  was  sug- 
gested oy  any  Government  that  happened 
to  be  in  power.  The  suggestions  which 
were  made  in  the  Gracious  Speech — the 
proposal  for  cheapening  the  transfer  of 
land,  for  modifying  the  tithe  rent- 
charge,  for  the  promotion  of  technical 
education — were,  no  doubt,  excellent 
proposals  in  their  way ;  but  they  were 
not  final,  and  did  not  go  to  the  root  of 
the  question  which  they  ought  to  deal 
with.  There  was  another  suggestion 
made  in  the  Gracious  Speech — another 
foreshadowing  of  a  measure  which,  he 
thought,  did  involve  something  of  more 
importance.    The  speech  said — 

<*  ProposaLi  are  bein^  conndered  for  prevent- 
ing undue  preference  m  the  rates  charged  hy 
Kailway  Companies  on  foreign  and  domestic 
produce." 

Well,  it  was  notorious  that  for  many 
years  past  the  agricultural  interest  had 
suffered  very  severely  from  the  undue 
preference  given  by  the  Hailway  Oom- 
panies  to  the  foreigner ;  but  he  should 
just  like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— who,  he  was  sorry  to  see,  were 
not  represented  on  this  important  occa- 
sion— to  consider  whether  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  measure  for  actually  benefiting 
British  farmers  by  preventing  Bailway 
Oompanies  from  charging  them  and 
the  foreign  producers  what  they  liked 
was  not  an  actual  concession  to  those 

Srinciples  of  protection  to  British  in- 
ustry  which  he  had  been  sent  there  to 
advocate  ?  He  trusted  that  that  would 
be^und  to  be  the  case,  because  if  the 
easure  which  proposed  to  deal  with 
railway  rates  was  a  measure  which  left 
the  foreigner  unattacked  in  the  position 
he  at  present  occupied,  and  only  added 
fresh  difficulty  and  imposed  fresh  obli- 
gations on  the  Bailway  Oompanies  with- 
out hitting  the  foreigner  at  all,  he  could 
only  say  Uiat  the  measure  would  have 
no  effect  whatever  in  mitigating  the  dis- 
tress from  which  the  agricultural  in- 
dustry   was   at    present    suffering,    or 


silencing  the  clamour  which  was  steadily 
coming  up  from  those  engaged  in  that 
industry.    He  thought  it  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division  of 
Northumberland   (Mr.   Fenwick)    who 
said  that  all  that  was  required  in  con- 
nection with  a  question  of  this  sort — 
and  the  hon.  Member  was  speaking  more 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  mining 
industry— was  for   the  Government  to 
take   the  opinion  of  men   thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  subject.    His  (Mr. 
Brookfield's)  experience  was  that  when 
an  hon.  Member  said  that,  he  usually 
referred  to  his  own  opinion,  and  ex- 
pected the  Government  to  take  that.  No 
doubt    there    were   many    honourable 
Members  who  would  be   glad  to  see 
their  individual  views  accepted  as  being 
conclusive.    But  what  he  wished  the 
Government  would    do,    and  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  do,   was  to  ac- 
tually recognize  the  change  which  was 
coming  over    the  public  feeling  with 
regard  to  fiscal  policy— the  great  change 
which  had  taken  place,  within  so  short 
a  space  of  time  as  the  last  few  months. 
Why,  he  believed  that  the  Government 
suffered  more  certainly  in  these  demo- 
cratic days  by  not  realizing  the  actual 
changes  that  were   going    on    around 
them,    than    from    almost    any    other 
cause.    Of  course,  it  was  a  part  of  the. 
duty  of  the  Government  to  distinguish 
between  self-interested  clamour  and  the 
designs  of  personal  ambition  and  actual 
grievances  which  had  their  basis  in  solid 
fact.    But  he  believed  that  men  in  the 
position   of  Lord  Salisbury  and  others 
were  greatly  handicapped  in  this  respect 
— living  in  an  artificial  atmosphere,  and 
not  being  really  in  touch  with  public 
opinion  as  it  changed  from  time  to  time  ; 
and  if  that  were  the  case  with  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  had  occasionally  to  ask, 
when  he  was  going  to  a  particular  dis- 
trict, what  was  the  state  of  public  feel- 
ing in  that  neighbourhood,  and  then 
made  a  speech  more  or  less  in  accordance 
with  the  answer  he  received,  it  was  still 
more  the  case  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),   who  was  not 
even  allowed  by  his  family  and  friends  to 
see  a  newspaper  unless  it  expressed  the 
most  unqualified  approval  of  his  actions. 
It    was    attributed    to   the    late  Lord 
Palmerston  that  when    he  wanted  to 
know  the  actual  state  of  public  feeling 
on  this  or  that  question,  he  did  not  ask 
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his  private  secretaries  or  liis  friends,  or 
people  of  that  sort,  but  used  to  con- 
sult '^  the  man  in  the  white  hat  on  the  top 
of  the  omnibus ; "  and  that  was  the  kind 
of  indiyidual,  or  his  modern  equivalent 
in  the  underground  railway,  who  ought 
to  be  consulted  on  the  question  to  which 
he  (Mr.  Brookfield)  was  referring.  Now, 
this  kind  of  person — the  average  every- 
day elector,  who  did  not  concern  him- 
self much  with  Party  intrigues  or  foreign 
policy  or  other  questions  of  that  sort, 
but  really  desired  to  make  a  reasonable 
living  and  do  his  duty  more  or  less 
to  the  state  of  life  to  which  he  was 
called — was  very  apt  to  consider  some  of 
the  facts  which  they  were  endeavouring 
to  lay  before  the  public  at  the  present 
moment  from  a  standpoint  of  his  own. 
He  was  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
root  of  our  distress  was  not  to  be  found 
in  the  mere  fact  that  we  went  in,  more 
or  less,  for  a  Free   Trade  policy,  but 
in    the    fact  that  the  Qovernment  of 
the    day    continually   turned    a    deaf 
ear  to  all  suggestions  for  any  modi- 
fication or    improvement  whatever   in 
that    system ;    and    he    (Mr.    Brook- 
field)  believed  that  that  could  not  long 
continue.     Had  he  known  that  he  would 
have  had  the  honour  of  addressing  the 
House  that  evening,  he  should    have 
brought  with  him  some  statistics  which 
he  had  been  preparing  on  this  subject. 
He  was  well  aware  that  it  was  very  easy 
to  prove  absolutely  anything  by  statis- 
tics ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  easy  to 
disprove  some  of  the  broad  facts  that  they 
were  able  to  urge  at  this  moment.   There 
was  the  broad  fact  that  in  our  foreign 
transactions  there  was  a  hostile  balance 
against     us     every     year     of     about 
£100,000,000.     When  they  asked  the 
Free    Trader    how  he    accounted    for 
that   balance,   he  at  once  annihilated 
them  with  theories,  but  did  not  account 
for  the  actual  loss.     They  were  supposed 
to  be  consoled  for  the  fact  that  their 
exports  were  so  infinitely  lower  than 
their    imports   by  the    argument  that 
these  things  were  always  adjusted  by 
some  natural  scientific  principle.    But 
he  failed  to  see — and  he  believed  the 
public  at  large  were  beginning  to  fail  to 
see — how  it  could  be  for  the  benefit  of 
this  country — whether  the  process  were 
thoroughly    scientific  or  not — that    so 
much  money  should  go  out  of  the  coun- 
try annually,  and  that  our  trading  trans- 
actions were   not  conducted  on  equal 
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terms.    If  we  imported  so  much  of  one 
kind  of  commodity,  and  sent  abroad  so 
much  money  in  return,  it  might  be  per- 
fectly true  that  the  entire  community 
was  no  loser  by  the  transaction ;  but  it 
did  appear  to  him  that  if  the  whole 
transaction  took  place   at   home,   this 
country  would  benefit  by  it ;  for,  while 
the  commodity  would  remain  at  home, 
the  money   would  at    the   same  time 
remain  for  home  circulation.     He  never 
knew  any  Free  Trader  who  could  get  rid 
of  that  difficulty  without  spluttering  into 
new  ones.    He  complained  that  the  aims 
of  all  *'  earnest  and  thinking  men  " — as 
they  called  themselves — and  all  the  aims 
of  the  Legislature  seemed  to  be  directed 
to  the  advantage  and  maintenance  of 
the    foreign    producer,     and    entirely 
against  the  interest  of  the  home  pro- 
ducer.     He    believed    that   the    most 
alarming  feature  at  the  present  moment, 
side  by  side  with  the  steady  diminution 
of  employment  which  was  furnished  by 
the  land  going  out  of  cultivation  so 
rapidly,  was  the  undeniable  fact  that 
the  population  was  increasing  at  a  most 
abnormal  rate,  and  that  the  consump- 
tion was  increasing  in  a  proportionate 
degree.    He  supposed  that  it  would  be 
in  vain  to  expect  in  a  debate  of  this  kind 
— which  he  believed  they  were  most  of 
them  agreed  it  was  desirable  to  make  a 
short  debate — any  important  exposition 
of  policy  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government    with    regard    to  ^British 
industry  and  the  question  which  he  and 
his  Friends  were  endeavouring  to  raise. 
But  he  and  his  Friends  had  accepted  the 
invitation  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
given  them,  and  were  about  to  formu- 
late their  views  and  wishes  in  the  shape 
of  a  Bill  which  would,  no  doubt,  duly  be 
laid  upon  the  Table.     He  believed  it 
was  a  great  deal  easier  to  criticize  novel 
proposals  of  this  kind  in  geneHl  terms 
than    actually    to    upset    the    theories 
which  they    might    advance.     A!!ILthe 
theories   which    those   who    advoca) 
Protection  put  forward  were,  after  all^ 
those  which,   as  Lord  Salisbury   once 
said,  were  adopted  by  the  rest  of  tho 
civilized  world,  with  the  exception  of 
ourselves.     They  were  theories  which, 
in  other  countries,  were  gaining  ground 
every  day.     He  (Mr.  Brookfield)  con- 
sidered that,  as   regarded  this  House, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no  cause 
to  fear  the  action  of  the  little  knot  of 
hon.  Members  who  corresponded  in  im- 
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portance,  perhaps,  to  the  Quaker  com- 
munity outside  the  House,  and  thej  had 
the  advantage  of  the  recent  defection  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sented the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  who,  for  some 
reason  of  his  own,  had  recently  turned 
his  coat  completely  inside  out  on  this 
suhject.  But  they  might  reasonably 
fear  the  great  growth  of  public  opinion 
outside  Parliament.  He  trusted  very 
largely  to  the  broad  political  fact  that  the 
democracy  at  large,  as  a  democracy,  in- 
variably gravitated  towards  Protection ; 
and  he  thought  they  were  more  likely 
to  see  and  to  appreciate  the  argument 
that  England  must  be  for  the  English, 
and  that  money  should  be  spent  at 
home — that  Englishmen  should  be  em- 
ployed at  home  instead  of  foreigners — 
than  to  fall  in  with  the  theories,  how- 
ever plausible,  of  those  who  were  per- 
petually posing  as  the  friends  of  the 
consumers,  ignoring  the  fact  that  they 
were  generally  producers  at  the  same 
time.  He  would  not  go  into  the  matter 
as  it  bore  upon  the  Irish  Question, 
though  no  doubt  the  two  subjects  were 
closely  connected.  As  he  had  said  before, 
a  Bill  was  to  be  introduced  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  they  would  in  due  course  make 
their  position  and  proposals  known; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  that  there  was  any- 
thing unreasonable  in  the  views  that 
they  were  taking  of  these  matters,  and 
that  when  all  other  means  had  been 
tried  to  resuscitate  agriculture  from  the 
condition  referred  to  in  the  Gracious 
Speech,  some  advisers,  either  in  this 
Parliament  or  in  some  future  Parlia- 
ment, would  be  glad  to  have  recourse  to 
that  simple  remedy — ^protection  for  home 
industries. 

Mb.    W.    BOWEN    ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire)  said,  he  did  not  propose 
to  interpose  for  any  length  of  time  in 
this  debate,  nor    to  quarrel  with   the 
destructive  criticism  which   had    been 
applied  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
\  by  the    hon.    M^ember    opposite   (Mr. 
,  Brookfield) ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
4t  would  be  consistent  with  his  duty,  re- 
garding his  position  tqwards  the  con- 
stituency he  represented,  if  he  did  not 
venture  to  o£Fer  one  or  two  observations 
as  to  an  omission  from  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
'  deserving  of  notice.    This  omission  be- 
came more  startling  and  apparent  when 
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placed  in  contrast  with  some  of  the 
promises  of  legislation  which  were  con- 
tained in  the  Gracious  Speech.  He  might 
say,  first  of  all,  that  he  strongly  com- 
plained that  there  was  no  reference  in 
the  Speech  to  the  country  the  largest 
constituency  in  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  in  that  House.  It  could 
not  be  unknown  to  Her  Majesty  that 
there  were  claims  put  forward  by 
Wales  for  the  recognition  of  the 
wants  which  she  had  in  various  direc- 
tions. Some  of  those  wants  could  not 
be  of  such  a  nature  as  to  provoke  the 
hostility  of  any  Government  that  was 
really  desirous  of  securing  the  well- 
being  of  every  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions.  For  instance,  he  might 
specify  in  that  regard  the  subject  of 
intermediate  education.  He  did  not 
now  desire  to  say  anything  with  regard 
to  the  attitude  the  Conservative  Party 
had  taken  up  in  times  past  in  regard  to 
the  education  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  countrv.  He  wished  to  give 
them  credit  for  the  oest  possible  inten- 
tions for  the  furtherance  of  education 
now  that  they  saw  resistance  was  hope- 
less ;  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  account  for 
the  fact  that  amongst  the  measures  they 
had  promised  to  introduce  they  had  not 
included  a  measure  for  intermediate 
education  in  Wales.  So  far  as  he  knew, 
there  could  be  no  conflict  as  to  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  desire  of  the  country 
to  advance  in  education.  So  far  as  he 
knew,  there  had  been  no  demands  put 
forward  by  Wales  as  to  which  any 
arguments  had  been  adduced  which 
could  properly  cause  it  to  be  described 
as  unfair,  unreasonable,  or  too  exacting ; 
and  he,  therefore,  did  complain  here 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whilst 
moving  in  matters  useful  in  themselves, 
but  of  vastly  inferior  importance,  had 
not  risen  to  the  height  of  acknowledging 
the  demand  put  forward  for  sudi  a 
measure  by  that  nationalitgr  to  be  just 
and  reasonable.  Was  it  because  they 
wished  to  keep  up  a  suggestion  that 
Wales  had  no  nationality  of  its  own,  and 
that  Wales  had  no  right  to  any  legisla- 
tion which  did  not  take  in  England  as 
well  ?  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Rye  (Mr.  Brookfield) 
seemed  to  contain  the  germ  of  that  Home 
Eule  sentiment  which  had  been  enun- 
ciated on  the  Liberal  side;  for  after 
advocating  Protection,  which  must  lead 
to  taxing  the  food  of  the  people,  he 
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claimed  ''England  for  the  English." 
He  (Mr.  W.  Bowen  Bowlands)  £d  not 
desire  to  restrict  the  claim  of  Wales  for 
consideration  within  its  own  limits  en- 
tirely; but  he  maintained  that  the 
elements  of  nationality  belonged  in  a 
pre-eminent  degree  to  Wales,  and  that 
it  was  idle  and  mischievous,  therefore, 
with  these  vital  forces  at  work,  proving 
her  daim  to  individual  nationuity,  to 
attempt  to  ignore  Wales  as  Governments 
had  endeavoured  to  do  in  days  gone  by. 
In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  there 
was  no  special  reference  to  Weldi  agri- 
cultural interests  ;  but  that  might  be 
because,  in  one  paragraph.  Her  Majesty 
expressed  regret  that  tiiere  was  no  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  agriculture 
generally.  He  regretted  to  find  that 
neither  in  reference  to  Wales  nor  any 
other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  was 
there  a  hint  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  bring  in  any  measure 
in  the  direction  of  remedial  leg^lation 
concerning  agriculture.  One  grievance 
which  was  as  intolerable  in  Wales  as  it 
was  in  Ireland  was  that  the  rents  pay- 
able were  much  too  high  for  the  farmers 
to  pay  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
agricultural  industry.  He  should  have 
thought  that  some  scheme  such  as  that 
of  a  Land  Court,  which  had  met  with 
great  success  in  Ireland,  might  not  un- 
fairly have  been  included  in  the  sketch 
of  prospective  measures  with  which  the 
Oracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  had 
favoured  tnem.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bye 
(Mr.  Brookfield)  that  while  the  expres- 
sion of  regret  for  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  agriculture  did  credit  to  the 
humane  feelings  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  it  would  have  assumed  a 
more  practical  form  if  it  had  been 
accompanied  by  a  suggestion  for  a 
remedy.  The  only  suggestion  that  had 
been  made  in  the  debate  from  the 
opposite  side  was  a  return  to  the  dis- 
credited system  of  Protection — a  system 
which  he  thought  the  good  feeling  and 
political  good  sense  of  the  country 
would  never  allow  any  Government, 
however  retrograde  it  might  be,  to  have 
recourse  to  again.  But  there  were 
many  other  subjects  which  called  for 
notice  with  regard  to  the  country  which 
he  complained  had  been  so  ignored  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech.  There 
was,  for  instance,  the  burning  question 
of  the  relation   between   Church   and 
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State  ;   as  well   as    that  phase  of    it 
which   more  particularly  affected    the 
method  of  collection  and  the  mode  of 
application    of    the   tithe  rent-charge. 
He  observed  that  the  Speech  promised 
a  legislative  proposal  for  modifying  the 
procedure  by    which   the    tithe    rent- 
charge  was  collected,  putting  it  alto- 
gether, as  it  seemed  to  him,  on  a  false 
issue.    What  the  Government  proposed 
to  do  was  to  deaden  the  public  appre- 
ciation of  the  evils  of  tithe  by  rendering 
its  collection  more  easy — by  charging  it 
upon  the  landlord  in  the  first  instance. 
They  evidently  thought  that  by  that 
means  public  feeling  would  not  be  so 
readily  excited,  and  public  observation 
would  not  be  so  much  stimulated  to- 
wards the  real    grievance,   which    in 
Wales,  was  not  so  much  the  method  of 
collection  as  the  mode  of  application — 
namely,  its  devotion,  as  the  majority  of 
the  people  thought  unfairly,  to  the  sup- 
port of  one  religious  institution,  and  that 
not    by    any  means  an  institution  to 
which  the  majority  belonged.    The  part 
of   the  country  which  he  represented 
would  have  been  extremely  glad  if,  in- 
stead of  the  measure,  or  if,  together  with  a 
measure  for  preventing  undue  preference 
in  the  rates  charged  by  railway  compa- 
nies, there  had  been  something  to  abolish 
any  undue  preference  in  the  matter  of 
religious  establishments  and  religious 
institutions     generally.      Apart    from 
those  questions  affecting  his  own  coun- 
try in  particular,  there  were  omissions 
in  the  Speech  which  he  regretted  to 
find.    He  had  no  doubt  that  on  some  of 
the  points  many  hon.  Members  sitting 
on  the  opposite  Benches  would  agree 
with  him.    It  might  be  truly  said  that 
it  was  impossible  to   mention  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  every  desirable 
object,  much  less  every  possible  object, 
of  prospective  legislation  ;    but  there 
were  some  matters  as  to  which  public 
opinion  appeared  to  be  ripe,  and  the 
evils  of  which  appeared  to  be  such  as  to 
demand  attention  from  the  Legislature. 
He  thought  that  some  means  ought  to 
be  found  of  altering  our  procedure,  so 
as  to  afford  the  right  of  criminal  appeal. 
He  did  not  propose  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  oy  referring  to  the  state 
of  public  feeling  in  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  criminal  appetd ;  but  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  found  some  in- 
dication in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
that    the    anomalies   in   the  Criminal 
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Law  were   soon  about  to  occapj  the 
attention  of  the  GoTernment  and  of  the 
country.     There   were   other   matters 
alluded  to  in    the  Speech  which,   no 
doubt,  were  matters  of  great  satisfac- 
tion.   He  rejoiced,  he  supposed  with 
all  Members  of  the  House,  that  mea- 
sures tending  to  develop  the  resources  of 
Ireland,  and  to  facilitate  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  the  proprietors  of  the 
eoi],  were  likely  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  Government.    But  he  thought 
that  in  order  to  carry  such  proposals 
out,    there  should   be  some  departure 
from  the  old  policy  of  Coercion,  because 
the  result  of  appealing  under  successive 
Administrations  to  Ooeroion  Acts  had 
not  been  to  increase  the  number  of  the 
proprietors  of  the  soil,  but  to  sensibly 
diminish  the  number  of  inhabitants  of 
the  country — to  the  extent  of  one- third 
of  the  total  number.    He  should  have 
hoped  to  see  some   indication  in  the 
method  of  treating  Ireland  had  it  not 
been  ostentatiously  proclaimed  in  the 
preceding  paragraph  of  the  Speech  that 
the  measures  passed  last  Session  had 
proved  beneficial  to  Ireland.  His  object, 
nowever,  in  rising  was  not  so  much  to 
make  any  general  observations  upon  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  or  upon  the 
measures  alluded  to  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  as  to  perform  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  his  duty — namely,  to  com- 
plain   that,    although    matters    which 
legitimately  should  excite  the  attention 
of    any   responsible    Government    had 
arisen  in  the  country  of  which  he  was  a 
native  and  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  Government  had  not  re- 
cognized the  situation,  or  thought  fit  to 
mention  those  matters  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech. 

Mb.  G.  W.  GBAY  (Essex,  Maldon) 
said,  he  was  very  glad  to  find  that  in  the 
Speech  of  Her  Gracious  Majesty  the 
question  of  agriculture  occupied  a  pro- 
minent position.  The  position  of  agri- 
culture was  a  most  important  subject 
for  the  House  to  pay  attention  to ;  and 
he  hoped  that  before  the  Session  was 
over  considerable  attention  would  be 
given  to  it.  The  points  touched  upon  in 
the  Speech — tithes,  railway  rates,  and 
so  on — were  all  matters  which  he  hoped 
would  be  thoroughly  gone  into.  The 
tithe  question  was  one  that  demanded 
earnest  and  immediate  attention.  The 
matter  had  long  been  a  vexed  and  griev- 
ous one  as  between  the  tithepayer  and 


the  tithe  receiver ;  and  he  wanted  to  see 
all  the  present  friction  laid  aside  once 
for  all.  He  desired  to  see  the  tithe- 
owners'  property  respected ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  want  the  land  to 
be  unduly  taxed  in  regard  to  tithe.  His 
own  idea  was  that  it  was  always  intended 
that  tithe  should  represent  some  relative 
proportion  to  the  capability  of  the  soil 
to  pay  a  smaller  or  a  larger  amount.  At 
the  present  moment  there  were  large 
tracts  of  land  where  the  tithe  was  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  rent.  He  could 
not  think  it  was  ever  the  intention  of  the 
donors  of  tithe,  however  good  their 
intentions  might  have  been,  that  such  an 
anomaly  as  that  should  be  established. 
He  feared  it  would  be  a  very  difficult 
question  to  straighten  out;  but  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  not  be 
afraid  of  thoroughly  going  into  it  just 
because  it  was  a  difficult  one.  The  more 
difficult  the  question  the  more  zest  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  throw  into 
it.  There  were  many  other  difficult 
questions  connected  with  agriculture 
that  would  want  a  great  deal  of  courage 
to  tackle  in  an  efficient  and  thorough 
manner.  Take,  for  instance,  the  rail- 
way question.  There  were  a  gpreat  many 
people  who  were  very  much  interested 
as  shareholders  in  the  profits  of  railways ; 
but  agriculturists  thought  it  was  very 
hard  that  foreign  produce  should  be 
carried  long  distances,  past  their  very 
farms,  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  the  pro- 
duce they  gprow  was  conveyed  compara- 
tively short  distances — say  from  Essex 
to  London.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bye  (Mr.  Brookfield)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  advisability  of  opening  up 
that  great  question  which  was  known 
to-day  under  the  name  of  fiscal  reform. 
Although  he  (Mr.  0.  W.  Gray)  might 
not  go  so  far  as  his  hon.  Friend,  he  un- 
hesitatingly said  that  if  no  remedy  could 
be  fomid  for  the  present  agricultural 
depression  without  a  recourse  to  fiscal 
reform,  then,  by  all  means,  let  us  have 
fiscal  reform.  He  did  not  know  that 
there  was  any  reason  why  we  shoidd  be 
afraid  of  fiscal  reform.  At  the  same 
time,  he  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  imderstand  that  if  they  could 
produce  any  remedy  for  what  he  could 
not  help  describing  as  the  present  agri- 
cultural ruin-^any  remedy  which  would 
be  efficient  to  reinstate  agriculture  in 
the  position  which  it  ought  to  occupy 
without  touching  upon  fiscal  reform — he 
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should  be  only  too  delighted,  as  an  agri- 
cultarist,  to  support  them  in  their  efforts. 
But  he  was  afraid  that  the  remedies 
which  they  would  suggest  would  be 
more  in  the  nature  of  the  suggestion 
which  was  thrown  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Olad^tone),  when  he  advised 
farmers  to  grow  black  currants  and  to 
produce  jam.  That  was  a  remedy  which 
would  certainly  never  be  found  to  be 
sufficient  to  get  agriculture  out  of  the 
rut  into  which  it  had  fallen.  Agricul- 
turists had  been  told  again  and  again  by 
their  advisers — and  the  number  of  ad- 
visers farmers  had  was  astonishing — 
that  the  troubles  in  which  they  found 
themselves  were  owing  to  their  own 
want  of  practical  knowledge  of  their 
business.  He  knew  there  were  farmers 
who  were  lazy,  and  farmers  who  had 
insufficient  capital;  there  were  others 
who  never  thoroughly  understood  their 
business ;  but  he  asserted  that  it  was 
unfair  to  suggest  that  the  general 
agricultural  depression  was  owing  to 
deficiency  on  the  part  of  the  agricul- 
turists. British  farmers  knew  their 
business  as  well  as  any  other  class  of 
the  community  knew  theirs ;  but  British 
farmers  did  not  know  how  to  get  a  profit 
out  of  an  article  which  cost  more  to 
produce  than  it  could  be  sold  for  in 
the  market.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman 
could  teU  them  how  they  were  to 
get  a  profit  out  of  growing  wheat 
at  30«.  a-quarter,  they  would  be  glad 
to  hear  all  he  had  to  say  upon  the 
subject.  Perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  a  word  or  two  about  the 
terrible  question  of  fiscal  reform.  He 
should  like  to  know  why  it  was  that 
when  the  time  arrived  for  discussing  that 
question  they  should  not  do  so.  If  they 
really  had  Free  Trade  to-day,  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  re-open  a  ques- 
tion of  this  sort ;  but  he  maintained  that 
they  had  not  got  Free  Trade.  As  a 
farmer,  he  knew  that  if  he  had  a  quan- 
tity of  barley  lying  in  his  bam  intended 
for  brewing  purposes,  that  barley,  before 
it  was  made  into  beer,  would  be  sub- 
jected to  a  duty  of  about  80  per  cent  on 
its  original  value.  He  could  hardly 
think  he  was  living  in  a  free  country 
when  such  was  the  case.  He  could  run 
through  a  list  of  articles  that  were  also 
subjected  to  a  similar  tariff;  but  it 
would  take  up  too  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  for  him  to  do  so.    [^Orm 
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of  "Name  them!"]     There  was  tea, 
for  instance.    Tea  paid  a  duty  of  6i. 
a- pound.    He  maintained  that  tea  had 
become  almost  a  necessity  on  the  poor 
man's  table ;  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  an  article  of  that  sort  should 
be  subjected  to  a  taxation  of  6i.  a-pound 
at  our  ports,  and  why,  if  he  suggested 
placing  a  small  duty  upon  some  article 
of  luxury — ^lace,  silk,  or  something  of 
that  sort — he  should  be  told  that  he 
might  as  well  try  to  resuscitate  Queen 
Anne.     Hon.  Members  might  depend 
upon  it  that,  although  it  was  an  un- 
doubted fact  that  Queen  Anne  was  dead, 
they  would  hear  a  great  deal  more  about 
the  fiscal  reform  movement.  They  would 
hear  most  about  it  from  the  working 
classes  themselves;    and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  if  the  working  classes  came 
forward  in  their  thousands,  and  were  to 
say  they  would  rather  that  the  6i.  which 
was  now  levied  on  a  pound  of  tea  should 
be  levied  on  some  other  article,  no  Go- 
vernment would  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the 
wish.     The  change  he  should  like  to 
see  accomplished  in  connection  with  the 
duty  which  was  now  levied  upon  beer 
would  be  something  in  this  nature — the 
6«.  3i.  a-barrel  which  was  now  levied  on 
beer  might  well  be  reduced,  and  then 
somethiog  might  be  placed  on  the  foreign 
barley  at  our  ports.   As  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bye  (Mr.  Brookfield) 
could  tell  them,  there  was  no  class  of 
agricultural  industry  which  was  more 
beneficial  to  the  working  classes  than 
the  hop  cultivation.    £20  an  acre  might 
be  spent  in  cultivating  hops.    That  £20 
was  circulated  amongst  the  poor  people 
from  the  time  hops  first  came  up  to  the 
time  they  were  picked.    It  used  to  be  a 
great  boon  to  the  poor  people  of  our 
large  cities  to  go  down  to  the  h  _  " 
tricts  in  the  hop  season  and  earn  a  fe^w 
pounds  to  help  them  through  the  comings 
winter.     Why  should  not  the  beer  duty 
be  reduced,  and  a  duty  placed  on  the 
foreign  hops,  so  as  to  give  a  stimulus 
to  hop  cultivation  in  England?     Hop 
cultivation  was  going  out  very  speedily 
now,  and  they  would  find  many  other 
branches  of  agriculture  would  soon  g^o 
out  of  existence  unless  something  was 
done  to  prevent  their  extinction.    Oould 
there  be  a  more  serious  question  than 
the  disappearance    of    arable    cultiva- 
tion?    He   hoped    no    hon.    Member 
would    think    uiat    it   did    not   make 
any  difference  whether  the  land  was 
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under  the  plougli  or  whether  it  was 
laid  down  to  grass.  He  assured 
hon.  Members  that  directly  they  laid 
down  the  poorer  descriptions  of  arable 
land  to  grass,  they  took  a  great  deal  of 
capital  and  labour  away  from  the  agri- 
cmtaral  business.  The  poor  clay  lands 
which  had  been  growing  wheat,  and 
which  were  now  constantly  laid  down  to 
grass,  were  so  unsuitable  to  grass,  that 
when  laid  down  in  that  way  they  did  not 
produce  nearly  so  much  for  the  people 
as  they  used  to  produce  when .  they 
were  under  arable  cultivation.  He  found 
that  everyone  professed  to  take  great 
interest  in  the  question  of  the  food 
supply  of  the  people.  So  did  he.  He 
thought  it  was  one  of  the  greatest  politi- 
cal subjects  that  anyone  could  turn  his 
attention  to;  and  it  was  because  he 
thought  the  food  supply  of  the  people 
was  such  an  importiEuit  question  that 
he  asked  hon.  Members  to  look  iJie 
matter  fairly  in  the  face.  He  asked 
them  not  to  approach  it  with  more 
Party  political  bias  than  was  abso- 
lutely necessary.  He  prayed  them  never 
to  be  so  wrapped  up  in  their  affec- 
tion for  the  miscalled  Free  Trade  as 
not  to  be  able  to  pay  attention  to  this 
subject,  if  something  in  the  way  of  fiscal 
reform  was  suggested  as  a  remedy.  He 
wanted  thorough  light  to  be  thrown  on 
every  corner  and  side  of  this  question, 
and  that  thorough  light  he  hoped  would 
be  the  light  of  truth.    The  English  taz- 

Eayers  would,  without  a  grunt,  contri- 
ute  £500,000  or  so  for  an  iron-clad. 
We  contribute  £30,000,000  sterling 
every  year  for  our  Army  and  Navy — 
perhaps  we  might  not  lilce  it,  but  still 
we  dia  it  without  much  grumbling.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  just  as  important, 
in  order  that  we  might  hold  our  position 
as  a  country,  that  we  should  attend  to 
the  Home  Commissariat  Department,  as 
that  we  should  attend  to  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  which  we  were  so  proud.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  a  citadel  the 
walls  of  which  had  been  strengthened, 
where  large  g^ns  had  been  mounted, 
and  where  the  guns  were  manned  with 
such  soldiers  as  Old  England  could  pro- 
duce, if,  when  the  enemy  was  surround- 
ing it,  it  was  found  that  someone  had 
forgotten  all  about  the  Oommissariat  ? 
Such  would  be  our  position  if  this  ques- 
tion were  not  looked  fairly  in  the  face. 
Then  they  would  know  what  a  dear  loaf 
was.  Henlikelusbon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  Bye  (Mr.  Brookfield^  and  him- 
self were  often  twitted  witn  trying  to 
raise  the  price  of  the  poor  man's  loaf. 
He  (Mr.  0.  W.  Gray)  was  quite  sure  that 
that  was  neither  his  wish,  nor  the  wish 
of  his  hon.  Friend ;  but  he  maintained 
that  if  the  arable  land  of  England  con* 
tinned  to  go  out  of  arable  cultivation  at 
the  rate  it  was  now  going  out.  when  there 
camearumourof  war,  thepoorman  would 
know  what  a  dear  loaf  was,  and  that 
was  just  what  he  and  those  who  thought 
with  him  wanted  to  avoid.  It  would  be 
much  better  that  we  should  produce  as 
much  as  possible  of  the  food  supply  of 
our  people  here  at  home,  and  then  by 
all  means  make  up  the  deficiency  from 
abroad ;  but  we  could  not  produce  the 
greatest  amount  of  home  food  if  we 
continued  to  show  that  neglect  of 
agricultural  ruin  that  had  been  shown 
in  the  past.  We  might  produce  schemes 
of  peasant  proprietary  and  allotments, 
and  wish  them  all  '^  Ood  speed ; " 
but  they  would  never  make  the  wealthy 
farmer  with  £10,000  at  his  back,  or  the 
poor  farmer  with  £10,  undertake  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil,  when  they  knew 
that  the  only  result  would  be  that  in 
course  of  time  their  capital  would  be 
gone.  They  must  show  to  the  men  whom 
they  wanted  to  place  on  the  soil  some 
chance  of  their  being  able  to  get  a  busi- 
ness profit  for  their  labour  and  their 
capitiu.  In  order  to  do  that,  something 
in  the  nature  of  a  drastic  remedy  must 
be  forthcoming.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that  every  hon.  Member  who  had  ever 
stood  upon  a  public  platform  and  ap- 
pealed to  the  feelings  of  the  working 
classes  by  talking  about  cheap  food,  or 
employment  for  the  working  classes, 
would  do  all  he  could  to  suggest  any 
reasonable  remedy  for  the  present 
ruinous  state  of  things.  In  case  of 
England  being  at  war  with  any  large 
Continental  Power,  she  ought,  at  any 
rate,  to  be  in  a  position  to  supply  herself 
with  food  for  as  long  a  time  as  possible 
from  her  own  fields. 

Mb.  OOOHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  said,  he  must  congratulate  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  firmness 
they  had  shown  in  resisting  those  who, 
under  very  plausible  names,  sought  to 
re-introduce  the  principle  of  Protection 
into  this  country.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  spoken  of  the  agricudtural 
interest  being  on  the  brink  of  ruin ;  but 
in  spite  of  all  they  heard  on  that  subject 
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he  (Mr.  Ooghill)  ventured  to  think  that 
that  was  not  the  case.  If  they  took  the 
ease  of  the  counties  of  Devonshire, 
Oheshire,  and  Staffordshire,  amongst 
others,  he  did  not  think  that  anything 
like  agricultural  ruin  would  be  found 
there.  He  reg^tted  that  no  allusion  was 
made  to  the  unemployed  in  the  country. 
There  was  in  England  a  large  number 
of  men  out  of  employment,  or  only  earn- 
ing very  small  wages,  and  that  was  a 
subject  which  he  thought  might  have 
attracted  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  was  of  opinion,  also, 
that  the  scale  of  treatment  in  the  work- 
houses ought  to  be  improved ;  they  did 
not  want  them  to  be  made  too  comfort- 
able and  become  an  inducement  to 
people  to  go  into  them ;  but  if  a  man 
received  a  night's  lodging  in  the  casual 
ward  he  ought  not  to  be  made  to  do 
labour  before  he  went  out  in*  the  morn- 
ing, because  that  was  often  the  cause  of 
his  being  too  late  to  get  work  on  the 
day.  With  regard  to  the  workhouses 
of  the  Metropolis,  he  thought  the  system 
was  defective.  For  instance,  a  poor 
woman  looking  out  for  a  night's  lodging 
might  be  sent  from  one  workhouse  to 
another,  and  after  that  be  told  that  she 
was  chargeable  on  another  part  of 
London ;  she  would  probably  be  worn 
out  before  she  got  a  lodging;  and  it  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  many 
persons  actually  died  in  the  streets.  He 
considered,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  have  officers  to  point 
out  to  persons  needing  relief  places 
where  they  could  obtain  it ;  we  should 
not  have  those  sights  which  he  had  men- 
tioned recurring  in  the  streets  of  Lon- 
don. There  was  an  allusion  in  Her 
Majesty's  Most  Ghracious  Speech  to  a 
BiU  dealing  with  railways;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  that  Bill  was  only  to  deal 
with  preferential  rates,  though  he  hoped 
it  would  also  apply  to  all  the  enormous 
rates  now  being  charged  by  the  Bailway 
Oompanies  on  goods  which  were  the 
cause  of  trade  being  driven  away  from 
many  places  throughout  the  country. 
It  was  the  same  in  the  case  of  agricid- 
tural  produce,  a  great  deal  of  which  was 
prevented  from  coming  to  market  solely 
owing  to  the  excessive  cost  of  railway 
carriage.  He  also  thought  that  the 
Bailway  Oompanies  required  to  be  over- 
hauled for  the  way  in  which  they  treated 
passengers;  they  were  tricky  in  their 
conditions  and  arbitrary  and  high-handed 
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with  regard  to  their  passengers.  Take 
the  case  of  return  tickets  alone  —  one 
Oompany  issued  them  for  a  day,  another 
for  seven  days,  and  another,  say,  for 
a  month ;  then  another  Oompany  would 
put  it  on  the  ticket  that  it  was  only 
available  from  one  station  named  to 
another  station  named,  and  not  for  in- 
termediate stations — a  statement  that 
was  absolutely  wrong,  because  the  con- 
trary had  been  decided  in  the  Oourts 
of  Law,  and  the  system  was  only  carried 
on  to  impose  upon  those  who  were 
ignorant  of  the  fact.  He  objected  to 
the  large  number  of  appeals  which  were 
permitted  under  our  legal  system. 
Suitors  were  taken  from  Oourt  to  Oourt, 
and  there  was  no  termination  to  their 
suits ;  they  began  in  Judge's  Ohambers ; 
they  went  afterwards  to  the  Divisional 
Oourt,  then  to  the  Oourt  of  Appeal,  and 
then  to  the  House  of  Lords.  It  certainly 
seemed  to  him  strange  that  they  should 
have  a  Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature,  and 
that  there  should  also  be  aOourt  superior 
to  it.  It  was  difficult  to  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  term  '*  supreme,"  if  it 
was  not  thought  it  had  nothing  superior 
to  it ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  to  the  interest  of  the  suitors  if  that 
Superior  Oourt  could  be  removed — ^that 
was  to  say,  that  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords  should  come  to  an 
end — an  arrangement  which  would  not 
result,  as  some  supposed,  in  any  loss  of 
judicial  ability,  inasmuch  as  the  Judges 
now  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords 
would  then  sit  in  the  Oourt  of  Appeal. 
Under  the  present  system  it  was  quite 
possible  that  a  suitor  might  get  a 
decision  in  his  favour  in  one  of  the  Di- 
visions of  the  Supreme  Oourt,  which 
might  be  reversed  on  appeal,  and  again 
given  in  his  favour  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  seemed  to  him  that  suitors 
should  be  treated  with  equal  favour; 
whereas,  under  our  judicial  system,  if  a 
man  were  rich  enough  he  could  go  on 
wearing  out  his  antagonist  until  he  got 
him  up  to  the  House  of  Lords.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  of  transferring  the 
Irish  Government  from  Dublin  Oastle, 
he  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  removing 
the  form  of  centralized  government 
which  now  existed;  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  doubt  that  much  of  the  dis- 
satisfaction in  Ireland  sprang  from  the 
abuses  of  the  present  system.  He  should 
be  glad  to  see,  as  had  been  suggested  by 
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an  bon.  Member  tbe  other  day,  the  sub- 
stitation  of  more  Irish  Secretaries  to  do 
the  business  of  Ireland.  It  seemed  hard 
to  expect  the  Irish  people  to  be  loyal  to 
their  Soyereigns,  wlule,  instead  of 
allowing  them  to  pay  their  allegiance 
to  the  Sovereign,  they  had  set  before 
them  a  miserable  dummy.  He  knew 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  congratolated  themselves  a 
good  deal  on  the  adherence  to 
their  cause  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan) ; 
bat  he  (Mr.  Ooghill)  thought  they 
should  not  congratulate  themselves  too 
much,  because  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  now  held  his  present  opinions  for 
nearly  six  months,  and  it  was  now  get- 
ting time  for  him  to  change  them.  He 
wished  briefly  to  refer  to  one  or  two 
expressions  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  who  said  the  other 
day  in  Dublin  that  nothing  had  been 
done  under  the  Grimes  Act  which  could 
not  have  been  done  under  previously 
existing  Statutes.  Surely  that  was  an 
acquittal  of  the  GK)vemment  on  the 
coarse  they  had  pursued.  They  had 
here  the  confession  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Gt>vemment  had 
done  nothing  but  what  they  could  have 
done  without  the  Grimes  Act;  and  if 
thai  was  so,  where  was  the  great  hard- 
ship of  that  Act?  They  had  been  told 
that  the  Grimes  Act  might  be  used  for 
the  collection  of  rent ;  but  the  confession 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  it 
quite  clear  that  the  Act  had  not  been 
used  for  that  or  any  of  the  purposes 
suggested  during  the  last  Session.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said,  at  a 
meeting  at  Templecombe  in  the  autumn, 
that  he  had  a  fuU,  absolute,  and  plenary 
right  to  dash  his  head  against  a  wall  if 
he  chose  to  do  so ;  but  that  remark  sho  wed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ignorance 
of  the  law,  because  if  he  did  that  he 
would  be  tried  for  attempting  to  com- 
mit suicide.  Then  they  nad  been  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  thev 
were  <'  to  put  their  trust  in  the  old  pilot ; '' 
but  when,  on  a  stormy  night,  they  were 
asked  to  cross  a  sea  that  happened  to 
be  the  Irish  Sea,  with  an  old  pilot  who 
had  already  sufiEered  shipwreck  on  that 
sea,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  if  the  request  were  made  to  him 
he  should  at  once  refuse.    Finally,  he 


must  congratulate  the  Government  on 
the  way  in  which  they  had  carried  out 
the  Grimes  Act,  and  the  improvement 
which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland. 
They  had  brought  home  law  to  the 
lawless;  the  programme  sketched  out 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  was  full  of 
promise;  and  his  hope  was  that  in 
August  they  might  find  that  the  blossom 
of  promise  had  been  turned  into  the 
rich  and  ripe  fruit  of  much-needed  and 
useful  legislation. 

Mb.  HOARE  (Norwich)  said,  he 
should  like,  as  one  representing  the 
capital  of  a  very  large  agricultural  dis- 
trict, to  express  his  great  appreciation 
of  the  measures  which  it  had  been  an- 
nounced would  come  before  the  House 
during  the  present  Session,  many  of 
which,  he  believed,  would  be  of  the 
greatest  advantage  to  the  agricultural 
interest.  He  regretted  very  much  that 
at  the  present  time  the  agricultural  in- 
terest was  in  a  very  depressed  condition ; 
but,  as  he  had  said,  he  looked  for  some 
relief  to  the  promised  measures,  parti- 
cularly the  Tithe  Bill,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill,  the  Transfer  of  Land 
Bill,  and  the  Railway  Bates  Bill. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  speak  at  some  length  with 
regard  to  ehanges  which  they  wished  to 
see  made  in  their  fiscal  system ;  but,  for 
his  part,  he  thought  that  if  they  waited 
for  those  fiscal  changes  they  would  have 
to  wait  a  very  long  time  indeed ;  and  he 
was  one  of  those  who  considered  it  best 
to  confine  themselves  to  legislation 
which  could  be  concluded  rather  than 
lean  upon  hopes  which  might  not  be  ful- 
filled. He  thought  now  that  they  had 
the  promise  of  an  education  measure, 
they  might  express  a  hope  that  the  edu- 
cation of  those  in  the  country  districts 
would  be  more  thought  of  in  the  future 
than  in  the  past.  They  had  lately  read 
a  Beport  with  reference  to  education  in 
dairy  matters,  and  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  it  was  necessary  now  for 
them  to  do  all  they  could  for  the  educa- 
tion of  children  and  young  persons  in 
the  country  districts.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  House  would  be  willing 
to  give  support  to  the  necessary  educa- 
tional proposals,  especially  in  the  matter 
of  dairy  produce ;  for  every  Englishman 
must  feel  that  somethingmore  could  be 
done  in  that  direction.  His  own  county 
was  not  a  dairy  county ;  but  he  thought 
that  if  there  was  more  education  there 

[ Second  Night.'] 


223 


Addrat  in 


{COMMONS  ( 


AnBwer  to  Her 


224 


of  the  kind  mentioned,  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  give  some  assistanoe,  it 
would  be  greatly  to  the  advantage  of 
Norfolk;  for  that  reason  he  hoped  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment  to  further  experiments  in  agricul- 
ture. He  had  the  nonour  for  two  years 
of  being  President  of  the  Agricultural 
Chamber  for  Norfolk,  and  he  was  proud 
to  think  that  his  Chamber  had  endea- 
voured to  meet  this  difficulty,  and  had 
made  some  experiments  which,  he 
believed,  would  be  of  the  greatest  nd- 
vantage  to  the  country  at  large.  They 
had  had  the  advantage  of  the  assistance 
of  a  gentleman  well  known  in  that  House, 
and  whose  absence  at  the  present  time 
they  could  not  but  regret — Mr.  Clare 
Sewell  Bead ;  and  he  bmieved  that  their 
humble  experiments,  when  they  became 
more  widely  known,  would  prove  of 
value  to  agriculturists  in  other  districts 
than  Norfolk.  Having  regard  to  the 
measures  that  had  occupied  the  time  of 
Parliament,  the  farmers,  he  thought, 
might  well  have  felt  hopeless  and  regret 
that  the  House  had  not  had  time  to 
realize  the  true  position  of  an  interest 
which  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  country.  Last  year  the  House 
had  been  able  to  do  a  great  deal  of  good 
by  passing  the  Labourers'  Allotments 
Bill,  of  which  considerable  use  had  been 
made  in  the  country;  and  it  was  no 
wonder  that  the  tenant  farmers  should 
complain  and  express  a  hope  that  the 
tiQie  of  this  House  would  be  devoted  to 
the  consideration  of  their  needs.  They 
hoped  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when 
there  would  be  a  distinct  Agricultural 
Department  presided  over  by  a  Minister 
of  Agriculture.  When  such  an  Office 
was  established  they  might  hope  that 
greater  facilities  would  be  afforded  for 
bringing  agricultural  questions  and 
grievances  before  that  House  for  discus- 
sion. Speaking  not  as  a  tenant  farmer, 
but  as  one  who  regarded  agriculture  as 
the  most  important  trade  of  the  country, 
he  wished  to  do  all  in  his  power  to  fur- 
ther the  interests  of  that  trade ;  and  he 
hoped  the  tenant  farmers  of  this  country 
would  before  long  be  in  a  position  to 
say  that  Parliament  had,  in  response  to 
Her  Majesty's  wishes,  done  what  was 
necessary  to  meet  their  wants  and 
interests 

Mb.  PICKEESGILLCBethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  he  had  heard  with  interest 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
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tleman  who  seconded  the  Motion  for  the 
Address  (Colonel  Duncan).  That  speech 
was  a  remarkable  one,  not  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  anything 
new  to  tell  the  House,  but  because  it 
contained  sentiments  which  sounded 
strangely  as  coming  from  his  side  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  urged  them  to  do  all  in  their  power 
to  make  the  world  a  little  happier  and 
brighter;  he  had  said  also — ''Let  us 
bow  our  heads  before  the  majesty  of 
uncomplaining  poverty."  Those  words 
were  almost  the  language  of  Victor 
Hugo— but  it  was  Victor  Hugo  in  very 
strange  company.  The  parsdlel  would 
be  complete  if  they  could  imagine  him 
sitting  side  by  side  with  the  authors  of 
the  French  political  proscription  of  1852, 
aiding  and  abetting  them,  and  second- 
ing a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  their  policy. 
Having  followed  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  with  the  closest 
interest  and  attention,  he  thought  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  there  was  not, 
throughout  the  whole  of  it,  a  single 
reference  to  Ireland.  The  speech  was 
more  remarkable  for  what  was  omitted 
than  what  it  contained ;  and  he  could 
have  wished  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  illustrated  the  principles 
which  he  expounded  by  a  reference  to 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Seeing  that  the  actions  of  the 
Administration  must  have  been  present 
to  the  minds  of  all  who  listened  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  his  speech  was  a  scathing 
satire,  whether  deliberate  or  intentiontJ 
he  (Mr.  Pickersgill^  knew  not,  upon 
the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
nominal  supporter.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  distinguished  be- 
tween sympathy  and  emotion;  and  he 
(Mr.  PickersgiU)  thanked  him  for  a 
definition  so  well-founded  and  so  accu- 
rately expressed.  It  was  not  yet  too 
late.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
told  them  yesterday  that  they  ought  to 
set  up  the  Second  Table  of  the  Law. 
There  were  many  Irish  Members  on 
that  rthe  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
who  felt  it  a  duty  to  recognize  the  obli- 
gation. Thev  would  help  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Memoer  to  set  up  the  Second 
Table  of  the  Law ;  but  would  he  help 
them  to  take  the  initial  step  at  taking 
down  the  Coercion  Bill  for  which  he 
was  partly  responsible  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member   had    expressed   the 
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desire   to   make   the    world    a    little 
brighter  and  a  little  happier  than  he 
fouDd  it.    Was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  aware  of  how  maoh  misery  the 
Ooyemment  which  he  supported  was 
the  cause  ?    Was  he  aware  that  to-day 
in  England  and  in  Ireland  there  was 
many  a  bread-winner  in  a  felon's  cell, 
and  that  the  wives  and  children  of  such 
bread-winners  were  either  relegated  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  poor-house, 
or,  at  the  best,  meagrely  supported  by 
charity  ?     Why,  these  bread-winners 
were  in  prison  either  for  purely  artificial 
offences,   or,    at    the    most— -and    this 
applied  particularly  to  the  Metropolis 
—for  offences  which  would  never  have 
been  committed  if  the  Government  had 
acted  with  ordinary  tact  and  ordinary 
judgment.     He  (Mr.  Fickersgill)  had 
shown  that  there  was  an  irreconcilable 
difference  between  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member   for  Finsbury 
and  a  Government  whom  he  nominally 
supported.    He  could  not  hope  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  with  all  his 
power,  would  leaven  the  stolid  mass  of 
the  Conservative  Party ;   but  he  was 
glad  that  the  voice  which  had  been  so 
often  raised  from  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  had  found  an  echo  on  the 
opposite  Benches,  even  though  the  voice 
might  be  the  voice  of  one  crying  in  the 
wilderness.     He  (Mr.  Fickersgill)  be- 
lieved the  great  problem  of  our  time — 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
seemed  to  agree  with  him — was  how  to 
deal  with  the  growing  mass  of  poverty 
and  misery  in  our  midst.    Unless  they 
could  solve  that  problem  with  reason- 
able satisfaction,   he  believed  that  it 
would  destroy  this  Empire,  even  as  it 
had  destroyed  great  nations  before  us. 
Mb.  BABTI^T  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  would  not  attempt  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member    who  had  just  spoken    (Mr. 
Pickersgill).     He  was  only  one  of  the 
solid  mass.     [Several  hon.  Members: 
He    said   a    ''stolid''   mass  I]      He 
(Mr.  Bartley)  thought  the  hon.  Member 
meant  *' solid,"  as  the  Unionist  Party 
certainly  was.     From  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's point  of  view,  he  thought  the  case 
was  hopeless,  because  the  leaven  would 
not  reach  them,  in  the  hon.  Member's 
sense.    It  seemed,  according  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  only  possible  way  of 
their  reforming  was  that  they  should 
agree  that  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
iViends  were  the  sole  agents  of  every- 
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thing  that  was  right,  and  of  those  who 
had  considered  the  welfare  of  the 
masses  in  times  gone  by.  He  thought 
there  were  Members  on  that — the  Oon- 
servative— side  of  the  House  who  had 
in  the  past,  and  he  was  sure  they  would 
in  the  future,  do  their  utmost  to  pro- 
mote that  great  step  which  was  so 
urgently  needed  in  the  direction  of 
alleviating  the  sufferings  of  the  masses. 
He  had  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the 
poor,  and  he  knew  very  well  the  district 
the  hon.  Gentleman  represented;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that,  with 
wise  legislation,  a  good  deal  might  be 
done.  The  real  thing  they  had  to  teach 
the  people  was  that  they  must  not 
depend  upon  legislation,  but  must  de- 
pend chiefly  upon  their  own  exertions. 
He  was  extremely  glad  that  the  debate 
that  evening  had  not  been  entirely  Irish, 
because  he  regarded  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne  this  year  as  really  an 
English  Speech.  They  had  had  Ireland 
long  enough.  [Loud  ironical  cheers  from 
the  Ofiposiiion.j  Yes;  they  had  had 
Ireland  long  enough.  They  believed 
that  there  were  such  places  as  England 
and  Scotland  as  well;  and  when  they 
considered  that  even  London,  insignifi- 
cant as  that  might  be,  contained  a  larger 
population  than  Ireland,  he  did  say  that 
the  time  had  come,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  recognized,  for  con- 
sidering the  great  questions  of  these  two 
great  countries.  He  was  sorry  that  some 
of  the  discussion  that  evening  had  gone 
upon  the  various  questions  of  agricul- 
ture, bearing  on  its  relations  to  so-called 
fiscal  policy.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
believed  that  it  was  possible  to  relieve 
agriculture  in  the  way  that  had  been 
suggested  by  one  or  two  hon.  Gentle- 
men. To  his  mind  it  seemed,  from  one 
of  the  speeches  that  evening,  that  all 
that  would  happen,  if  we  were  to  do 
what  was  proposed  in  order  to  make 
England  supply  herself  with  food — ^whe- 
ther it  be  called  Protection  or  Free 
Trade — would  be  that  the  masses  of  the 
people  would  always  have  to  live  in  a 
state  of  semi>starvation  from  the  high 
price  of  bread,  in  order  to  protect 
them  from  the  possible  danger  of  a 
more  complete  starvation  on  some 
occasion  that  might  never  arise.  Wo 
must  depend  for  our  great  supply  of 
wheat  from  abroad.  The  only  remedy, 
it  seemed  to  him,  for  agriculture  at  the 
present  moment  would  be  that  referred 
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to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Norwich 
(Mr.   Hoare) — ^namely,  increasing   the 
education  of  the  agricultural  population, 
and  making  them  understand  better  than 
they  did  the  real  way  to  bring  about 
the  development  of  agriculture.    There 
should  be  improved  technical  training 
among  the  agriculturists  and  the  pro- 
per development  of    district  markets. 
They  sawin  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  that  they  were  to  have  a  County 
Government  Bill.      Now,   he  believed 
that  that  was  an  absolutely  necessary 
step.  He  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  base  the  reform  of 
Local  Government  on  the  solid  basis  of 
popular  representation.     He  was  sure 
of   this— that  no  other  representation 
would  form  a  satisfactory  or  permanent 
solution.     He   did  not   know  whether 
in  practice  this  reform  of   Local  Go- 
vernment would   be  more  economical 
than   the  present  system;  but  nobody 
could  see  how  affairs  were  going,  and 
what  the  tendency  of  modem  opinion 
was,  without  realizing  dearly  that  the 
only  possible  solution  would  be  to  put 
the  Local  Bodies  in  counties  in  a  popular 
position,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of 
Municipal  Authorities.    He  believed  it 
would   oe  found  that  Her   Majesty's 
Government  had  framed  their  Bill  upon 
that  idea.  There  was  also  in  the  Speech 
a  reference  to  Local  and  Imperial  finance. 
Now,  he  believed  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  done  in  connection  with  local 
finance.     He  had  drawn  attention  to 
'  this  matter  last  Session ;  and  he  was 
sure  of  this — that  no  question  was  more 
considered   in  the  Provinces  than  the 
enormous  growth  of  our  local  indebted- 
ness.    He  was  sure  that  local  burdens 
bore  very  heavily  indeed  upon  our  agri- 
cultural population ;  but  while  that  was 
so,  he  hoped  sincerely  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  propose  to  relieve  local 
taxation  simply  by  giving  grants  from 
the  Imperial  taxation.  He  was  sure  that 
that  system  would  not  be  likely  to  tend 
to  a  more  economical  arrangement  of 
County  Government ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  every  shilling  which  was 
taken  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  in 
aid  of  local  rates  was  one  of  the  most 
costly  means  of  relieving  those  rates, 
and  would  lead   ultimately  to  greater 
expense  and  less  efficiency  in  the  ad- 
ministration   of  the    funds.     He    be- 
lieved that  any  scheme  for  promoting 
the  welfare  of  a  district  should  not  be 
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paid  for  out  of  Imperial  taxation,  but 
should  be  paid  for  chiefly  out  of  the  local 
revenue,  which  at  the  present  moment 
was  very  large.  No  doubt,  the  burdens 
would  grow;  but  it  would  not  be  so 
perceptible  under  a  judicious  system. 
He  knew  there  were  several  other 
questions  dealt  with  in  the  Graoiouis 
Speech  from  the  Throne  on  which  to 
would  be  desirable  to  dilate ;  but  it  was 
not  his  intention  at  the  present  moment 
to  refer  to  them.  He  would  not  now 
refer  to  the  Irish  Question,  simply  be- 
cause they  were  to  have  another  debate 
upon  that  on  the  Amendments.  He 
believed  that  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
was  intended  to  be  the  beginning  of  a 
Session  of  useful  legislation  to  promote 
the  well-being  of  the  people,  and  that 
not  upon  Party  lines,  but  upon  lasting 
lines,  which  would  tend  to  make  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  as  well  as  Ireland, 
more  prosperous  in  every  way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Pamelly) — put,  and  agreid  to. 

Debate  furth&r  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTIONS. 

jjAsm  LAW  (ibeland)  acts  ambkd* 

MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pamell,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered tohe  brought 
in  by  Mr.  r^amell,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy. 

BiHpretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1.] 

MABBIAGE   WITH   A  DBOSABED    Wmfi*S 
SISTEB    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Heneage,  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with  a  Deceased 
Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Heneage,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Rob^  Reid,  and  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell. 

BiXi presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  2.] 

PUBLIC    HOUSES   (iEBLAND)    (SATURDAY 
CLOSINO)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  RasseU,  Bill  to 
close  Public  Houses  at  an  earlier  hour  onSatar- 
days  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Johnston,  and  Mr. 
Lea. 

Billpr$$fnUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  3.} 
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oincEBs'  expenses)  (scot- 
ulnd)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Esalemont,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  the  Ex- 
Mnses  of  Betuming  Officers  at  Parliamentary 
Elections  in  Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  he  hronght  in  by 
Mr.  Esslemont,  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  Mr. 
Hunter,  and  Mr.  M'Ewan. 

BiUpresented,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 

AOBICULTURAL  TENANTS   (iBELAND) 
belief  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blane,  Bill  for  the  Relief 
of  Agiicultnral  Tenants  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Blane,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  T.  M.  liealy,  and 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

BUlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

COUNTT  OOVEBNMENT  (iBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carov,  Bill  for  the  better 
government  of  Counties  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Carew,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Timothy  Harrington,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

HHlpreHntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  6.] 

OATHS  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retohed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  Oaths. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John  Simon, 
Mr.  Kelly,  Mr,  Courtney  Kenny,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  lUingworth,  Mr.  Richard, 
Colonel  Eyre,  and  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings. 

WlpretenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 

EARLY   OLOSINa  BILL. 

^  On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  earlier  closing  of  Shops,  ana  to 
make  further  provision  with  respect  to  trading 
on  Sunday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Mr.  John  Barry,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Cameron  Corbett,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and  Mr. 
Whitley. 
Bill^^t^jif^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8.] 

SMALL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  Small  Holdings  of 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Winterbotham,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr.  Kewnes,  Mr.  Flower,  and  Mr.  Pitt*Lewis. 

hmipretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.] 

P00&  LAW   GUABDIANS   (IBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Harris,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Xaw  relating  to  the  election  and  constitution  of 


Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Harris,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Thomas  Gill,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

BiMpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

FABLIAMENTABT    FBANCHISE    C^XTENSION 
TO  women)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Dimsdale,  Bill  to  extend 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  Women,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr. 
Woodall,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir  WiUiam 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr.  lUing- 
worth, Mr.  Maclure,  l^Ir.  Stansfeld,  and  Dr. 
Cameron. 

BiMpreaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)   ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caine,  Bill  to  amend  the 
provisions  of  the  Education  (Scotland)  Acts 
relating  to  the  payment  of  school  fees  for  chil- 
dren of  poor  parents,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Sutherland,  and  Mr.  Thor- 
bum. 

BiW  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 

SCHOOL  FEES   (nON-FAUPEBS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  School 
Fees  of  Non-Pauper  Children,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Sir  Richard 
Paget,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr. 
Quilter. 

hiVipreientedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

METBOPOUS  LOCAL  QOVEBNMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Isaacs,  Bill  for  the  better 
Local  Government  of  the  Metropolis  and  other 
matters  connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Isaacs,  Mr.  Kimber,  Major- 
General  Goldsworthy,  Mr.  Baumann,  Sir  Albert 
RoUit,  Mr.  Hunt,  Sir  Guycr  Hunter,  and 
Colonel  Duncan. 

BiQlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 

MUNICIPAL  FBANCHISE  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henry  Campbell,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Municipal 
Franchise  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Henry  Campbell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy,  Mr.  Carew,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr. 
Gray,  and  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde. 

Bi^preseniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  15.] 

PABLIAMENTABT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  consolidate, 
simpUfy,  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Par- 
liamentary Elections;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Dr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  Warmington,  and  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlands. 

BTiUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 
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LIBEL  LAW  AlCENDMSNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  uf  Libel,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Algernon  Borthwiok,  Sir 
Albert  RoUlt,  Mr.  I^twaon,  Mr.  Jonnings,  Dr. 
Cameron,  and  Mr.  John  Morley. 

BxlXpretenUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17.] 

labourers'  (IRELAND)  A0T8  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stack,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laboarers'  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Stack,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny,  Mr. 
PameU,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Tnite,  and  Mr.  Lidor. 

ISiailpreeentedi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 

tenure  07  houses  in  towns  (lre< 
land)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Foley,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Houses  in  Towns 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Foley,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Crilly,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
Peter  McDonald,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 

BiMpreeenUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  19.] 

JUSTICES  07  THE  PEACE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale«Hayne,  BiU  for  the 
purpose  of  amendinp^  the  Law  in  regard  to  the 
Appointment,  Qualification,  and  JSemoval  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Seale  -  Hayne,  Mr.  Ooleridce,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Bendel,  and  Sir  Bemhard  Bamnel- 
son. 

WXpretenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  20.] 

AGRICULTTTRAL  LABOURERS*   HOLIDAYS 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thorbum,  BiU  to  entitle 
Agricultmral  Labourers  in  Scotland  to  certain 
HoUdays  in  lieu  of  fair  days  and  fast  days, 
ordered  to  be  broiu;ht  in  by  Mr.  Thorbum, 
Mr.  Barclay,  and  Mr.  Bolton. 

BiU  preeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  21.] 

UOENBINQ  LAWS  BILL. 
Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Retohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  Uie  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  BiU  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws. 

Resolution  reported:  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  William  Houldsworth, 
Colonel  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  and 
Mr,  Whitmore. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  22.] 

national  school  teachers  (ire* 
land)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mayne,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  National  School  Teachers  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mayne,  Mr.  dancv,  Mr.  Peter  M 'Donald,  ICr. 
Tuite,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  £.  Har- 
rington. 

impreeentedf  and  read  tl^e  first  time.  [BiU  23.] 


BILLS  OF  SALE  REQISTRATIOH  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hunter,  BiU  to  provide 
for  the  Registration  of  dishonoured  fiiUs  of 
Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes,  and  to  aUow 
Summary  Judgment  thereon,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hunter,  Sir  Bemhard 
Samuelson,  Sir  Albert  BoUit,  Mr.  BradUugh, 
Mr.  Dardayi  Mr.  S.  WiUiamson,  and  Mr. 
Esslemont. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  24,] 

liquor  traffic  local  veto  (lre< 
land)  bill. 

Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Eeeolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  BiU  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in  towns, 
electoral  divisions,  and  other  districts  in  Ireland 
to  prevent  Uie  common  sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors,  or  otherwise  to  have  effectual  control 
over  the  Drink  Traffic  within  such  areas. 

Resolution  reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell,  Mr.  John  Bedmond,  Mr.  De  Cobain, 
and  Mr.  Jordan. 

Wmipreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

SMFLOTERS'    LIABIUTT    ACT    (1880) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Byrne,  BiU  to  amend  **  The 
Employers'  LiabiUty  Act,  1S80,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Byrne,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor, Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Clancy,  and  Mr.  Sexton. 

WXpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

ECCLESIASTICAL    ASSESSMENTS   (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  A.  Campbell,  BiU 
to  amend  the  Law  as  to  Ecclesiastical  Assess- 
ments in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  James  A.  CampbeU,  ICr.  Finlay,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mr.  Edmund  Bobertson,  Mr.  Thor- 
burn,  and  Mr.  Mark  Stewart. 

Vailpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  27.] 

chx7rch  sites  (compulsort  powers 

repeal)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  S.  PoweU,  BiU  to 
repeal  the  provisions  of  the  Church  BnUdings 
Acts  relatmg  to  the  ComijulBory  Purchase  of 
Sites  for  Churches  and  Burial  Grounds,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Francis  S.  PoweU, 
Mr.  John  Tslbot,  Mr.  Addison,  and  Mr,  Tom- 
linson. 

BiSipreeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  28.] 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE    ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Murphy,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Laws  reLating  to  the  Beiurasentatioii  of  the 
People^  ordfT^  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Marphy, 
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Mr.  TimoUiy  HarringtoD,  Mr.  ChADoe,   Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  O'Doherty,  and  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy. 
BnipreMnied,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

T7NIYBB8ITT   XDaOATIOK    (IBKLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Biggar,  Bill  to  amend 
Univeriiity  Education  in  IreJand.  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr. 
Dillon,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  lliomas  Gill,  Mr.  T.  P. 
0*Ck>nnor,  Mr.  Clancy,  Dr.  Kenny,  and  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy. 

"BiXiprnentidf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 

BEGISTBATIOy  OF  FIRMS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  RolHt.  BiU  for  the 
Registration  of  Firms,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
hy  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Sir  Bemhard  Siunuel- 
son,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  Maclnre,  Mr.  W.  L.  Bright,  Mr. 
John  Barry,  and  Mr.  Hayne. 

BiBprttented^  and  read  Uie  first  time.  [Bill  31 .] 

FISHSBT  ACTS  AHEITDMSNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Fishery  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Colonel  Kolan,  Mr.  £.  Hairington,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald,  and  Mr.  Foley. 

BiHpreeeniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.] 

TEOHKIOAL  SDITGATION  (IBVIAND)  BILL. 

On  Molioo  of  Mr.  Kilbride,  Bill  to  promote 
Technical  Education  id  Iretsod,  ordered  to  bo 
broncbt  iu  by  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  T.  U.  Sullirsn, 
Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  Mr.  Majoe,  Mr.  Murpby, 
and  Mr.  Alderman  Hooper. 

Bi\\pre$ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 

GLBBB   LAKD3  OOOUPATIOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mowbraj,  BiU  to  amend  tbe 
Law  relating  to  tbe  Occupation  of  Glebe  Lands 
by  Incumbents  in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Cbilders,  Mr.  John 
Talbot,  and  Mr.  Tomlinaon. 

B'iWpreeented^zxi^  read  tbe  first  time.  [BUI  34.] 


BUFFBAGANS'  DOMINATION  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mesohed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
mofe  the  House,  That  leave  be  gi? en  to  bring  in 
»  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  of  26  Hen.  8,  c.  14,  in- 
tituled '*  An  Act  for  the  Nomination  of  Suffragans 
and  the  consecration  of  them." 

Besolution  reported : -^"BWl  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Tomltnson.  Mr.  John  Talbot, 
Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Admiral 
Field,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitsgerald,  and  Mr.  Dizoo- 
Hartland. 

Bi\]presetited,tind  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  35.] 

POINDING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Watt,  Bill  to  amend  tbe 
Law  relating  to  Poinding  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Bolton,  Mr. 
H*Ewan,  Mr.  Baird,  and  Mr.  Howell. 

BnipressnUdfiLiid  read  the  first  time.  [Dill  30.] 


THSATBBS   (METROPOLIS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dison-Ilnrtland,  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Theatres  and  Mosic  Halls 
in  tbe  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr. 
Lawson,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

FRANCHISE    EXTENSION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ^Walter  Bf  <Laren,  Bill  to 
amend  tbe  Law  relating  to  the  Representation  of 
tbe  People,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Walter  M*Laren,  Mr.  Woodall,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Edwards  -  ileathcole,  Mr. 
Arthur  Williams,  and  Mr«  Howortb. 

Bill  preiented,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 

T(7BBARY    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  hta^,  l^ill  to  amend  '<  The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Ace,  1881,"  in  relation  to 
Turbary,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  and  Mr.  Sinclair. 

Bill prvstfii^^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 

school  board  for  london 
(pensions)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  BiU  to 
enable  tbe  School  Board  for  London  to  gnaranteo 
Superannuation  Allowances  from  the  funds  at 
their  disposal,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Richard  Temple,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-8hottlewortb, 
Mr.  M'Arthur,  Sir  Gayer  Hunter,  Mr.  Francis 
Powell,  and  Mr.  Gent-Da?is. 

}MW presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  extend  and 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  reeofery  of  Small 
Debts  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Tborburn,  and 
Mr.  Prorand. 

Bill  pfYfmteif,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 

SLAYSRT  LAW   CONSOLIDATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alfred  Pease,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Law  relating  to  Slavery, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alfred  Pease, 
Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir  John  Keonaway,  Mr. 
Winterbotham,  and  Mr.  Henry  Anstruther. 

BiWpresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 

PIERS  AND    HARBOX7R8  (iRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Cartan.-Bill  to  amend 
aud  extend  the  Law  relating  to  Piers  and  Har- 
bours in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr.  Clancy,  Dr.  Fox,  and  Mr.  Carew. 

BWlpresenUd,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 

FAIRS  AND  MARKETS  (IRELANd)   BlUi. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crilly,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Fairs  and  Markets  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crilly,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Lane, 
and  Dr.  Kenny. 

BUypreesntid,  end  read  the  first  time.  BiU  44.] 
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FAELIAMENTABY  ELECTIONS  (hEETIKGS  IN 

schools)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Uerbert  Gardner,  Bill  to 
make  provifiion  for  the  ose,  subject  ta  certain 
restrictions,  of  rooms  in  Public  Elementary 
Schools  for  Meetings  of  Parliament nry  Electors, 
ordered  tobe  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle  worth,  Mr.  Heneoge, 
Mr.  Maitland,  Mr.  Channiog,  Mr.  Cobb,  and 
Mr.  Stevenson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [  Bill  45.] 

PORT   AND  HARBOUR  AUTHORITIES 
(IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Port  and  Uarbour 
Aothorities  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald, 
Mr.  T.  Harrington,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr,  Dwyer 
Gray,  and  Mr.  Hooper. 

BiW presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 

BUILDING  SOOIBTISS  AOT  (1874)    AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Neill,  Bill  to  amend 
•*The  Building  Societies  Act,  1874,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill,  Colonel  Saunder- 
Bon,  and  Colonel  Waring. 

BUlpresentddfUndres^  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 

CHUROHES,    &0.   (IRELAND)   SITES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  M*Donald,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  acquiring  of  Sites  for  Churches  and 
Schools,  and  for  residences  for  clergymen  and 
school  teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Peter  M' Donald,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
Mayne,  Mr.  Byrne,  and  Mr.  Jordan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  COMPANIES 
CHARGES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson,  Bill 
for  the  rcTision  of  tho  Charges  of  Railway  and 
Canal  Companies;  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Bernhard  Samuelson,  Mr.  A.  II.  Acland,  Mr. 
Barran,  Mr.  Dwycr  Gray,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  J. 
Maclean,  Sir  Albert  Rolllt,  Mr.  Winterbotham, 
and  Mr.  Woodall. 

B'\\\  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  49.] 

BELFAST  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tuite,  Bill  for  the  better 
Gofcrnment  ol  Belfast,  ordered  to  be  brooght  in 
by  Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr. 
M<Cartan,  Mr.  O'KclIy,  and  Mr.  O'Doherty. 

B'lU  presented,  nnd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  50.] 

FRIENDLY   SOCIETIES  (tRAITSMISSION  OF 

money)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Viscount  Curzon,  Bill  for  the 
free  Transmission  through  the  Post  Office  of 
benefits  from  Friendly  Societies  to  their  mem- 
bers, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Viscount 
Curson,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Sir  John  Kenna- 
way,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Sir  Albert  Elollit,  and  Mr. 
Grotrian. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  0 1 .] 


CHARITIES   (rent-charges)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  recofery  of  Rent-Cbarj;es  and  other 
payments  owing  to  Charities,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Robert 
Reid,  and  Mr.  Arthur  Williams. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  02.] 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Bill  to  pro- 
fide  for  Technical  Education  in  England  and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttlewortb,  Sir 
Bernhard  Samnelson,  Mr.  G.  Dixon,  and  Mr. 
Arthur  Acland. 

Bill  presented, s^ndrtsid  the  first  time.  [Bill  53.] 

SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS  (SGOTLAITD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Bill  to  amend 
the  profisions  of  "  Tho  Education  (Scotland) 
Act,  1872,'*  with  regard  to  voting  at  Elections 
of  School  Boards,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr.  M'Lagan,  and  Mr.  Essle- 
mont. 

Bill  presewtedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  04.] 

ACCUMULATIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coiens-IIardy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Accumulations, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cosens- Hardy, 
Mr.  Elton,  and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  00.] 

DEACONS  (church  OF  ENGLAND)  BILI.. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gedge,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Acts  41  Geo.  8,  o.  63,  and  1  and  2  Vic.  o.  lOS, 
so  far  as  they  relate  to  Deacons  of  the  Chnreh  of 
England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gedge, 
Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  and 
Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  06.] 

WHIPPING  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mil  vain,  Bill  to  consolidate 
and  amend  the  Law  in  relation  to  punishment  by 
whipping,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mil- 
fain,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr. 
Fulton,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  07.] 

CROFTERS    HOLDINGS    (sOOTLAND)    ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Crofiers  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Dr.  Uonter, 
Mr.  Esslemont,  and  Mr.  A.  Sutherland. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  08.] 


PARLIAMENTARY    AND    MUNICIPAL 
TIONS  (rBGISTRAHON)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.Stansfeld,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  with  respect  to  the  Registration  of  Electors 
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at  Pai-Iiamcnlnry  and  Manicipal  Elections  m 
England,  modifying,  with  a  fiew  to  tho  limplifl- 
eation  of  their  registration,  tho  qualiBcation  of 
Boeh  Eleetors,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Stanifeld,  Mr.  Ohildors,  and  Sir  Charles  Russell. 

Bill  prennted^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  59.] 

TBEES  (IBSLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Nolan,  Bill  to  encoorage  tho 
planting  of  Trees  and  Osiers  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Nolan,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
Gilhooly,  Mr.  Marura,  and  Mr.  Sheehan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 

INTEBMEDIATB  BDUCATION  (WALES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundella,  Bill  to  promote 
Intermediate  Education  in  Wales,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan, Mr.  Richard,  Sir  Hussey  Vifian,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone,  Mr.  Stuart  Bcndel,  and  Mr.  William 
Abraham. 

Bill  preunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61.] 

AGBIOULTUBAL  HOLDINaS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cbanning,  Bill  to  amend 
tbo  Law  relating  to  Agricultural  Holdings  in 
England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cban- 
ning, Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  and  Mr. 
Francis  SteTenson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

LIMITED  0WNEB8  (bOOTLANB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ualdane,  Bill  to  enlarge  the 
powers  of  Limited  Owners  of  Land  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  hy  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr. 
Asqnith,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot, 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Lord  Elcbo,  and  Mr.  Fer- 
guson. 

Bill  presented,  And  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

OHA&rmSS    (IBKLAND)    ADlCnaSTBATION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Bill  to  amend 
tbe  Law  relating  to  the  Administration  of  Chari- 
ties in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
Henry  Campbell,  and  Mr.  Crilly. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 

JUBOBS'  DETENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lock  wood.  Bill  to  amend 
tbe  Law  relating  to  the  Detention  of  Juries  on 
tbe  trial  of  felonies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr.  Finlay,  and  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  65.] 

SOLDIBBS'  AND  8AIL0B8'   DISABILITIES 
BEMOYAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Bill  to  remove  the 
disabilities  of  Soldiers  and  Sailors  to  be  registered 
as  Voters  at  Parliamentary  Elections,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  Mowbray, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Wbitmore,  and  Colonel 
Hughes. 

fill  pruent4d,9ta4  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  66.] 


SOLIOITOBS'    ANNUAL    OEBTIFIGATE    (DTTTT 
BEFEAl)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Hea,  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  Solicitors'  Annual  Certificate  Duty,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
M'Cnrtan,and  Mr.  Deasy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 

FABOGHIAL  BOABDS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  reform  the 
constitution  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scotland,  and 
the  mode  of  electing  the  members  of  such 
Boards,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Barclay,  and  Mr.  Preston  Bruce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  68.] 

BEPBODUOnVE  LOAN  FT7ND  (iBBLAND) 
A0T8  AMENDMENT  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hayden,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hayden,  Dr.  Commins, 
Mr.  0' Kelly,  and  Mr.  Conway. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  timck  [Bill  69.] 

FABLIAMBNTABT    ELECTIONS    (bBTUBNINQ 
OFFICEBS'  expenses)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Childers,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  payment  of  Expenses  to  be  incurred  by  Re- 
turning Ofllcers  at  Parliamentary  Elections  out 
of  Local  Rates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr.  Asquith,  and  Mr.  Pioton. 

BiUpresented,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

EMPLOTEBS'  LIABIUTTAOT  (18B0)  AMEND- 
MENT (no.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  ^*  The 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
Joicey,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Lockwood. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

BAILWAT  COMPANIES  (OABBUGE  OF  FISH) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Bill  to 
secure  one  uniform  scale  of  rates  and  charges  for 
the  Carriage  of  conunon  kinds  of  Fish  by  the 
Railway  Companies  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck, Mr.  Tomlinson,Mr.  Hunter,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Mallock,  Mr.  Oilhooly,  and 
Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presenUd,tknd  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  72.] 

FBIENDLY  SOOIBTIBS  ACT    (1S75)  AMEND- 
MENT (no.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
amend  **The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  187V' 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Francis^Steven- 
son.  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Sir  Savile  Crossley, 
Mr.  Cbanning,  Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  Mason. 

Bill  presetSed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  73.] 
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LEASEHOLDERS  (PUAOHiASE  OF  FEB 

simple)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  enable 
Leaseholders  of  Hooses  to  purchase  the  fee  simple 
of  their  holdings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Broadhnrst,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands, 
Mr.  Warmington,  Mr.  R.  Reid,  Sir  John  Pule- 
■ton,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis. 

Bill  pre3ented,9iTid  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  74.] 


HBR&IKa  FI8HEBT  (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Maleolm,  Bill  to  amend 
tba  nerring  Fishery  (Scotland)  Aots,  aed  for 
other  purposes,  crdered  to  be  brought  in  bj 
Colonel  Maloolm  and  Mr.  Finlaj. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 


SALE    OF    IsrrOXIOATINa    LIQaOBS  09 
SUJTDAT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stefooson,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  L^nors  on  Sun- 
day, drdered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James 
Steveneon,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Charles  Wil- 
son, Mr.  Atkinson,  and  Mr.  Coiens- Hardy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 


TAGOmATIOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Piotoo,  Bill  to  repeal  so 
mocb  of  the  Law  as  oompels  under  penalty  the 
praotioe  of  Vaooination,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Piotoo,  Mr.  Holdeo,  Mr.  M* Arthur,  Mr. 
James  Ellis,  Mr.  Colman,  and  Mr.  Channing. 

Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 


SCHOOL     BOABD     FOR     LONDON      ELEOTION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Elementary  Education  Act,  )870,"  and 
••  The  School  Boards  Act,  188A,"  so  far  as  re- 
lates  to  the  Election  of  the  School  Board  for 
London,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Hughes,  Sir  Riohard  Temple,  Sir  Guyer  Hoater, 
Mr.  Lafone,  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth,  and  Mr. 
Isaacs. 

Bill  pre8ented,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

ADTEBXISEHENT  BATOrG  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burdett.Contts,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  rating  places  used 
for  Adfertisements,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Bnrdett-Coutts,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt,  and  Mr. 
Mowbray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 

INDUSTBIAL     AGBIOXTLTUBAL      EDX7GATI0N 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  Collfngs,  Bill  for  In- 
dustrial Agricultural  Education  in  pnblio  ele- 
mentary scheols  in  mral  distriets,  orcterod  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Henry 
Fowler,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  John 
Kennaway,  Sir  Bernhard  Samnolson,  Mr.  G. 
Dixon,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  and  Migor  R«soh. 

BUipreeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 


AROHITEOTS'  BBOISTBATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Dunoan,  Bill  to  arrange 
f  >r  the  Qualification  and  Registration  of  Archi- 
tects, Engineers,  and  Suvveyors,  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Colonel  Duncan,  Captain  Penton, 
Mr.  Murphy,  General  Goldsworthy,  and  Colonel 
Makins. 

Bill preaenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 

DWELLING  HOUSES    (SANITABT    INSPEC- 
TION) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Bill  to  pro- 
fide  for  the  Sanitary  Inspection  of  Dwelling 
Houses,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stare- 
ley  Hill,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  DaTeoport, 
and  The  Marquess  of  StaflTord. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

FBIYATE  LUNATIC   ASYLUMS    (iBBLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Corbet,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Lunatio 
Asylums  in  Ireland  kept  for  private  profit,  and 
to  make  other  and  more  suitable  proTision  for 

«aying  patients,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
filliam  Corbet,  Mr.  Diltwyn,  Mr,  P.  J.  Power, 
Dr.  Cameron,  and  Mr.  Molloy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions  presented 
to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  such  as 
relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that  such  Commit- 
tee do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of  the  same, 
in  such  form  and  manner  as  sbali  appear  to  them 
best  suited  to  eouTey  to  the  House  all  requisite 
information  respecting  their  contents,  and  do 
report  the  same  from  time  to  time  to  the  Hoose  ; 
and  that  the  reports  of  the  Committee  do  set 
forth  the  number  of  signatures  to  eaoh  Petition 
only  in  respect  to  those  signatures  to  which 
addresses  are  aflized :— And  that  such  Committee 
have  power  to  direct  the  printing  in  ertenso  of 
such  Petitions,  or  of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as 
shall  appear  to  require  it  :»And  that  sneh  Com- 
mittee bare  power  to  report  their  opinion  and 
observations  thereupon  to  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of,— 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Mr, 
Cavendish  Bentinok,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Colonel 
Bridgeman,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Mulhol- 
land.  Viscount  Lymington,  Mr.  Wiggin,  Mr. 
M*Lagan,  Mr.  Henry  ToUemaohe,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  and  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 


RAILWAY     BBGULATION     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channhig,  Bill  to  make 
fiirther  provision  for  the  safe  working  of  Rail- 

[  ways,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Channing, 
Mr.  Broadhorst,  Mr.  Charles  Parker,  Mr.  A.  H. 

<  Dyke  Aoland,  Mr.  H.  L.  Lawson,  Mr.  John  Ellis, 
and  ICr.  Jaooby. 

BiUprMMifAi^andnad  the  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 
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TOWN     HOLDINGS. 

Ordered,  Tbut  tbe  Select  Committee  be  re- 
appointed to  iDquire  into  tbe  terms  of  oeeupation 
and  tbe  compenMtioii  forimprorementii  poseeeaed 
by  tbe  occopiers  of  towD  honees  and  holdinge  ia 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  to  inquire  into 
tbe  ezpedienoj  of  giving  the  leaseboldera  faoilitiea 
for  tbe  purobaee  of  the  fee  limple  of  their  pro- 
perty, and  aleo  into  the  qnettion  of  imposing  a 
direct  atseasment  on  the  owners  of  ground  rents, 
and  OD  the  owners  of  increased  Talnes  imparted 
to  land  bj  building  operations  or  other  improTC- 
ments. — (Colonel  Nolan,) 

PUBLIC  HOUSBS,   H0UB8  OF  CLOSING 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
"Tbe  Public  Houses,  Hours  of  Closing  (Soot- 
land)  Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  M*Lagan,  Mr.  Caldwell,  and  Mr. 
Angus  Sutherland. 

Bill  preeetUed,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  85.] 

SALE  OF  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY    (IBBLAND) 
ACT  (1878)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lea,  Bill  to  amend  *'  Tbe 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act,  1878," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea,  Sir  James 
Corry,  Sir  William  Ewart,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  and  Mr.  Jordan. 

Bill  freeefUedf  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

POOR  RATES  METROPOLIS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Piokersgill,  Bill  to  remoro 
tbe  inequalities  now  existing  between  the  Poor 
Rates  in  different  districts  of  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Piokersgill,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton. 

WXpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF  WORKS   (LOCAL 
MANAGEMENT,    &C.)  BILL. 

On  Mot'on  of  Colonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  pmend 
"  The  Metropolis  Management  Act,  1855,"  '*  Tbe 
Metropolitan  Building  Act,  1856,"  and  the  Acts 
amending  tbe  same  respect irely,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Tatton 
Egerton,  Mr.  Wbitmore,  and  Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wick. 

BVilpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

SAVING  LIFE  AT   SEA   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  for 
the  Saving  of  Life  at  Sea,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr^  Howard  Vincent,  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beok,  Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Mr.  Hoare,  Mr. 
Meniies,  Captain  Prioe,  and  Mr.  Mallock. 

BilljN^eMfiled,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  89.] 

PUBLIO  TRUSTEE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  for 
tbe  appointment  of  a  Publio  Trustee >nd  Exe- 
cutor, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Anderson,  and 
Mr.  Bradlaugb. 

BillprMtfjiled,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 


PARISH  VESTRIES  REFORM  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cobb,  Bill  to  refoim  the 
procedure  and  to  incrense  the  powers  of  Parish 
Vestries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr.  Cbanning,  Sir  Walter  IToster,  Mr.  Scale- 
Hay  ne,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Arthur 
Acland,  and  Mr.  Wincerboibam. 

Billiirefmr^,  and  read  tbe  first  lime.  [Bill  91.] 

STIPENDIARY   MAGISTRATES    (PENSIONS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Bill  to 
enable  MnnioipAl  Corporations  to  grant  Pensions 
to  Stipendiary  Magistrates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr.  Godson,  and  Mr. 
Hastings. 

hWXpreeented,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 

House  a4)<>°i''^^  '^^  twenty  minutes 

after  Eleven  o*  clock  tiU 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday f  ISM  Fehrmry^  18S8. 


AGRARIAN    OUTRAGES    (IRELAND)— 
THE    RETURNS— QUESTION. 

Earl  SPENOEB  asked  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  When  the  Betums  pro- 
mised in  '*  another  place  "  in  refer- 
ence to  Ireland  would  be  presented  ; 
what  the  nature  of  the  Heturns  as  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  during  the  last  six 
months  would  be ;  and  whether  the 
noble  Earl  proposed  to  present  the  Ee- 
turns  to  their  Lordships  r 

The  LOED  PEIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Oadoqan),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  usual 
Eeturn  showing  the  agrarian  outrages 
falling  under  each  head  of  offence,  in 
each  county  in  Ireland,  would  be  made. 
Those  for  the  September  and  December 
quarters  of  last  year  had  already  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  their  Lordships' 
House  last  Thursday.  On  Friday  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons a  supplementary  Eeturn,  which 
had  been  moved  for,  and  which  would 
be  found  to  be  analogous  to  that  pre- 
sented by  Sir  George  Trevelyan  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1883,  showing  the  distribution  of 
those  offences — that  was,  the  number 
reported  in  each  month  of  the  years 
1886  and  1887,  and  in  the  month  of 
January,  1888,    His  right  hon.  Friend 
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had  also  laid  on  tho  Table  of  the  other 
House  a  Betum  showing  the  number  of 
cases  of  Boycotting  and  the  number  of 
persons  affected  thereby  in  each  county 
up  to  the  31st  July  last  and  up  to 
January  31st,  1888.  The  latter  Returns 
would  be  circulated  in  the  other  House 
that  day  (Monday) ;  and  if  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  wished  to  move  for 
them,  they  would  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  their  Lordships'  House  and  circulated 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Lord  HEESOHELL  asked,  whether 
the  noble  Earl  would  have  any  objection 
to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Ketum  showing 
the  number  of  proceedings  under  the 
Grimes  Act ;  before  what  magistrates 
the  proceedings  took  place;  what  the 
nature  of  the  charge  and  the  result? 
Also,  whether  he  could  give  a  Beturn  of 
the  number  of  meetings,  or  attempted 
meetings,  which  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  authorities ;  and  also 
the  number  of  offences  which  had  been 
reported,  and  whether  prosecutions  had 
taken  place  or  not? 

Eabl  OADOQAN  said,  he  would 
hardly  like  to  give  a  direct  reply  with- 
out consultation  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ; 
but  perhaps  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  repeat  his  Question  on  a  future 
day. 

Eabl  SPENOEB  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  that  all  the  Beturns 
presented  to  the  House  of   Commons 
should  also  be  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships, and  he  would  therefore  move  for 
them.     He  should  like  to  know  if  the 
Tjord  Privy  Seal  could  also  present  a 
Betum  which  he  thought  had  an  im- 
portant bearing  on  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  which  was  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment, at  all  events,   if  not  made 
public,  when  he  was  in  Ireland,  and 
that  was  a  Betum  of  what  were  called 
derelict  farms — farms  from  which  the 
tenants  had  been  evicted,  and  which  the 
landlords  could  not  let  ?    He  was  quite 
aware  that  no  Beturn  based  upon  this 
information  had  been  published ;  but  it 
would  be  important  if  a  Betum  on  this 
subject  coula  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 
It  would  also  be  interesting  to  have  a 
Betum  of  the  number  of  persons  par- 
tially or  wholly  under  police  protection. 
Such  a  Beturn  might  he  given  for  cer- 
tain periods  before  and  after  the  passing 
of  the  Crimes  Act,  so  as  to  enable  a 
comparison  to  be  made  between  the  two 
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periods.  He  considered  these  last  would 
be  of  great  service. 

Eabl  CADOGAN  said,  he  must  ask 
his  noble  Friend  to  put  the  Question  in 
reference  to  the  last-mentioned  Beturns 
again  upon  Thursday  next,  and  during 
the  interval  he  (Earl  Cadogan)  would 
consult  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  give  an  answer  on  that 
day. 

Honse  adjoamed  at  a  qaarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-moirow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday f  ISth  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.J'SaLBCT  GomiiTms— Emi^- 
tion  and  Immigration,  appointed;  Printing, 
appointed  and  nominated;  Kitchen  and  Be- 
freahment  Rooms  (House  of  Commons),  aji- 
pointed  and  nominated. 

Public  Bills  —  Reeolutione  in  Committee  — 
Ordered — Fir»t  Reading — London  Coal  and 
Wine  Duties  Continuance  *  [961;  Liquor 
Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)*  [1061; 
Burials*  [111]. 

Ordered^Firtt  Reading ^Thkcos  of  Worship 
Sites  *  [93] ;  Agricultural  Tenancies  Bating  * 
[94] ;  Borough  Funds  *  [95]  ;  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes*  [97T;  Office  under  tho 
Crown  (Vacating  of  Seats)*  [98];  Life 
Leases  Conversion  *  [99] ;  Ecclesiastical 
Contumacy*  [100];  Hares  Preservation* 
[101] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquors  on  Sun- 
day (Cornwall)*  [102];  Access  to  Moun- 
tains rScotland)*  [103];  Allotmenta  Act 
(1887)  Amendment*  [104];  Beer  Adultera- 
tion* [105];  Friendly  Societies  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  *  [107] ;  University  of  Glasgow 
(St.  Mungo's  College)*  ri08]:  Municipal 
Rates*  [109];  Occupiers'  Disqualification 
Removal  *[110];  British  and  Irish  In- 
dustry* [112];  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 
Expenses  *  [113];  Mining  Leases  (Cornwall 
and  Devon)  •[114], 

Second  Reading — Rfferred  to  Select  Committee-^ 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act 
(1 878)  Amendment  *  [86]. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (ARREST  OF 
MEMBERS). 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
that  he  had  reoeived  the  following  Letten 
relating  to  the  Imprisonment  of  certain 
Members  of  this  House :— 
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Sit, 


Gastlerea,  County  of  Rosoommoo, 

9th  February,  1888. 


I  beg  leave  to  inform  yon  that  David  Sheehy, 
Esq.,  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commona,  waa 
tried  before  John  T.  Dillon,  R.M.,  and  Fras. 
B.  Henn,  R.M.,  constituted  as  a  Ck>nrt  of  Sum* 
mary  Jurisdiction,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  50  &  61  Vic.  chap.  20,  at  French- 
park,  on  the  14  th,  16  th,  and  16th  of  December 
last,  and  was  convicted  of  the  offence  follow- 
ing:— 

"That  he  on  the  25th  day  of  September 
1887,  at  Frenchpark,  in  the  county  of  Roscom- 
mon, being  a  proclaimed  district  under  the  pro- 
visions of  '  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  did  wilfully  and  unlaw- 
fully incite  certain  persons  to  resist  and  obstruct 
certain  other  persons,  to  wit,  sheriff's  bailiffs 
and  other  ministers  of  the  Law  while  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty." 

And  that  the  said  David  Sheehy,  Esq.,  M.P., 
was  sentenced  by  said  Court  to  imprisonment 
for  three  calendar  months,  and  that  he  is  at 
present  in  Her  Majesty's  Prison  at  Sligo. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Tour  very  obedient  servant, 

John  T.  Dillon,  R.M. 

To  the  Right  Honourable, 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Conunons. 


Sir, 


Waterford, 

February  11th,  1888. 


I  beg  leave  to  inform  you  that  I  have  this 
day  committed  to  the  county  Waterford  Gaol 
Mr.  J.  D.  Pyne,  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  npon  remand  to  appear  at  Kilmao- 
thomas  Petty  Sessions  on  Tuesday  next  the  14th 
inst.  to  answer  a  charge  of  having  unlawfully 
incited  certain  persons  to  wilfully  resist  and 
obstruct  certain  Sheriffs,  Constables,  Bailiffs, 
and  others,  Ministers  of  the  Law,  while  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty.  The  charge  states 
that  the  offence  was  conunitted  at  Schraban,  in 
the  county  of  Waterford,  being  a  proclaimed 
district  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Lreland)  Act  of  1887.  and  on  the  15th  day  of 
October,  1887.  Mr.  J.  D.  Pyne  is  at  present 
in  the  Prison  at  Waterford. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be, 
Sir, 
Tour  obedient  servant, 
D.  G.  Bodkin, 

Resident  Magistrate. 

To  the  Bight  Honble. 
The  Speaker  ol  the  House  ol  Commons. 


Sir, 


February  13th,  1888. 


It  having  been  officially  commimicated  to  me 
that  Mr.  Jasper  Douglas  Pyne,  and  Mr.  James 
Gilhooly,  both  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, have  been  arrested  in  London  under 
Irish  Warrants  backed  by  me,  I  have  the 
honour  to  inform  you  that  Warrants  issued  by 
Justices  for  the  Counties  of  Waterford  and  Cork 
respectively,  for  offences  committed  by  thoso 
gentlemen  in  those  respective  Counties  in  Ire- 
land, were  presented  to  me  at  this  Court  on  the 
18th  of  January  last  for  my  Indorsement 
thereon,  and  that  having  satisfied  myself,  upon 
the  oath  of  the  offioer  who  presented  them, 
that  the  Warrants  were  respectively  issued  by 
the  Justices  whose  rignatures  they  bore,  and 
that  they  exercised  jurisdiction  in  the  respec- 
tive Counties  in  which  the  alleged  offences 
were  committed,  I  baoked  the  said  Warrants 
under  the  'provisions  of  the  11  and  12  Vic. 
0.  42,  sec.  12. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Tour  obedient  Servant, 

J.  Vavohan, 

Metropolitan  Police  Magistrate, 
sitting  at  the  Police  Court, 

Bow  Street. 
The  Right  Hon. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Q  UE8TI0ira. 

LABOUR  STATISTICS-PERIODICAL 

RETURNS. 

Mb.  BBADLATTGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Department  of  Labour  Statistics  to 
issue  any  periodical  Keturn  of  present 
Labour  Statistics ;  and,  if  so,  when  the 
first  Ketum  will  be  issued;  and,  whe- 
ther any  steps  have  been  taken  to  ffive 
effect  to  the  yet  unexecuted  proposals  in 
the  Memorandum  issued  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  Aufcust,  1886  ? 

Thb  under  SEOEETART  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Febgussok)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  question  of  the 
issue  of  periodical  Returns  has  not  yet 
been  formally  taken  up  by  the  Depart- 
ment. It  is  expected  that  this  question 
may  be  considered  more  properly  after 
experience  has  been  gamed  by  the  issue 
of  Returns  on  special  points  such  as  have 
been  issued  since  the  Department  waa 
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f  ormedy  inoludiDg  the  notices  wbioh  have 
appeared  from  time  to  time — and  lately 
month  by  month— in  7!^^  Board  of  Trade 
Journal,  The  proposals  in  the  Memo- 
randum issued  by  tlie  Board  of  Trade  in 
August.  1886,  are  beiog  carried  out  as 
rapidly  as  possible  with  the  means  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Department.  With 
regard  to  the  more  important  of  them — 
namely,  the  census  of  wages — the  De- 
partment have  issued  no  fewer  than 
57,986  Circulars  to  employers  in  94 
trades  requiring  the  use  of  many  forms 
and  schedules.  The  number  of  JRetums 
received  is  7,836,  and  further  Betums 
are  coming.    Tbe  labour  is  one  of  very 

freat  magnitude;  and  the  work  of 
igesting  these  Setums  so  as  to  throw 
light  on  the  relative  numbers  of  the 
wage*  earning  classes  employed  at  dif- 
ferent rates  of  wages,  which  is  deemed 
to  be  essential,  must  necessarily  take 
much  time. 

ADMIRALTr-NAVAL    INTELLIGENCE 
DBrARlMENT. 

Lord  OHAELES  BERESFOED 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  would 
consent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Beport  (dated  November, 
1886)  containing  the  strong  and  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  Committee  com- 
posed of  the  four  Naval  members  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  relative  to  the  sala- 
ries and  duties  of  a  proposed  Naval 
Intelligence  Department,  as  well  as  to 
the  absolute  necessity  for  immediately 
forming  such  a  department  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  safety  of  the  Empire  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  rLord  Gkorgb 
Hamiltok^  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
Memorandum  in  question  is  of  a  confi- 
dential character,  and  the  rule  which 
has  invariably  regulated  the  production 
of  all  Official  Papers  is  that,  when  they 
are  of  a  confidential  character,  they 
should  not  be  made  public.  Therefore, 
I  am  afraid  that  in  the  present  instance, 
in  consequence  of  this  rule,  I  cannot 
accede  to  the  request  of  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD : 
In  consequence  of  the  answer  I  have 
received  from  my  noble  Friend,  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  I  shaU,  on  the  earliest 
opportunity,  move  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the^s- 
tem  of  administration  both  of  the  War 
Office  and  of  ihe  Admiralty. 

Sir  Jam$9  FerguMon 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— 0A8E80F  M- 
MOYNIHAM  AND  T.QCJINLAN. 

Ma.  FIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Maurice  Moy- 
niham  and  Thomas  Quinlan,  sentenced 
at  Tralee,  on  Monday,  6th  February,  to 
a  month's  imprisonment  for  ''booing 
and  hissing"  at  a  constable  named 
Clarke ;  whether  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M., 
in  giving  judgment,  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said,  "  our  duty  is  to  stop  such 
insults  to  officers  of  the  law ; "  whether, 
at  the  trial,  any  evidence  was  given  of 
any  obstruction  offered  to  Clarke  by  the 
accused  except  such  as  consisted  in  the 
utterance  of  jeering  sounds ;  and,  whe- 
ther that  is  the  only  crime  for  which 
they  are  now  in  prison  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.):  Maurice 
Moyniham  and  Thomas  Quinlan  ap- 
peared on  summons  at  Tralee  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  6th  of  February  to  show 
cause  why  they  should  not  be  bound 
over  to  their  good  behaviour  for  having 
been  guilty  of  conduct  calculated  to  lead 
to  a  breadi  of  the  peace.  It  was  proved 
that  when  Sergeant  Clarke  and  two  con- 
stables were  proceeding  on  duty  they 
were  met  by  the  two  defendants,  who 
followed  them  for  some  distance,  booing, 
hissing,  and  shouting  at  them.  The 
Resident  Magistrate  says  it  is  quite  true 
he  made  the  statement  quoted  in  the 
question.  There  was  no  other  evidence 
given,  as  there  was  no  other  charge 
against  the  defendants.  The  defendants 
were  ordered  to  find  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  or  in  default  to  be  imprisoned 
for  a  month.  They  declined  to  give  the 
required  bail,  electing  to  go  to  prison. 

LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUM1NANT8. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  further  Corre- 
spondence that  has  taken  place  on  the 
subject  of  Lighthouse  Illuminants  since 
the  issue  of  tibie  last  Return  (No.  282  of 
last  Session),  so  as  to  complete  the  Cor- 
respondence on  the  subject  up  to  the 
present  date  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jamss  Febovssok)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  If  the  hon.  Member 
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will  move  for  the  Oorrespondenoe  I  shall  j 
have  pleasure  ia  laying  it  on  the  Table. 

TRADES  UNIOra^-STATISTIOAli 
TABLES. 

Ms.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  To  hov  many  Trades  Unions  the 
Oircnlar  of  October,  1887,  headed  <'  Sta- 
tistical Tables  and  Beport  on  Trades 
TTnions,"  was  sent  by  the  labour  corre- 
spondent, and  the  earliest  and  latest 
dates  at  which  such  Circular  was  sent 
out ;  what  number  of  Societies  have  re- 
plied, and  the  earliest  and  latest  dates 
of  such  replies ;  and,  whether  the  replies 
are  full  and  satisfactory,  or  otherwise  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Feboussoit)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  Circulars  were  sent 
to  312  Unions  on  the  10th  of  November, 
1887,  or  within  a  few  days  thereafter. 
Sixteen  were  returned  from  the  Post 
Office  as  "not  foimd;"  two  were  re- 
turned marked  "  dissolved ; "  24  up  to 
now  have  been  received,  most  of  which 
are  in  a  very  incomplete  state.  The  latest 
was  received  two  days  a^;  270  are, 
therefore,  still  out;  but  it  is  possible 
that  some  Unions  may  not  send  in  their 
Returns  until  they  are  able  to  give  the 
results  for  1887. 


REGISTER  OF  SASINES,  EDIKBUBGH-- 
OFFICE  OF  KEEPER. 

Me.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
vemess-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  in  the  recent  filling  up  of  the 
vacated  office  of  Keeper  of  me  Register 
of  Sasines,  the  provisions  of  the  Act  3 1 
ft  82  VicL  c.  64,  s.  20,  have  been  strictly 
fulfilled ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy 
of  the  deed  of  appointment  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodovald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Yes,  Sir ;  they 
have  been.  I-  cannot  undertake  to  lay 
the  deed  of  appointment  on  the  Table. 

THB  IRON- WORKING  INDUSTRY— IM- 
POBTATION  OP  POLISH  WORKMEN. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  he  has 
received  any  communications  with  regard 
to  the  importation  of  Russian  Foles  into 


Scotland  as  a  source  of  cheap  labour  in 
the  iron- working  industry;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  come  to  any  decision 
with  a  view  to  putting  a  stop  to  the  im- 
migration of  workers  who  are  likely  to 
become  a  charge  upon  the  ratepayers  of 
the  country  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
only  communication  we  have  received  is 
the  letter  addressed  to  us  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himseU.  We  have  had  no 
other  communication.  I  do  not  kaow 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware 
that  the  Government  on  Friday  inti- 
mated  that  they  would  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Oommittee  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  subject  of  pauper 
immigration. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    ACT,    1887— 
RETURN  OF  EVIOTJON  NOTICES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the 
Return  of  notices  issued  under  section  7 
of  "  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," 
will  be  presented  F 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfovb)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
Return  to  which  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  refers  was  laid  on  the  Table  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session. 

MEROHAKDISE  MARKS  AOT,  1887— THE 
CONVENTION  OF  ROME. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  of  the 
Powers  who  were  parties  to  the  Conven- 
tion of  Rome  have  expressed  their  in- 
tention of  adopting  the  provisions  of  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  of  last  Session  ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  what  efforts  have 
been  made,  and  with  what  success,  to 
give  practical  effect  to  the  Resolutions 
of  the  Convention? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbbqussoic)  (Man- 
chester, N.E) :  Several  Governments 
have  notified  their  adhesion  to  the  addi- 
tional Articles  drawn  up  at  the  Confer- 
ence at  Rome  of  1886 ;  but  difficulties 
have  occurred  in  several  instances  with 
reference  to  the  domestic  legislation 
required  to  give  effec(  to  those  Articles. 
A  Circular  was  addressed,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
of  1887,  to  the  Powers  who  were  parties 
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to  the  Convention  of  1883,  and  corre- 
spondence has  continued  with  reference 
to  the  subject. 

INDIA  (FINANCE  &c.)— INCREASE  OF 
THE  SALT  TAX. 

SiE  ROBERT  FOWLER  (Ijondon) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  What  addition  to  the  Revenue  is 
estimated  from  the  increase  of  the  Salt 

Tax? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qokst)  (Chatham) : 
Rs.x.l, 625,000  annually. 

THE  DUTCH  EAST  INDIES— IMPORTA- 
TION OF  COOLIES. 

SiH  ROBERT  EOWLER  (Loadon) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  an  application 
has  been  received  from  the  Dutch 
Government  to  be  allowed  to  import 
Coolies  from  British  India  to  the  Sugar 
Colonies  of  the  Dutch  East  Indies  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.)>  in  reply,  said,  that  no 
such  information  had  been  received  by 
the  Foreign  Office. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR.  J. 
E.  BARRETT,  J.P. 

Me.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
Gilhooly)  (Cork,  W.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  legal  procceedings  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  held  at  Skibbereen  in 
October  last,  at  which  it  was  shown  that 
Mr.  John  E.  Barrett,  agent  to  Mr. 
Gumbieton,  and  Justice  of  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Cork,  falsified  a  rent  receipt 
in  order  to  procure  the  benefit  of  the 
Arrears  Act  for  Mr.  James  Mahoney,  a 
tenant  to  Mr.  Gumbieton ;  whether  Mr. 
Barrett  made  an  affidavit  that  Mr. 
Mahoney  owed  arrears ;  whether,  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  referred  to, 
that  affidavit  nas  been  proved  to  be 
false ;  whether  Judge  Ferguson  decided 
that  Mr.  Barrett  had  charged  Mr. 
Mahoney  a  half  year's  rent  remitted  by 
the  Arrears  Court;  and  if  the  above 
allegations  are  correct;  and,  whether 
Mr.  Barrett's  action  will  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  ChanceUor 
of  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The 
matter  referred  to  occurred  in  1B81,  and 
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the  dispute  about  it  only  arose  when 
Mr.  Barrett,  as  agent,  sued  for  subse- 
quent arrears  in  1887.  Judee  Fergu- 
son, who  tried  the  case,  found  that  Mr. 
Barret  had  not  given  credit  to  the  tenant 
for  a  half-year's  rent  which  had  been 
paid,  and  Uieref  ore  made  a  correspond- 
ing deduction  when  decreasing  the 
amount  of  rent  due.  He,  however, 
stated  that  he  was  clearly  of  opinion, 
and  so  stated  openly  in  Court  when  giv- 
ing judgment,  that  the  matter  in  dispute 
which  involved  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  was  a  mere  mistake,  and  that 
no  fraud  was  intended.  Mr,  Barrett 
did  make  the  usual  affidavit  jointly  with 
the  tenant ;  but  Judge  Ferguson,  in  his 
Report  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  has  not 
referred  to  the  subject.  The  matter  was 
then  dealt  with  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  found  that  Mr.  Barrett,  acting  as 
agent  for  Mr.  Gumbieton,  had  made  an 
alteration  in  the  receipt,  but  without 
any  intention  of  fraud,  the  alteration 
having  been  made  openly  and  in  good 
faith,  Mr.  Barrett  believing  that  he  was 
simply  carrying  out  the  intention  of  the 
Arrears  Act.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
thereupon  decided  there  was  nothing 
calling  for  further  action  on  his  part. 
The  case  of  Mr.  Byrne,  late  Collector 
General  of  Rates  in  Dublin,  is  materially 
different  from  this.  In  that  case  he  in- 
serted in  his  own  tenants'  receipt  a  false 
date  for  the  day  of  payment  of  the  rent, 
in  order  to  bring  within  the  Act  cases 
that  would  otherwise  be  outside  it— a 
matter  regarded  as  especially  serious  in 
an  officer  whose  public  duties  involved 
accuracy  of  accounts  and  dates.  The 
date  of  payment  was  the  date  that  regu- 
lated the  right  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  and  Mr.  Barrett  did  not 
alter  that  date. 

WAR  OFFICE  RE-OUGANIZATION— 
RECENT  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  recent  Order  in 
Council  defining  the  duties  now  to  be 
assigned  to  the  officers  at  the  head  of 
departments  in  the  War  Office?  He 
further  asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  lay  on  the  Table 
Papers  showing  the  present  distribution 
of  those  duties,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  be  able  to  judge  of  the  changes  ? 
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The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  Order  in  Council  requires  some 
verbal  amendments ;  but  as  soon  as  they 
are  made  I  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table, 
with  the  clauses  defining  the  duties  of 
the  various  officers  of  the  Department. 
I  will  lay  on  the  Table  the  old  Orders  in 
Council,  and  will  see  what  I  can  do  to 
meet  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

WAR  OPFICB  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)—THE  PNEUMATIC  DYNAMITE 
GUN. 

Sir  HENET  TYLER  (Ghreat  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  experiments  reported 
to  have  been  carried  out  in  America, 
with  the  Pneumatic  Dynamite  Oun;  and, 
whether  any  tests  of  it  had  been  made, 
or  are  in  contemplation,  in  this  country  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANHOFE)(Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  experiments  in  America  have  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Ordnance 
Committee,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  possible 
to  carry  out  further  experiments  with  this 
gun  in  this  country  in  the  Metropolis. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  IN  THE  BIETRO- 
POMS— TOWER  HILL. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Seoretai^  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  public  meeting  was  held  on 
Tower  Hill,  Whitechapel,  on  the  5th  of 
February  last;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment recognize  the  right  of  the 
public  to  hold  bond  fide  political  meet- 
ings at  that  place  ? 

Thb  SECkETARY  op  state  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner 
that  such  a  meeting  did  take  place,  but 
it  was  conducted  in  an  orderly  manner, 
and  there  was  no  cause  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  police.  The  Government 
are  not  aware  that  the  public  have  any 
right  to  hold  meetings  anywhere  in  the 
public  thoroughfares  ;  but  the  practice 
of  the  police  has  been  not  to  interfere 
unless  they  have  good  reasons  to  fear  a 
breach  of  the  peace,  an  obstruction  of 
traffic,  or  danger  to  property  or  person. 

POLICE    (METROPOLIS)— POLICE-CON- 
STABLE BLOY. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary 


of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Why  Police-constable  Bloy  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Poplar  District,  and 
how  long  he  will  remain  there  ? 

Mr.  PIGEERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked,  whether  Sir  Oharles 
Warren,  before  exonerating  Police-con- 
stable Bloy,  examined  any  witnesses 
except  policemen ;  and,  if  so,  what  wit- 
nesses; whether,  before  issuing  his 
Memorandum,  the  Chief  Oommissioner 
communicated  with  Mr.  Baggallay; 
whether  Mr.  Baggallay  requested  to  be 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  Memo- 
randum ;  whether  that  request  was 
complied  with ;  and  lastly,  whether, 
as  the  public  was  somewhat  inte- 
rested in  this  matter,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary would  at  once  lay  upon  the 
Table  copies  of  the  Memorandum,  and 
of  the  correspondence  with  Mr.  Bag- 
gallay? 

Thb  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  In 
answer  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 
am  informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner 
that  it  has  been,  and  is,  the  custom 
of  the  Serrice,  when  an  officer  had 
been  found  fault  with  by  a  magis- 
trate, to  remoYO  that  officer  from 
the  district  of  the  Magistrate's  Court.  It 
is  uncertain  how  long  Police-constable 
Bloy  will  remain  at  Poplar.  These  are 
matters  of  ordinary  police  discipline, 
which  are  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
missioner. In  answer  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green, 
my  answer  to  the  first  and  second  para- 
graphs is  in  the  negative.  In  answer 
to  tne  third  paragraph,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  magistrate  did  not  apply 
directly  to  the  Commissioner  for  a  copy 
of  the  Memorandum.  If  he  had  done 
so,  I  feel  sure  that  his  request  would 
have  been  complied  with.  He  asked  for 
a  copy  through  an  Inspector,  whose 
message  was  not  received  by  the  Com- 
missioner until  after  the  magistrate  had 
made  his  remarks  in  Court.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  useful,  or  to  the  public 
advantage,  to  lay  on  the  Table  copies  of 
the  Paper  referred  to. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  :  In  consequence 
of  the  exceedingly  unsatisfactory  reply 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall,  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
timity,  draw  the  attention  of  this  House 
to  the  action  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  the  case  of  Constable  Bloy,  and 
move  a  Besolution, 
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PUBLIC     HjBALTH—  inspection      Of 
INHABTTRD  HOUSES. 

Mr.  THORBUEN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) asked  the  President  of  the  Jjoeal 
GoTemment  Board,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  great  amount  of  sickness  and 
mortality  resulting  from  insanitary 
dwellings,  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
will  introduce  a  measure  making  it  com- 
pulsory for  owners  of  property  to  have  a 
periodical  inspection  into  the  sanitary 
condition  of  innabited  houses  f 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  afraid  that,  looking  to  the 
amount  of  work  already  lying  before  the 
Government,  they  could  hardly  under- 
take to  initiate  legislation  of  the  kind 
referred  to. 

WAR    OFFICE— l8T    LANCASHIRE   EN- 
GINEER VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  his  attention  lias  been  called  to  a 
statement  in  The  Liverpool  Daily  Poet  of 
the  8th  instant,  to  the  effect  that  a  Sub- 
marine Mining  Company,  formed  in 
connection  with  the  1st  Lancashire  Enn- 
neer  Volunteers,  is  to  be  disbands; 
and,  if  the  statement  be  true,  what  steps 
can  be  taken  to  prevent  the  loss  to  the 
country  of  a  body  of  highly  skilled 
and  efficient  Volunteers  upon  which 
upwards  of  £2,000  has  already  been 
spent  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
In  the  opinion  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  it  was  of  im- 
portance, for  the  unity  of  defence  for 
the  Mersey,  that  all  the  submarine 
miners  of  the  locality  should  belong  to 
the  Mersey  Division  of  the  Royal  Engi- 
neers' Submarine  Miners.  The  colonel 
of  the  battalion  having  declined  to  assent 
to  the  transfer  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  of  the  Submarine  Min- 
ing Compfitny  to  that  corps,  the  only 
remaining  course  in  the  interests  of 
military  efficienoy  was  to  disband  and 
re-constitute  it.  I  am  glad,  however,  to 
say  that  it  is  anticipated  that  all,  or 
nearly  all,  of  the  members  of  the  dis- 
banded Company  will  take  service  in 
the  new  corps,  so  that  the  expenditure 
and  pains  taken  in  their  training  will 
not  be  lost. 


LAND    (IRELAND) —THB    "PLAN    OF 

CAMPAIGN." 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester.  N.) 
(for  Mr.  Waddy)  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretajy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wnether  the  Qo- 
vernment  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  of  the  cases  in  which 
tenants  in  Ireland  have  put  in  operation 
the  system  of  combination  known  as  the 
'  *  Plan  of  Campaign,"  stating  the  amount 
of  rents  originally  claimed,  the  amounts 
offered  by  the  tenants,  the  amounts 
finally  accepted  by  the  landlord ;  and, 
whether  such  amounts  ha?e  been  fixed 
by  voluntary  agreement  between  the 
parties,  or  by  any  official  or  legal  autho- 
rity? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A- 
J.  BAI.FOUB)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
Government  cannot  undertake  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Return  of  the  nature 
indicated. 

EGYPT— THB  JUDGE  ADVOCATE 
GENERAL  AT  CAIUO. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Judge  Advocate  Generid,  in  going 
to  Cairo  to  press  certain  claims  of  the 
ez-Khedive  Ismail  against  the  Egyptian 
Government,  went  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment,  or  as  the  private 
agent  of  the  ez-Khedive  Ismiul;  or 
whether,  if  he  went  in  the  latter  capacity, 
he  received  any,  and  what,  permission 
or  authorization  from  Her  Majesty,  or 
any  person  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty, 
to  undertake  to  press  the  claims  of  a 
private  person  against  a  Foreign 
Government  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  went  to  Cairo 
in  October  last,  I  think  it  was  as  the 
agent  of  the  ez-Khedive,  and  in  his 
private  capacity.  In  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  he  did  not  apply  for  authorisa- 
tion from  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  to  any  person  on  behalf  of  the 
Govemment,  and,  therefore,  did  not 
receive  any.  It  was  known  to  all  parties 
concerned  that  he  was  acting  in  his 
professional,  as  distinct  from  his  official, 
capacity;  and  I  believe  it  was  also 
pretty  well  known  that  he  had  acted  for 
the  ez-Khedive  in  a  professional  oapa- 
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city  for  a  long  time  prior  to  his  entrance 
into  the  Gk>vemment. 

Mb,  OSBOBNE  MOBOAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Whether  before  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  present  Judge  Advocate 
General  in  1885,  there  is  any  precedent 
for  the  holder  of  that  Office  continuing 
to  practise  as  Counsel  in  the  Courts  of 
Law  I  andy  whether  he  is  aware  of  any 
case  in  which  a  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
holding  that  or  any  similar  Office  under 
the  Queen,  has  been  retained  as  an 
advocate  to  prosecute  a  personal  claim 
against  a  Foreign  and  friendly  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SBOTH:  Prior  to  1885, 
I  am  informed  there  were  cases  of 
holders  of  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General  practising  as  Counsel  in  arbitra- 
tions, but  not  m  Court.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  case  of  the  character 
mentioned  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  BBYCE  :  Do  I  understend  that 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  went  to 
Cairo  without  any  communication  what- 
ever being  made  by  him  to  the  Head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
knowledge  and  no  responsibility  in  the 
matter? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  is 
desirable  that  Notice  should  be  given  of 
Questions  of  this  character.  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  so  good  as  to 
give  Notice. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN :  In  con- 
sequence of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on 
the  question  of  the  administration  of 
military  law  in  the  Army  Estimates,  or 
possibly  on  an  earlier  occasion,  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
whole  of  this  subject. 

Mb.  LABOTTCHEEE  (Northampton): 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
whether  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
continued  to  receive  the  emoluments  of 
his  office  while  he  was  in  Cairo  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Judge 
Advocate  General,  in  common  with  all 
other  servants  of  the  Crown,  is  entitled 
to  a  holiday.  He  spent  that  holiday  in 
travelling  from  London  to  Cairo,  and 
returning  from  Cairo  to  London. 


BELFAST  A  "CITY." 
Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  are  able  to  com- 
ply with  the  Memorial  presented  from 
the  Town  Council  of  Belfast,  praying 
that  Belfast  might  have  conferred  on  it 
the  style  and  title  of  •'  City  ?" 

Thb  FIRST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
question  of  conferring  the  title  of 
••  City"  on  the  town  of  Belfast  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
(Government. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1885-RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Eushcliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  he  could  state  what  were 
the  undermentioned  sums  in  connection 
with  "The  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland) 
Act,  1885,"  up  to  3l8t  January,  1888; 
total  sum  sanctioned ;  sum  applied  for 
but  refused ;  sum  applied  for  respecting 
which  no  decision  has  been  arrived  at ; 
and,  sum  sanctioned  after  modification 
of  terms  of  purchase,  with  amount  of 
such  modification  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (8t.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  total  amount  of 
advances  sanctioned  on  application 
under  the  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland) 
Act,  1885,  up  to  the  31st  of  January 
last  was  £3,602,625.  This  includes 
advances  to  the  amount  of  £131,455, 
which  were  refused  on  first  appli- 
cation, but  were  subsequently  granted. 
The  advances  applied  for,  but  refused, 
amount  to  £390,004,  while  applications 
for  advances  to  the  amount  of  £548,186 
are  still  under  consideration. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARaES  OF 
MALVERSATION). 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
with  power  to  take  evidence,  to  investi- 
gate the  allegations  made  by  the  Junior 
Member  for  Northampton  in  a  letter 
dated  2nd  December,  1887,  and  pub- 
lished in  The  Times  3rd  December,  1887  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  need 
hardly  say  that  I  do  not  consider — ^how- 
ever eminent  the  parties  may  be— tiiat 
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in  a  dispute  of  tlie  character  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  it  would  be 
fitting  or  proper  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  appoint  a  Select  Oommittee ; 
and  I  am  fortified  in  that  riew  by  the 
knowledge,  officially  conveyed  to  me, 
that  the  subject  mactter  is  before  a  Court 
of  Law  and  will  shortly  be  tried. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  is  not  quite  accurate 
— I  do  not  mean  that  he  has  not  been  so  in- 
formed, but  that  there  are  no  proceedings 
that  will  enable  the  inyestigation  to  take 
place.  If  the  noble  Marquess  will  ac- 
knowledge the  letter  signed  "B.  T. 
Gunton,"  which  I  have  no  means  of 
proving,  then  I  will  undertake  to  raise 
the  issue  in  a  Court  of  Law. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  undertake 
to  communicate  at  once  with  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject. 

FRIENDLY  800IBTIE8-A  ROYAL  OOM- 

MISSTON. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether,  as  the  result  of  the  ex- 
haustive inquiry  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  undertook  to  make 
during  the  Becess  into  the  question  of 
Friendly  Societies,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  either  to  propose  the 
appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commission,  or 
to  introduce  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  any  legislation  dealing  with  the 
su^ect? 

Ttai  OHANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QT7EB  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  Question.  As  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  indicates,  I  have 
given  this  subject  considerable  attention 
during  the  Becess.  My  Inquiries  have 
convinced  me  that,  in  any  action  we  may 
take,  a  broad  line  of  distinction  must  be 
maintained  between  the  so-called  Collect- 
ing Friendly  Societies— which  are  nearly 
akin  to  the  Industrial  Assurance  Com- 
panies—  and  the  Friendly  Societies 
proper.  These  two  classes  of  Societies 
are  essentially  distinct  in  constitution  and 
methods;  and  they  must  be  dealt  with 
on  different  principles.  The  need  and 
the  demfitnd  for  reforms  seem  to  be 
mainly  on  the  side  of  the  former — ^that 
w  to  say,  the  Collecting  Friendly  So- 
cieties. On  the  other  hand,  I  am  not  at 
this  moment  prepared  to  propose  further 
legislation  with  reference  to  such  Bodies 
as  the  Affiliated  Orders,  Bodies  which 
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have  shown  such  remarkable  powers  of 
healthy  growth  and  self-government, 
though  the  Government  would  carefully 
consider  suggestions  made  to  them 
on  the  subject  generally.  With  re* 
gard  to  the  Collecting  Friendly  Socie- 
ties, the  last  step  in  the  prooedings 
which  have  taken  place  was  that  a  depu- 
tation representing  a  Congress  of  these 
Bodies  recently  waited  on  me.  It  then 
appeared  that  a  Bill  embodying  the  pro- 
posals of  these  Societies  for  their  own 
reform  was  about  to  be  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  and  I 
undertook  that  if  the  measure  were  con- 
fined to  the  Collecting  Societies  the  Gk>- 
vernment  would  agree  to  a  second  read- 
ing on  condition  of  the  Bill  being  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  where  the 
whole  subject  might  be  fully  threshed 
out. 


ADMINISTRATION    OF    THE    LAW 
(IRELAND)—"  BLUNT  v.  BYRNE." 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  one  of  the 
morninff  papers  that  in  the  trial  in 
which  Mr.  Blunt  appeared  on  Saturday, 
he  stated  that  he  had  been  without  food 
from  the  day  preceding;  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  any  in- 
quiry into  that  statement;  and,  if  it 
turns  out  that  the  facts  are  true, 
whether  they  are  to  be  attributed  to 
negligence  or  wilful  misconduct  on  the 
part  of  any  officials  ? 

The  CfllEP  SECBETABT  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E.):  I 
am  informed  that  no  conversation  such 
as  that  referred  to  in  the  newspaper  took 
place  in  the  Court  at  all.  The  state- 
ment  was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Judge,  who  said  there  was  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  newspaper  report ; 
and,  as  regards  the  original  allegation, 
there  is  no  proof  of  it. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDURB 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— SUPPRESSION 
OF  NATIONAL  LEAGUE  BRANGlf  E8. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  a  Question,  of  which  he  had 
given    private  Notice — ^namely,   How 
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many  branches  of  the  Insh  National 
League  had  been  suppresBed  ? 

Thb  OHIEF  SEORBTARY  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester,  E^  :  The 
Aaeociation  known  as  the  IriiBh  National 
League  has  been  suppressed  in  the 
followingdistricts :— the  County  of  Glare, 
the  Oonnty  of  Kerry ;  the  Baronies  of 
Condons,  Clangibbon,  Duhallow,  West 
Muskerry,  in  the  County  of  Cork ;  the 
Baronies  of  Leitrim,  and  Loughrea,  in 
the  County  of  Gal  way ;  and  the  Barony 
of  Shelbume,  in  County  Wexford.  I 
cannot,  however,  undertake  to  give  the 
number  of  the  branches  affected  thereby. 
No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  will  be  able 
to  obtain  all  the  information  he  requires 
as  to  the  suppressed  branches  at  the 
office  of  the  iHational  League. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  misunder- 
stood the  purport  of  my  Question.  I 
did  not  ask  how  many  branches  of  the 
National  Leagpie  had  been  suppressed 
on  paper.  What  I  want  to  know  is  how 
many  have  been  suppressed  in  reality  ? 
How  many  have  been  so  suppressed 
that  the  meetings  of  those  branches  are 
held  or  have  been  held  since  the  date  of 
their  alleged  suppression  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  give  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  in- 
formation he  asks  for. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY. 

In  reply  to  Mr,  B&oabhubst  (Notting- 
ham, W.), 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said, 
he  had  given  Notice  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  on  this  subject 
on  Thursday  week,  and  he  hoped 
that  soon  aiter  that  time  it  would 
be  in  print. 

PTJBLIO  MEETINGS  IN  THE 
METROPOLIS. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
in  his  place,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  sugges- 
tion which  he  made  last  Thursday.  He 
was  good  enough  to  suggest  that  the 
debate  on  the  Trafalgar  Square  inci- 
dents would  be  taken  with  gpreater  con- 
venience to  the  House  as  a  substantive 


Motion.  The  information  has  been  con- 
veyed to  me  that  there  is  a  great  proba- 
bility  that  the  debate  on  the  Address 
will  be  completed  in  the  course  of  the 
present  week.  If  that  should  be  so,  I 
propose  that  the  discussion  of  the  sub- 
stantive Motion  with  reference  to  Tra- 
falgar Square  should  be  taken 
Monday  next, 

PRiriLSGE. 


on 


PRIVILEGE   (WRONGFUL  ARREST   OF 
MR.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN). 

BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  PIGTON  (Leicester) :  I  desire  to 
raise  a  question  of  Privileffe  as  regards 
the  recent  arrest  of  Members  of  this 
House,  and  I  purpose  to  conclude  with  a 
motion  that  a  breach  of  the  Privilege  of 
Parliament  has  been  committed.  I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
for  more  than  a  very  few  minutes ;  but 
it  is  very  important  that  this  question 
should  be  brought  forward.  The  House 
of  Commons  used  to  fear  the  tyranny  of 
the  Grown ;  it  used  to  fear  invasions  of 
its  rights  by  privileged  orders  of  so- 
ciety. No  such  fear  is  now  entertained ; 
but  there  is  a  fear  lest  a  temporary 
majority  may,  for  a  few  years,  exercise 
a  tyranny  that  may,  perhaps,  in  some 
cases,  become  insupportable. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  seems  about  io  refer  to  a 
case  of  Privilege,  affecting,  as  I  under- 
stand him,  three  hon.  Members  of.  this 
House.  I  understood  from  the  hon. 
Member  privately  that  the  main  pur- 
port of  his  Motion  was  to  allude  to  the 
arrest  of  a  certain  Member  of  this  House 
without  any  justification.  If  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  refer  to  the  arrest 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Waterf  ord 
(Mr.  Pyne)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Cork  (Mr.  Qilhooly),  he  would 
not,  in  my  opinion,  be  within  Privilege. 
Privilege  cannot  be  pleaded  to  an  arrest 
on  a  criminal  charge,  nor  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  criminal  justice.  But  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien) 
there  is  a  clear  case  demanding  explana- 
tion, and  in  that  matter  the  hon. 
Member  is  perfectly  within  his  right  in 
calling  it  a  matter  of  Privilege,  and  so 
taking  precedence. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :    I  submit, 
Sir,  with  great  deference^  tnat  the  House 
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has  not  yet  any  information  before  it  as 
to  the  case  of  the  two  hon.  Members  for 
West  Waterford  (Mr.  Pyne)  and  West 
Cork  (Mr.  Gilhooly).  It  would  be  very 
proper  for  the  Ooremment  to  give  us 
that  information,  and  if  they  are  in  a 
position  to  tell  us  that  those  hon. 
Members  had  been  arrested  on  a  oriminal 
charge  the  Government  would  have  the 
benefit  of  that  fact.   [Cru8  of'  Order !"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
evidently  was  not  in  the  House  when  I 
read  the  official  intimation  that  those 
hon.  Members  had  been  arrested  on  a 
criminal  charge. 

Me.  PIOTON:  Of  course  I  wiU  fol- 
low  your  ruling,  Sir,  and  will  con- 
fine myself  to  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Monaghan;  but  I 
will  venture  to  say  that  the  House  ought 
to  bear  in  mind  the  danger  that  may 
arise  from  occasional  excesses  of  power 
on  the  part  of  a  temporary  majority. 
The  question  is  one  of  equal  interest  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  to  both 
political  Parties,  and  they  ought  to  be 
on  their  guard  against  such  dangers. 
Last  Thursday  and  Friday  we  had  an 
experience  in  this  House  that  I  think 
must  be  without  precedent  since  the  days 
of  Pride's  Purge.  All  the  doors  and 
avenues  of  the  House  were  haunted  by 
officers  of  the  law  —  constables  and 
detectives — on  the  look-out  to  arrest 
certain  hon.  Members  of  this  House. 
Any  hon.  Member  who  possessed  the 
remotest  resemblance,  either  in  fea- 
tures, in  form,  or  in  size,  to  the  Members 
wanted,  had  to  use  the  greatest  care 
in  leaving  the  House  or  in  coming  in 
lest  he  should  be  pounced  upon.  The 
House  during  those  two  days  seemed  to 
be  a  kind  of  Alsatia  or  refuge  for  cri- 
minals. Outside  the  portak  of  the 
House  the  officers  of  the  law  were 
lying  in  wait  to  seize  upon  their 
victims.  I  suppose  that  I  should 
not  be  in  Order  in  alluding  to  an  easy 
remedy  for  such  a  state  of  things ;  but 
I  will  take  another  opportunity  of  doing 
so.  All,  however,  will  see  that  there  is 
considerable  danger  of  mistaking  one 
hon.  Member  for  another,  especially  in 
the  uncertain  light  of  the  gas ;  ana,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  a  mistake  was  made, 
and  in  broad  daylight.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P. 
O'Brien),  having  come  down  to  the 
House  early  to  attend  to  his  oorrespond- 
enci^,  left  the  House  again,  intending 
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to  return  speedily.  As  soon  as  he  had 
gone  outside  the  gates  of  Palace  Yard 
a  detective  came  up  to  him  and  said — 
''  I  beg  your  pardon,  Sir,  but  I  have  a 
warrant  for  your  arrest."  Then  the 
hon.  Member  said — ''  Produce  your  war* 
rant."  The  officer,  however,  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  warrant,  and  called  to 
a  colleague  and  asked  him  to  fetch  it ; 
then,  without  waiting  for  it,  or  asking 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Monaghan,  the  officer  persuaded  him  by 
gentle  force  to  come  with  him  some  dis* 
tance  up  Parliament  Street.  Of  course, 
it  was  manifest  to  all  around  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  under  arrest.  The 
mistake  having  been  made  known  by 
another  detective  to  Constable  M'ln- 
tyre,  who  had  hold  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
her,  that  officer  said  to  him — ''I  beg 
your  pardon,  if  I  have  made  a  mistake, 
and  I  ofiEer  an  apology."  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
was  something  of  the  mind  of  St. 
Paul  in  similar  circumstances,  and  he 
said — *^  They  have  arrested  me  openly, 
uncoudemned,  being  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, and  now  do  they  thrust  me,  Sir, 
aside  privily  ?  nay,  verily."  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  was  within  his  right  in 
declining  a  personal  apoloCT ;  but  it  was 
not  for  the  individual  Member  who 
was  thus  affronted  to  take  upon  him- 
himself  to  gain  the  remedy  that  was  due 
to  the  authority  and  dignity  of  the  House 
itself.  That  is  for  the  House  itself,  and 
for  my  own  part,  it  is  on  behalf  of  the 
House,  and  not  merely  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Monaghan,  that  I 
am  raising  this  question  now.  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  tiie  ex- 
ceedingly severe  terms  in  which  the 
House  formerly  condemned  any  attempt 
to  obstruct,  assault,  or  Insult  any  Mem- 
ber coming  to  or  going  from  the 
House.  On  the  12th  of  April,  1733, 
it  was  resolved — 

"  That  the  aaaanlting,  insultiag,  or  meoaoiAg 
anjr  Member  of  this  House  in  his  commg  to  or 
going  from  the  House,  or  on  aooount  of  his 
Dehaviour  in  Parliament,  is  a  high  infringe- 
ment of  the  Pririlege  of  this  House,  and  a  most 
outrageous  and  dangerous  violation  of  the 
rights  of  Parliament  and  a  high  crime  and  mis- 
demeanour." 

On  the   1st  of  June,  1780,  it  was  re- 
solved— 

"  It  is  a  gross  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  for  any  person  to  obstruct  or  insult 
Members  of  this  House  in  ooming  to  or  going 
from  this  House." 
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I  think  it  will  be  agreed  that  this  Beso- 
lation  applies  to  the  present  case.  It  is 
dear  that  a  mistake  has  been  made  and 
an  apology  offered  for  the  mistake ;  but 
that  mistake  itself  ought  not  to  have 
been  made.  The  officer  might  easily 
have  obtained  exact  information ;  and 
why  did  he  not  produce  his  warrant  ? 
If  he  had  done  so  Mr.  O'Brien  would 
have  seen  at  once  the  name  that  was 
upon  ity  and  would  have  shown  that 
there  was  a  mistake.  I  think  the 
difficulty  made  about  producing  the 
warrants  in  some  of  these  cases  is 
scarcely  Cronstitutional.  When  a  subject 
of  Her  Majesty  is  suddenly  informed 
that  he  is  under  arrest,  surely  he  ought 
to  hare  a  warrant  shown  to  him  to 
justify  his  detention.  The  constable 
ought  to  hare  informed  himself  of  the 
figure  and  likeness  of  the  person  against 
whom  the  warrant  was  issued  with  suf- 
ficient accuracy  to  prevent  an  act  of 
injustice  from  being  committed.  I 
maintain  that  a  gross  insult  has  been 
committed  upon  an  hon.  Member  of  the 
House,  and  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
not  pass  it  by  simply  because  the  hon. 
Member  arrested  belongs  to  a  particular 
Party.  I  remember  that  when  I  was  at 
school,  when  we  saw  one  boy  pommel- 
ing another,  we  would  cry  out  to  the 
pommeler,  **  Hit  him  hard,  he's  Irish." 
That  is  the  only  apology  I  can  offer. 
This  boyish  habit  did  not  result  from 
any  confidence  in  the  superior  hard- 
ness of  the  Irish,  but  rather  from 
a  certain  antipathy  of  race.  I  may 
say  that  those  were  my  unregenerate 
days.  In  a  case  like  the  present  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  will  not  allow  any 
kind  of  distinction  to  be  made  between 
Irish  Bepresentatiyes  and  others ;  they 
will  never  think  of  literally  applying 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister — 
namely,  that  one  of  his  Colleagues  is 
worth  the  whole  of  the  85  Irish  Mem- 
bers. I  hope,  therefore,  that  this 
matter  will  be  treated  with  seriousness. 
We  wish  to  take  such  a  course  as  will 
insure  that  in  the  case  of  any  hon. 
Member  being,  unfortunately,  arrested 
the  constable  should  produce  his  warrant 
at  once,  and  make  sure  that  he  has  got 
hold  of  the  right  man.  The  gross  care- 
lessness in  this  case,  I  think,  is  a  fault 
which  demands  an  ample  apology,  not 
to  the  individual  Member  concerned 
l^one^  but  to  the  House  itself.    I  beg, 


therefore,  to  move  the  following  Beso- 
lution : — 

"  That  the  wrongful  arrett  of  Mr.  P.  O'Brien, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  in  going  from  the 
House,  on  Friday,  Feb.  10,  was  a  high  ioiringe- 
ment  of  the  Privileges  of  Parliament." 

Mb.  M'LABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe)  : 
— I  beg  leave  to  second  the  Motion.  If 
it  had  not  been  the  case  that  I  was  pre- 
sent at  the  arrest  of  one  of  the  three 
hon.  Members,  probably  I  should  not 
have  ventured  to  trouble  the  House.  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  the  House  should 
take  as  strong  a  view  as  possible  of 
this  question,  and  treat  as  a  breach  of 
Privilege  the  arrest  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr. 
P.  O'Brien).  There  are  two  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  the  arrest  of 
the  other  two  hon.  Members  which, 
doubtless,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  not 
a^vare  of,  and  which,  with  all  respect,  I 
should  like  to  submit.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Waterford  (Mr.  Pyne) 
maintains  that  he  was  actually  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House  at  the  time 
he  was  arrested. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  The  arrest  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Waterford  is  not  before  the  House.  It 
is  my  duty  to  keep  the  attention  of  the 
House  confined  to  the  particular  ques- 
tion of  Privilege  raised — namely,  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Monaghan.  Of  course,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  bring  forward  in  a  proper 
way  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Waterford  it  is  competent  for  him 
to  do  so ;  but  it  is  impossible  for  him  to 
bring  it  forward  now  on  the  particular 
question  of  breach  of  Privilege  which 
has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton). 

Mb.  M'LAEEN:  Then  I  will  not 
proceed  further  with  the  remarks  I  in- 
tended to  offer,  but  I  will  confine  myself 
to  the  immediate  question  before  the 
House.  In  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Monaghan  it  is  said  not  only 
were  there  detectives  surrounding  the 
House,  but  they  were  actually  in  the 
building  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House ;  and,  in  these  circumstances,  I 
venture  to  think  the  breach  of  Privilege 
in  the  present  case  becomes  a  very 
serious  one  indeed.  The  police  con- 
stables may  be  doing  their  duty  by 
arresting  Members  of  Parliament  in  the 
streets ;  but  to  arrest  them  when  within 
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the  precincto  of  Palace  Yard,  as  in  this 
instance,  is  to  commit  a  still  greater 
breach  of  Privilege.  Mj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Monaghan  has 
suffered  a  very  serious  indignity  indeed, 
and  was  put  to  great  personal  incon- 
venience. It  is  no  light  matter  for  a 
Member  of  Parliament  to  be  arrested  in 
the  street  within  a  stone's  throw  of 
Palace  Yard,  and  it  is  all  the  worse  in 
this  case,  because  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  guilty  of  any  offence  at  all.  A 
Member  of  Parliament  ought  not  to  be 
liable  to  be  treated  in  the  way  com- 
plained of  in  respect  of  political  offences, 
for  it  was  merely  a  political  offence,  and 
not  a  crime,  with  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Monagban  was  charged. 
Of  course,  if  a  Member  of  Parliament 
commit  a  crime  he  must  be  expected  to 
receive  the  same  treatment  as  other 
criminals;  but  in  this  case  I  think  a 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between  an 
arrest  for  the  commission  of  a  real  crime 
and  political  offences.  It  is  for  the  in- 
terest and  dignity  of  Parliament  to  purge 
itself  from  all  complicity  with  persons 
who  are  guilty  of  crime,  and  not  to  ex- 
tend its  indulgence  to  them;  but  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Monaghan,  although  previously  under 
a  sentence  of  seven  months'  imprison- 
ment, was  even  then  guilty  of  no  crime, 
but  simply  of  a  political  offence.  Surely, 
for  an  alleged  offence  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork,  the  police 
were  not  entitled  to  drag  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Monaghan  through  the  streets 
as  if  he  were  a  common  pickpocket. 
Although  my  hon.  Friend  has  suffered 
this  great  indignity,  I  do  not  think  that 
any  hon.  Member  of  this  House  or  any 
man  in  the  country  will  think  the  worse 
of  him  in  consequence ;  nor  even  for 
the  sentence  of  seven  months'  imprison- 
ment which  has  been  passed  upon  him. 
It  is  our  duty  to  resent  as  strongly  as 
possible  the  fact  not  only  that  he  should 
have  been  arrested  on  a  false  charge, 
but  that  any  hon.  Member  should  be 
arrested  for  a  political  offence  at  all.  I 
and  many  other  English  and  Scotch 
Members  are  very  proud  to  call  Irish 
Members  who  are  undergoing  imprison- 
ment our  friends,  and  we  feel  that  they 
should  not  be  arrested  on  such  charges. 
The  Government  will  do  well,  instead  of 
putting  Irish  Members  in  prison,  to  alter 
their  conduct. 

Mr.JtLarm 


Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  keeping  to  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House.  He  is  discussing 
the  difference  between  political  and  other 

Mb.  M'LABEN  :  I  will  only  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  it  is  clearly  proved  tiiere 
was  no  pretence  for  denying  that  an  hon. 
Member  has  been  arrested  wrongfully. 
I  hope  the  House  will  regard  it  as  a 
serious  breach  of  its  Privileges. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

«  That  the  wrongful  arrest  of  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien,  a  Member  of  this  Hooee,  in  going 
from  the  House  on  Friday,  10th  Febma^,  was 
a  high  infringement  of  the  Priyilege  of  ^arlia* 
ment." — {Mr,  Ficton,) 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  Foa 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  in  any  way  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Crewe  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr. 
McLaren),  who  seconded  the  Motion,  nor 
do  I  propose  to  deal  with  the  observa- 
tions which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton).  I  wish  to 
repudiate  in  the  strongest  language 
possible  the  doctrine  that  etny  difference 
should  be  made  as  between  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  been  subjected  to 
an  unfortunate  indignity  in  consequence 
of  a  mistake,  and  who  represents  a  con- 
stituency in  the  Sister  Island,  and  any 
other  hon.  Member.  No  such  idea  cer- 
tainly entered  my  mind,  nor,  so  far  as  I 
know,  that  of!  any  Member  of  the 
Government.  I  entirely  agree  that  this 
question  of  Privilege  does  not  concern 
the  individual  Member  whose  personal 
dignity  may  have  been  assailed,  or  to 
whom  personal  discomfort  may  have 
been  caused ;  the  Privilege  is  really  the 
Privilege  of  the  House.  Now,  about 
the  facts  I  do  not  think  there  is  the 
slightest  doubt.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  has  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy that  there  was  a  mistake.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  there  ought  not  to 
have  been  a  mistake.  I  entirely  agree 
with  him.  I  am  hardly  aware  of  any 
case  in  which  a  mistake  can  be  regarded 
as  permissible.  It  was  a  mistake,  cer- 
tainly, on  the  part  of  the  officer  in  f  ault, 
but  the  mistake  was  not  intentional.  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  a  Report,  carefully 
made  by  the  heads  of  the  police,  which 
I  instantly  called  for  when  I  heard  of 
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the  droumBtance.  I  am  iDformed  that 
the  sergeant  in  question,  Sergeant 
M'lntyre,  was  told — not  himself  having 
personal  acquaintance  with  either  of  the 
hon.  Members  concerned — that  the  gen- 
tleman leaving  the  precincts  of  the  House 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cork(Mr. 
Qilhooly) — [An  hon.  Member  :  AVho  told 
him?*]  Aconstablewhowasondutyintho 
precincts  of  the  House  informed  him  that 
that  was  the  gentleman  against  whom 
there  was  a  warrant.  The  sergeant  fol- 
lowed the  hon.  Member,  and,  lifting  hia 
hat,  addressed  him  interrogatively,  *'  Mr. 
Gilhooly?"  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien) 
nodded  his  head  without  making  any 
reply.  Thereupon  the  sergeant  in- 
formed him  that  there  was  a  warrant 
out  for  his  arrest,  and  that  he  must 
consider  himself  in  custody,  and  asked 
him  to  accompany  him  to  Scotland  Yard. 
The  sergeant  sent  an  officer  to  fetch  the 
warrant,  which  was  in  the  custody  of 
another  constable.  Well,  every  police 
constable  cannot  have  the  warrant  in 
his  possession.  The  constable  went  to 
get  it,  and  he  came  back  in  the  course 
of  a  minute  or  two  with  the  warrant  in 
his  possession.  In  the  meantime  the 
sergeant  was  informed  that  he  had  made 
a  mistake,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  was  then  in  custody  was  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Oork  (Mr.  Gil- 
hooly), but  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Monaghan.  The  sergeant  immediately 
apologized  to  the  hon.  Member,  and 
said  he  would  not  detain  him  any  longer. 
I  might  add  that  at  first  the  officer 
offered  to  convey  the  hon.  Member  to 
Scotland  Yard  in  a  cab.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  preferred  going  on 
foot.  I  do  not  defend  what  has  been 
done;  of  course,  it  was  a  most  unfor- 
tunate and  most  regrettable  mistake. 
The  Oommissioner  of  Police,  the  moment 
he  heard  of  the  circumstance,  sent  In- 
spector Littechild  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  offer  him  a  sincere  and  absolute 
apology.  I— in  so  far  as  I  represent 
the  Police  Force,  though  I  take  no  blame 
to  myself  in  the  matter— I  repeat,  in 
the  name  of  the  Force  and  in  the  name 
of  the  Government,  my  sincere  apologies 
and  great  regret  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  mistake  that  has  been  made. 
I  do  not  know  that  anything  more  is 
called  for  from  the  House.  I  do  not 
know  that  anything  more  is  called  for 
on  the  part  of  the  Qovemment.    No 


doubt.  Members  are  free  from  molesta- 
tion  and  arrest  except  in  criminal  oases. 
There  was  no  intentional  breach  of 
Privilege.  About  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever.  The  officer  who  made 
this  unhappy  mistake  supposed  he  was 
dealing  with  an  hon.  Member  with  refer- 
ence to  whom  no  question  of  Privilege 
would  have  arisen,  as  there  was  a  war- 
rant  in  a  criminal  matter  against  him. 
There  was  no  intention  to  commit  a 
breach  of  Privilege  of  the  House.  The 
police  having  made  their  apologies,  and 
I  having  offered  apologies  to  the  hon. 
Member  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
the  complaint  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  not  now  entirely  met. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET(Derby): 
What  the  Home  Secretary  has  said  is 
perfectly  true.  We  are  here  not  to 
consider  the  question  of  personal 
indignity  offered  to  an  individual 
Member,  but  what  is  due  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House  under  the  circum« 
stances.  The  apology  to  the  particular 
Member,  whether  on  the  part  of  the 
police  or  the  Home  Secretary — that  is 
one  thing,  and  may  be  adequate;  but 
what  the  House  has  to  consider  is,  how 
this  transaction  came  to  occur,  and  what 
precautions  must  be  taken  in  the  future 
against  its  occurring  again ;  because  I 
am  afraid  that  we  are  at  the  beginning 
of  a  chapter  at  which  these  arrests  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
to  become  habitual.  That  is  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  find  ourselves  in  conse- 
quence of  the  policy  in  which  we  are 
embarked.  At  all  events,  it  is  of  some 
importance  that  the  Government  should 
at  least  arrest  the  right  man.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  would  care  much  about  that, 
because  he  announces  that  people  have 
been  convicted  when  they  have  not  been 
convicted;  but  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  have  some  precautions  as  to  who 
is  to  be  arrested  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government  among  the  Members  who 
sit  in  this  House.  Now,  the  arrest  was 
asingular  one.  The  Home  Secretary  says 
that  one  sergeant,  who  did  not  know  the 
person  to  be  arrested,  told  another  ser- 
geant that  he — the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan — was  the  person  who 
ought  to  be  arrested. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  beg  pardon— I 
did  not  say  that.   I  said  that  a  constable 
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professing  to  know  ^he  hon.  Member 
who  was  to  be  arrested  informed  Ser- 
geant M'Intyre  that  that  was  Mr. 
Qilhooly. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Well, 
it  appears  I  am  miziog  up  two  sergeants, 
instead  of  one  constable  and  one  ser- 
geant.   One  constable,    who  does  not 
know  the  man  who  is  to  be  arrested,  in- 
forms a  sergeant  that  there  is  the  man, 
whereupon  the  sergeant  does  arrest  him, 
and  arrests  the  wrong  man.    That  is  the 
state  of  things  in  which  we  all  are  at 
the  present  moment.    I  do  not  know 
how  many  warrants  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  may  have  out  just  at  this 
moment ;  but  anybody  is  liable  to  be 
arrested  if  some  constable  who  does  not 
know  the  individual  to  be  arrested  tells 
somebody  else — ''  That  is  the  person  to 
be  arrested."   Now,  in  my  opinion,  this 
is  a  thing  which  ought  to  be  inquired  into 
by  the  House.    We    ought  to    know 
what  are  to  be  the  forms  and  proceed- 
ings with  future  arrests  of  Members  of 
this  House.   It  is  quite  obvious  that  this 
is  a  serious  matter.     When  the  Govern- 
ment attempt  to  arrest  a  Member  of 
this  House,  either  within  the  precincts 
or  immediately  adjoining  the  precincts, 
surely  it  is  not  too  much  to  expect  that 
they  should  provide  constables  for  that 
service  who  know  the  persons  of  Mem- 
bers.   There  should  be  no  difficulty,  I 
imagine,  in    securing    the  services    of 
detectives  or  others  who  are  acquainted 
with  the  persons  it  is  intended  to  arrest. 
There  seems,    on   the   part   of   some- 
body   or   other,  to    be    a    very  gross 
act   of  negligence    and    carelessness — 
that  they  should  have  employed  for  a 
service  of  this  kind  persons  not  properly 
informed   on  the  subject.    Instead  of 
doing  these  things  in  this  haphazard, 
ramshackle  way,  it  is  desirable  there 
should  be  some    understanding  as  to 
what  course  of  proceeding  is  to  bo  taken 
in  arresting  Members  of  this  House. 
There    is    the    case,    exceedingly  well 
known,  of  Lord  Cochrane.     There  was 
no  doubt  whatever  in  his  case.     He 
was  extremely  well  known.   The  proper 
course  was  taken — Lord  Cochrane  was 
arrested  within    the  precincts    of  the 
House ;  but  the  Government  of  the  day, 
regarding  the  arrest  as  a  serious  matter, 
took  what  I  believe  to  have  been  the 
proper    Parliamentary    and    Constitu- 
tional course  of  referring  the  question 
to  a  Committee  of  Privileges  of  this 

Mr.  UattkHOi 


House.     It  is  only  a  night  or  two  ago 
that  the  House  appointed  the  Committee 
of  Privileges.    It  is  one  of  the  first  pro* 
oeedings  of  this  House  to  appoint  the 
Committee  of  Privileges.    It  is  to  that 
Committee  of  Privileges,  if  there  is  any 
question  at  all  with  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  Members,  that  that  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  referred.    That  was 
done  by  the  Government  in  the  year 
18i4orl815  in  Lord  Cochrane's  case. 
The  Committee  in  that  case  reported 
that,  after  an  examination  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, they  were  of  opinion  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  taking  any 
further  action  against  the  person  incri- 
minated, who  happened  to  be  in  that 
case  the  Marshal  of  the  Court.    It  maj 
be  that  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
here,  having  heard  the  circumstancesy 
will  arrive  at  the  same  decision;  but 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  might  do 
something  else.  They  might  recommend 
to  you,   Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Govern- 
ment, certain  forms  and  proceedings  in 
the  case  of  the  arrest  of  Members  of  this 
House  which  might  prevent  the  scandal 
which  has  been  committed  in  this  case, 
and  would  insure  that  we  should  have 
some  approach  to  decency  in  procedure 
of  this  kind.    That  would  be  an  ex- 
tremely proper  thing  for  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  to  inquire  into.      They 
would  inquire,  first,  whether  due  cfim- 
tion  and  care  had  been  taken  in  this 
particular  case  with   reference  to  the 
arrest  of  this  particular  Member.    They 
might,  or  they  might  not,  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  required  no  notice 
from  the  House  under  the  particular 
circumstances  of  the  case.    Above  all, 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  would  do 
that  which  would  be  extremely  useful 
to  the  dignity  of  the  Houss  and  to  the 
respect  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  held  in  the  country  if  they 
would  recommend  some  course  of  pro- 
cedure in  the  future  which  will  obviate 
that  which  I  feel  is  a  great  indignity 
and  a  scandal  in  the  transaction  which 
has  taken  place. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  sat 
down  without  indicating  to  the  House 
what  question  of  Privilege  has  possibly 
arisen  which  can  bo  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee. I  will  venture,  in  a  few  words, 
to  recall  to  the  mind  of  the  House  what 
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the  position  of  the  matter  is.  The 
police  o£Bcer  has  made  an  unfortunate 
mistake.  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment — 
who,  as  a  Gknremment,  can  give  no 
guarantee  (any  more  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  oould  give  any  guarantee 
when  he  was  Home  Secretary)  that  the 
police  shall  make  no  mistake ~have 
expressed  their  regret  for  the  mistake, 
and  the  Ohief  Commissioner  of  Police, 
through  the  mouth  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, has  also  apologized.  Now,  let 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  toll  the  House 
what  the  question  of  Privilege  is  that 
can  possibly  arise.  The  matter  of  Privi- 
lege was  disposed  of  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  a  mistake.  He  did  not 
Buggest  that  any  superior  or  inferior  offi- 
cer intended  to  arrest  a  man  who  was  not 
named  in  the  warrant.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  an  esteemed  lawyer,  and  I 
ask  him  what  the  form  of  proceeding 
is?  First,  there  must  be  an  offence  against 
the  Criminal  Law.  The  police  constable 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  Then 
there  must  be  a  charge,  and  there  must 
be  a  warrant.  There  is  the  charge  and 
the  warrant ;  and  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  you  have  said.  Sir,  to-day  from 
the  Chair — and,  if  I  may  be  allowed,  I 
endorse  your  statement—has  no  privi- 
lege or  protection  whatever.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  great  Con- 
stitutional lawyer,  and  he  referred  to 
the  case  of  Lord  Cochrane.  That  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  matter  at  all. 
Lord  Cochrane,  as  a  Privy  Councillor, 
was  sitting  on  one  of  the  Benches  of 
this  House,  or  rather  the  old  House. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :.  I  did 
not  say  that  he  was  a  Privy  Councillor. 
Ho  was  not  a  Privy  Councillor. 

Sib  RICHABD  WEBSTER :  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
referred  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
refer  to  the  diary  of  Lord  Colchester  he 
will  find  that  I  am  correct. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Ho 
sat  on  the  Privy  Council  as  a  Coun- 
cillor's Bench;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  he  was  a  Privy  Councillor. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into  this 
point,  and  I  will  assume  that  I  was 
wrong  there.  Lord  Cochrane  was  sitting 
in  the  House  when  arrested,  and  the 

Question  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
tivileges  was  whether  persons  sitting 


in  the  House  were  liable  to  arrest,  and 
did  the  arrest  create  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege. The  Report  of  the  Committee  was 
that  there  was  no  breach  of  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House;  and  Mr.  Speaker 
Abbott  laid  it  down  that  the  House  of 
Commons  Chamber  afforded  no  Privi- 
lege unless  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair 
and  the  Mace  upon  the  Table.  I  appeal 
to  the  House,  and  to  every  lawyer  in  it, 
what  possible  question  of  Privilege  can 
arise  hero  ?  There  has  been  a  mistake 
— that  mistake  has  been  apologized  for ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  aesires  to  take 
proceedings  he  has  a  remedy.  A  mis- 
take having  been  committed,  and  an 
apology  having  been  made,  no  question 
of  Privilege  has  occurred.  So  far  as 
this  House  is  concerned,  nobody  alleging 
that  there  is  any  real  question  to  go  to 
the  Committee,  I  humbly  submit  that— 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  the  Government  some  prescription 
by  which  the  Government  can  insure 
that  no  policeman  will  eyer  make  a  mis** 
take  again — as  there  is  no  matter  for 
inquiry,  after  the  explanation  given  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  after  the  illus- 
trations given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  there  is  no 
question  of  Privilege  involyed.  This 
being  the  state  of  things,  if  I  am  in 
Order,  I  will  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton). 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "That" 
to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  House  regrets  that  an  indignity 
should  have  been  offered  to  the  honourable 
Member  for  North  Monaghan ;  bat,  consider- 
ing it  to  have  been  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
Police  Officer,  does  not  think  it  necessary  to 
proceed  further  with  the  matter.*'  —  {Mr, 
Attorney  Qeneral.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  tho  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hack- 
ney,  S.) :  I  am  rather  surprised  at  one 
statement  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  made,  that 
because  the  arrest  was  a  mistake,  as  it 
was  admitted  to  be  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton), 
it  was  clear  that  there  was  no  question 
of  Privilege  in  the  case.  I  cannot 
understand  that  argument.  I  maintain 
that  it  is  impossible  to  contradict  this 
statement-^that  the  act  of  arrest  of  itself 
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was  a  distinct  breach  of  Friyxlege.  It 
was,  in  fact,  an  arrest  without  any 
legal  process  whatever.  It  may  be 
that  the  circumstances  under  which 
that  breach  of  Privilege  took  place 
^-namely,  that  it  was  a  mistake — 
may  or  may  not  be  a  sufficient  reason 
for  passing  the  matter  by  without  fur- 
ther notice ;  but  I  entirely  contravene 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  sugges- 
tion, that  it  is  the  less  a  breach  of  Pri- 
vilege because  the  arrest  was  made 
under  a  mistake.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  suggests  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, having  for  himself  and  his  Go- 
vernment,  and  also  in  the  name  of  the 
Police  Force,  apologized  for  the  mistake, 
that  there  ought  to  be  an  end  of  the 
matter.  I  will  point  out  to  the  House 
that  that  is  not  the  way  in  which  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  have,  so  far  as  I  know, 
in  any  previous  case  been  treated  by 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  has  uni- 
formly been  the  course  to  refer  all  ques- 
tions of  this  nature  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  whose 
functions  are  directed  to  this  subject, 
and  the  reason  is  obvious — namely,  that 
there  shall  remain  a  perfect  record  of 
the  inquiry,  and  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  which  gave  rise  to  such  inquiry. 
Before  such  a  tribunal  the  circumstances 
can  be  gone  into,  and  they  become  a 
permanent  record  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  As  to  what  the  Committee 
may  report  in  this  case  I  do  not  venture 
to  speculate.  It  would  be  impertinent 
to  do  so.  I  make  no  suggestion.  They 
may  be  of  opinion  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, no  further  action  need  be 
taken ;  but  before  I  sit  down  I  should 
like  to  make  reference  to  another  point 
in  this  case.  After  all,  assuming  it  to 
have  been  a  mistake — accepting  that — 
it  certainly  was  a  clumsy  and  inex- 
cusable mistake.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  did  not 
mistake  the  position  of  affairs  as  ex- 
plained by  the  Home  Secretary,  and  the 
House  will  be  good  enough  to  bear  in 
mind  that  it  has  no  authentic  account 
as  to  how  the  arrest  was  brought  about, 
but  merely  the  statement  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  receives  it  merely  from 
the  constables  without  further  inquiry. 
What  an  extraordinary  statement  that 
is— that  the  constable  did  not  know  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :   I  have  already 
oorreoted  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
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Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  when  he 
made  that  statement,  and  I  would  really 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Sir  Charles  Bussell)  to  observe  that  the 
constable  did  know. 

An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  Then  there  is  no 
mistake 

Mb.   MATTHEWS:    The  constable 
mentioned  it  to  the  sergeant. 

Sib  CHARLES  BUSSELL :  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  explanation  of  the 
Home  Secretary  makes  the  matter  more 
confused  and  difficult  than  it  was  before. 
The  statement  now  made  differs  alto* 
gether  from  that  which  was  originally 
made.  We  have  now  the  corrected  and 
amended  statement  that  a  constable 
who  did  know  pointed  out  the  wrong 
man.  It  now  seems  that  a  constable, 
who  did  not  know  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Cork  (Mr.  Gilhooly),  pointed  ont 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien)  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Cork  to  a  sergeant  who 
did  not  pretend  to  know  either  one  or 
the  other.  I  should  have  thought  that 
in  this  delicate  and  important  matter 
moderate  care  ought  to  have  been 
taken  by  the  Police  Authorities  to  put 
warrants  into  the  hands  of  sergeants, 
police  constables,  or  detectives,  who 
had,  at  least,  taken  previous  pains  to 
identify  the  persons  to  be  arrested. 
The  extraordinary  part  of  the  story 
does  not  end  there.  It  now  ap- 
pears upon  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Matthews)  that 
the  sergeant  who  proceeded  to  make  the 
arrest,  and  thereby  to  commit  an  assault 
upon  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  thus 
was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House,  made  the  arrest  with- 
out having  possession  of  the  warrant. 
Again,  I  say,  that  is  a  matter  proper 
to  be  inquired  into  by  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  We  do  not  know  yet  where 
that  warrant  was ;  whether  it  was  ever 
in  the  control  or  within  easy  reach  of 
the  arresting  constable ;  we  do  not  know 
in  whose  custody  it  was.  It  is  certainly 
a  new  doctrine  that  an  officer  without 
the  legal  document  in  his  possession,  or 
within  his  reach,  can  arrest  a  man  upon 
a  warrant,  that  warrant  being  in  the 
possession  of  somebody  else.  It  seems 
tome,  therefore,  that  this  case,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  procedure  of  this 
House  in  other  oases,  ought  to  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Privileges  to  report 
upon.    Such  an  inquiry  would,  at  all 
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events,  secure  two  things— first,  an 
accurate  statement,  which  we  clearly 
have  not  now  before  the  House,  of  the 
ciroamstances  of  the  arrest;  and, 
secondly,  a  permanent  and  authentic 
record  of  the  opinion  of  this  House 
upon  the  transaction  and  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  transaction. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  should  not  have  interyened  in   this 
debate  but  for  the  explanation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary.   The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  asks  what  is  the  breach  of  Privi- 
lege to  be  inquired  into.    I  will  suggest 
that  the  breach  of  Privilege  really  con- 
sists  in  the  insulting  indignity  put  upon 
Members  of  the  House  in  consequence 
of  surrounding  the  House  with  a  num- 
ber of  detectives   not    sufficiently    in- 
structed as  to  the  persons  they  are  to 
arrest,    and    acting    upon  information, 
perhaps,  maliciously  given.       The  ex- 
planation of  the  Home  Secretary  makes 
it  clear  that  the  information  was  mali- 
ciously given.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  himself  suggested  that    the 
oonstable  wilfully  pointed  out  another 
Member,   knowing   that    he    was   the 
wrong  man.     [^  laugh."]     I  am  sorry 
that  the  Home  Secretary  should  think  it 
necessary  to  treat  this  as  a  laughing 
matter.     I  feel  ashamed  that  on  Friday 
the  House  of  Commons  should  have  put 
itself  into  a  lower  position  than  any 
Parliamentary   Assembly    in    Europe, 
where  precautions  are  taken  to  avoid  the 
possibility  of  insult  being    ofiPered    to 
their    Members.     Our    Parliamentary 
morality  must  have,  indeed,  fallen  low,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  permit  insults  to  be 
offered  to  a  fellow-Member  simply  be- 
cause he  is  a  political  opponent,  which 
they  would  not  tolerate  if  offered  to  a 
Member  sitting  on  their  own  side  of  the 
House,      It    was   contended    that   the 
arrest  without  cause  of  a  Member  of 
that  House  being  by  mistake,  there  was 
no  breach  of  privilege.  I  venture  to  deny 
that  contention.     In  former  days  there 
were  scores  of  cases  where  arrests  had 
been  made  of  servants  of  Members,  which 
were  defended  on  the  ground  that  the 
guilty  persons  did  not  know  they  wore 
servants    of  Members.    But  in   every 
case  the  House  exacted  an  apology,  and 
made  the  offenders  pay  the  fees  of  the 
Sergeant- at- Anns.    [An  hon.  Mbicbbb: 
This  was  only  an  Irish  Member.]    Oh, 
we.  are  not  vx  Ireland.   I  protest  against 


the  whole  unworthy  fashion  in  which  the 
arrests  of  Irish  Members  were  effected, 
and  against  the  carelessness  shown  by 
those  who  instraoted  the  police  of  the 
dignity  of  that  House.  The  constituents 
who  send  us  here  are  more  careful  of 
the  dignity  of  the  House  than  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers ;  and  they  repudiated 
the  notion  that,  for  some  matter  made 
criminal  by  the  House,  the  House  should 
be  surrounded,  and  in  its  very  Lobbies 
officers  of  the  detective  force  should  be 
placed,  not  for  thepurposeof  protecting 
Members  of  the  House,  but  of  spyine 
upon  the  whole  of  them  in  order  to  find 
out  who  is  the  unfortunate  Member 
against  whom  a  warrant  has  been  issued. 
I  am  afraid  that  they  have  now  made 
themselves  a  byeword  in  Europe  by 
arresting  the  wrong  man. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  (Bury) :  There 
were  some  words  which  fell  from  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Bnssell)  from 
which  I  so  dissent,  that  I  wish  to 
detain  the  House  for  a  few  moments. 
The  question  we  have  to  determine  is 
whether  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House  has  been  committed.  I  do 
not  gather  from  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  what  is  the  breach  of  Privilege 
which  he  states  has  been  committed. 
[Ot>*o/'*No!"J  It  is  true  that  the 
so-called  arrest  oi  a  Member  took  place 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  this  House. 
But  as  a  matter  of  principle  it  would 
be  the  same  if  made  in  any  other  part 
of  the  country,  however  distant  irom 
this  House — [CV»m  of  "No!"] — yes; 
that  is  so  in  regard  to  such  question  of 
Privilege.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
does  not  base  his  suggestions  upon  the 
arrest  having  been  made  within  this 
House,  or  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House.  Even  if  it  did  raise  a  matter  of 
Privilege,  the  point  is  whether  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  a  Member  of  this  House 
has  been  stopped  in  a  public  thorough- 
fare unintentionally  through  having  been 
mistaken  for  another  person.  I  venture 
to  say  that  a  Member  has  no  more  pro- 
tection than  the  humblest  subject  of  the 
Queen  from  a  mistaken  arrest  in  refer- 
ence to  a  criminal  charge.  My  hon.' 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  has  confused  two  matters 
which  are  entirely  distinct.  S  uppose  there 
was  an  absence  of  warrant.  That  is  not 
a  question  of  Privilege,  and  would 
equally  apply  to  the  poorest  person* 
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Suppose  it  is  pointed  out  that  the 
constable  making  the  arrest  did  not 
know  the  individual  who  was  to  be 
arrested,  and  so  makes  a  mistake ; 
that  applies  equally  to  the  humblest 
person.  It  may  be  a  matter  deserving 
of  inquiry,  or  eyen  of  censure  of  the 
delinquent,  but  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
Privilege.  What  is  the  Privilege  which 
has  been  infringed  ?  [Mr.  Pioton  :  Going 
from  the  House.]  Now,  I  know  what  it  is 
that  is  claimed  as  a  Privilege.  Will  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  or  any  Constitu- 
tional lawyer,  assert  that  there  is  any 
Privilege  for  any  Member,  either  inside 
or  outside  of  this  House,  against  a  crimi- 
nal process?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  con- 
fused the  well-known  Privilege  against 
civil  process,  which  eyen  applies  to  the 
servants  of  Members,  with  Privilege 
against  criminal  process. 

Mr.  BHADLAUGH  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  permit  me 
to  explain  ?  My  point  was  that  there  was 
no  charge,  criminal  or  otherwise,  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES :  That  makes 
it  dearer.  Where,  then,  is  the  Privi- 
lege greater  than  the  Privilege  which 
attaches  to  the  humblest  man  in  the 
street  who  may  be  mistakenly  arrested  ? 
I  am  astonished  that  an  hon.  Member 
should,  under  such  circumstances,  daim 
Privilege  and  the  right  to  be  protected 
from  a  mistake  more  than  any  other 
man  who  is  innocent.  There  is  no  privi- 
lege on  the  part  of  Members  of  this 
House  against  being  arrested  on  a  cri- 
minal charge  more  than  that  which  is 
possessed  by  the  hamblest  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  And  yet  we  are  asked 
specially  to  protect  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  from  the  liability  of  a  mis- 
take being  committed.  That  is  certainly 
not  a  democratic  view  of  the  question, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  forgive  me 
for  having  called  its  atten^tion  to  what 
the  real  nature  of  the  issue  is. 

SmWILUAM  H  AECOURT  (Derby) : 
I  rise,  Sir,  to  speak  upon  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moyed  by  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  rise,  at  the  same 
time,  to  defend  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Home  Secretary  from  their  most 
indiscreet  adviser.  If  there  was  a  doubt 
whether  this  question  ought  to  go  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  Privileges,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  now.  My  right  hon. 
and  leamed  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  has  struck  at 
the  whole  Privileges  of  this  House.  He 
has  said  that  Members  of  this  House 
haye  no  Privileges,  coyering  that  state- 
ment by  an  extraordinary  fallacy  with 
respect  to  criminal  process,  that  they 
have  no  Privileges  different  from  those 
possessed  by  any  other  person.  Sir,  I 
challenge  that  statement  altogether.  It 
is  a  statement  without  a  shadow  of 
foundation.  The  truth  is  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  has  Privilege  against 
arrest  altogether,  and  under  fdl  circum- 
stances, unless  it  be  for  criminal  pro- 
cess properly  directed  against  himself. 
That  is  the  doctrine.  Here  is  a  case  of 
a  Member  of  Parliament  who  has  been 
arrested,  there  being  no  criminal  pro* 
cess  properly  directed  against  him.  Oon- 
sequently,  the  whole  doctrine  of  the 
Privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
against  arrest  comes  into  full  force. 
The  moment  you  have  not  got  dislinctiye 
criminal  process  he  has  Privilege  from 
arrest.  That  is  the  doctrine  of  Priyi- 
lege ;  and  how  so  distinguished  a  lawyer 
as  my  right  hon.  and  leamed  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bury  could  haye  fallen 
into  so  palpable  a  fallaoy  I  cannot  con- 
ceiye.  Tou  have  a  man  in  the  position 
of  my  right  hon.  and  leamed  Friend 
coming  forward  and  denying  what  ike 
Gt)verament  have  practically  admitted. 
The  Home  Secretary  did  not  dispute  or 
deny  for  one  moment  that  thu  is  a 
breach  of  Plrivilege ;  but  now  the  Libe- 
ral Unionists,  who  are  always  in  advance 
of  their  allies,  come  forward.  If  there 
is  some  reactionary  doctrine,  something 
that  will  strike  against  the  liberties  of 
Parliament,  my  right  hon.  and  leamed 
Friend  will  always  be  to  the  fore.  I 
hope  the  Gt)yemment  will  not  aUow 
themselves  to  be  led  into  these  imprudent 
excesses.  The  Goyemment  are  going 
quite  fast  enough ;  but  if  they  took  my 
right  hon.  and  leamed  Friend  for  their 
counsel,  they  would  have  every  man  on 
this  side  of  the  House  arrested.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Hear,  hear !]  My  right 
hon.  and  leamed  Friend  has  got  a  dis- 
ciple already.  As  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  has  said,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  never  dealt  with  these 
matters  in  this  harum-scarum  sort  of 
way,  and  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors 
ought  to  be  protected  as  against  an 
occurrence  of  this  kind.  It  is  seldom 
that  the  Privileges  of  this  House  have 
been  attacked.    There  may  haye  been 
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a  question  before  the  speecli  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury ;  but  now  we  cannot  esoape  an 
inquiry,  because  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  must  be  ascertained  upon  the 
challenge  which  he  has  made.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  course  will  be  taken 
which  was  followed  in  the  oases  of  Mr. 
Wellesley  Pole  and  Lord  Oochrane.  In 
these  cases  the  House,  instead  of  dis- 
cussing the  matter  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  consented  to  send  them  to  the 
Committee  of  Privileges.  Whenever  a 
case  of  the  kind  has  occurred,  the  House 
has,  for  the  sake  of  its  own  dignity, 
referred  it  to  the  Oommittee  of  Privi- 
leges. The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  put  to  me  a  very  proper  and 

rrtinent  question — namely,  what  it  is 
want  to  refer  to  the  Oommittee  of 
Privileges?  I  want  to  refer  exactly 
what  was  referred  in  the  case  of  Lord 
Oochrane  —  whether  or  not,  in  the 
circumstances,  any  action  should  be 
taken  on  the  matter  by  this  House  ? 
The  Oommittee  of  Privileges  in  Lord 
Oochrane's  case,  having  inquired  into 
the  matter,  reported  to  the  House  that 
there  was  no  call  for  the  interposition  of 
the  House.  That  is  exactly  what  may 
be  reported  in  this  case,  not  that  I  think 
the  Oommittee,  or  any  half-a-dozen 
Members  of  this  House,  would  come  to 
such  a  conclusion  as  that  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury — namely,  that  there 
has  been  no  breach  of  Privilege  com- 
mitted. I  do  not  think  that,  excepting 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  there 
is  a  man  in  this  House  who  would  come 
to  that  conclusion.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary did  not  come  to  that  conclusion,  for 
he  admitted  that  it  was  a  breach  of 
Privilege;  and  until  I  hear  someone 
who  has,  I  will  say  that  no  one  but  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  holds 
such  an  opinion.  The  case  is  this — 
whether,  there  being  a  breach  of  Privi- 
lege, it  is  such  a  breach  as  calls  for  the 
action  of  this  House  ?  It  might  be  that 
the  Oommittee  would  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  was  come  to  in  Lord  Ooch- 
rane's case.  Then  there  is  this  further 
nmtter  to  be  referred  to  the  Oommittee, 
and  ihat  is  the  taking  of  proper  precau- 
tions that  things  of  this  kind  shall  not 
recur  in  future.  I  do  not  think  that  we 
can  possibly  accept  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Qoneraly  more  especially  after  the  chal- 


lenge thrown  ont  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury. 

Mb.  p.  O'BEIBN  (Monaghan,  N.)  : 
I  hope  the  House  will  believe  me  when 
I  say  that  if  I  had  had  my  own  choice 
I  would  have  preferred  some  other 
occasion  than  this  on  which  to  address 
it  for  the  first  time,  particularly  as  this 
matter  is,  to  a  considerable  extent,  per- 
sonal to  myself;  but  I  feel  that  it  is 
due  to  the  House  that  it  should,  as  far 
as  I  can,  be  put  in  possession  of  the 
full  facts.  I  wish  to  make  one  very  im- 
portant correction  in  the  version  of  my 
arrest  which  has  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Matthews),  who,  I  presume, 
reoeiyed  his  brief  from  the  police  offi- 
cer concerned.  The  officer  did  not  say  to 
me  that  he  thought  I  was  Mr.  Gilhooly. 
If  he  had  done  so,  I  think  the  House 
will  belieye  me  when  I  say  that  I  should 
not  have  courted  the  company  of  the 
officer  to  Scotland  Yard.  What  the 
officer  did  say— and  in  a  low  voice,  too 
— just  as  I  stepped  from  the  Gate  was 
— **I  beg  your  pardon,  Sir;  I  haye  a 
warrant  for  your  arrest,  and  I  require 
you  to  come  with  me  to  ScoUand 
Yard."  I  said  to  the  officer — "  Produce 
your  warrant,"  and  the  officer  then 
called  out  to  another  who  stood  at 
some  distance— whose  name,  I  am  told, 
was  Sergeant  Sweeney — "  Go  back  for 
the  warrant."  Touching  me  on  the 
arm,  the  officer  then  said — **  Oome  this 
way,  Sir."  Well,  I  went,  and  accom- 
panied the  officer  along  the  street.  It 
may  be  asked  why  I  did  so  without 
hearing  the  warrant  read.  I  will  ex- 
plain. I  am  known  in  Ireland  as  what 
they  call,  in  the  Balfourian  sense  of 
the  term,  a  criminal — aye,  a  double- 
dyed  criminal.  I  haye  two  sentences 
to  serve  with  hard  labour,  and  I  would 
not  be  in  the  least  surprised  if  I 
had  a  third  added.  But  why  do  I 
expect  a  third  ?  I  will  tell  the  House. 
On  tbe  conclusion  of  my  second  trial, 
when  I  was  found  guilty,  and  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  for  tell- 
ing the  rack-rented  tenantry  of  the 
counties  of  Kilkenny  and  Oarlow  not 
to  pay  their  rack-rents,  and  for  tell- 
ing the  tenantry  of  Lord  Monck  not 
to  purchase  land  at  17  years'  pur- 
chase with  British  money — rack-rents 
which  would  be  equal  to  80  years' 
purchase  at  a  proper  rental — when  I 
was  sentenoedy  and  after  I  had  appealedi 
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flo  little  did  I  think  myself  a  oriminal 
that  I  walked  from  the  Court  and  re- 
peated to  the  people  word  for  word  the 
advice  whioh  I  had  given,  and  for 
whioh  I  had  got  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. I  afterwards  said  to  my  friends 
that  I  would  not  be  in  the  least  sur- 
prised if,  before  I  reached  Dublin,  or 
Defore  getting  to  London,  at  the  outside, 
I  was  arrested  again.  When,  therefore, 
the  officer  came  up  to  me,  I  thought 
he  was  about  to  arrest  me  on  a  third 
oharffe.  That  is  the  explanation  I  have 
to  give  for  accompanying  the  officer 
without  demanding  that  the  warrant 
should  first  be  read.  I  was  also  aware 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Waterford  (Mr.  Fyne)  had  been 
pushed  off  the  precincts  of  the  House, 
and  had  been  taxen  forcibly  into  custody, 
without  the  warrant  having  been  read ; 
and  I  was  not,  therefore,  prepared  for  a 
street  scuffle  with  the  servants  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secrettury  has  offered 
an  apology  to  me.  I  do  not  feel  that  any 
apology  whatever  is  due  to  me.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  in- 
dignity which  has  been  cast  upon  me. 
AU  the  indignity  which  this  infamous 
Government  could  cast  upon  me  they 
have  already  cast,  and  I  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  with  this  matter  if 
it  had  been  left  to  my  choice.  I  am  not 
wanting  in  respect  for  this  honourable 
House  and  its  great  traditions ;  but  I 
do  not  pretend  to  have  that  respect 
which  British  citizens  have,  and  rightly 
have,  for  it.  Holding  that  view,  I  asked 
the  officer,  and,  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  think  I  had  a  right  to  ask,  what 
was  the  name  of  his  superior  officer.  I 
think  that  many  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  will  think  it  worth  while  to  try 
the  issue  as  to  what  extent  their  Privi- 
leges were  affected.  While  I  respect 
British  feeling  as  to  the  traditions  of 
this  House,  I  confess  I  am  much  more 
concerned  about  the  dignity  of  the 
House  which— please  God  —  we  shall 
soon  have  open  in  Ireland,  and  I  must 
be  content  to  leave  to  English  Mem- 
bers, and  especially  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton), 
the  duty  of  dealing  with  this  case  so  far 
as  it  idffects,  or  may  affect,  their  liber- 
ties and  the  dignity  of  Parliament.  I 
have  nothing  more  to  add.  I  have  been 
very  reluctant  indeed^  in  the  absence  of 
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the  officer  who  was  the  second  party  io 
the  case,  and  who  cannot  be  heard  in 
this  House,  to  push  anything  strongly 
against  him.  i  should  consider  myself 
euilty  of  mean  and  contemptible  con« 
duct  similar  to  that  from  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  suffered  at  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  when  he  had  him  under  lock 
and  key,  if  I  were  to  attack  the  officer  in 
his  absence.  I  would  prefer  to  meet  him 
in  another  place,  and  face  to  face,  and 
state  my  version  of  the  case  on  oath  be- 
fore a  British  jury.  I  scorn  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  him  in  a  place  where  his  voice 
cannot  bo  heard.  I  wish,  further,  to  lay 
stress  on  the  fact  that  both  the  officer 
who  arrested  me  and  the  officer  who  was 
sent  back  for  the  warrant  refused  to 
give  me  the  name  of  their  superior  officer. 
Now,  if  they  felt  that  their  conduct  was 
above-board  in  this  case,  and  if  Sergeant 
M'Intyre  felt  that  he  addressed  me  as 
Mr.  Gilhooly,  why  did  they  hesitate  to 
give  me  the  name,  and  why  should  there 
have  been  the  necessity  for  me  to  return 
to  the  House  and  appeal  to  the  officer  in 
charge  of  the  police  there  to  try  and  get 
it  ?  I  was  arrested  without  a  warrant. 
The  officer  who  was  sent  from  the  De- 
partment to  apologize  to  me  subsequently 
told  me  in  the  Lobby  that  as  he  under- 
stood his  duty,  and  as  the  Metropolitan 
Police  understood  theirs,  a  warrant  de- 
livered to  any  officer  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  is  a  warrant  to  all  of  them.  The 
invariable  practice  is  that  if  they  should 
catch  their  man  they  should  secure  him, 
even  without  the  warrant.  We  are 
accustomed  to  that  sort  of  treatment  in 
Ireland,  where  we  are  a  police -governed 
people,  but  it  is  for  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  to  say  whether  they  will  suffer 
their  liberties  to  be  bandied  about  in  that 
way.  I  thank  the  House  for  its  atten- 
tion. If  it  had  been  left  to  myself  I 
would  have  chosen  another  opportunity 
for  addressing  it;  but  I  cordially  ac* 
knowledge  the  courtesy  and  attention 
with  which  I  have  been  listened  to. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLM)ST0NE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  have  before  me, 
in  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James),  a  warning  against 
the  consequences  of  widening  the  field 
of  debate  whioh  he  was  so  completely 
successful  in  effecting,  and  I  shall  en- 
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fleaTOiir  to  avoid  following  the  example 
that  he  set,  I  think  with  unfortunate 
consequences.    But  when  I  came  into 
the  House  I  had  had  some  conversation 
with  one  or  two  of  my  friends,  and  it 
appeared  to  me  that  obviously  ^s  was 
a  case  which  it  would  be  convenient  to 
refer  to  the  Oommittee  of  Privileges. 
But  I  did  not  see  that  there  was  any 
matter  likely  to  be  of  a  contentious 
character  which  could  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  the  question.    I  will  do 
this  act  of  justice  to  the  Government,  and 
especially  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews^ — 
that,  so  far  as  apology  is  concemea,  I 
think  he  has  made  every  apology  which 
possibly  can  in  fairness  be  expected  from 
him ;  and  so  far  as  vindictive  or  penal 
proceedings  are  concerned,  there  isno  rea- 
son why  we  should  entertain  the  thought 
of  them  at  all.    I  have  seen,  not  very 
long  ago,  a  disposition  to  establish  the 
doctrine  that  apology  does  not  purge 
offence.    I  think  that  a  very  dangerous 
innovation,  and  I  am  glad  that  on  this 
occasion  the  Government  have  adopted 
a  doctrine  of  a  more  rational  and  more 
merdfulcharacter.  Now,  I  wish  to  put  this 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government — as  they 
wiU  see,  in  no  contentious  spirit— that 
since  this  discussion  began,  the  grounds 
for   this    reference    has    been    greatly 
widened,  and  I  think  that  after  hearing 
the  statement  just  made  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    North    Monaghan  (Mr. 
P.  O'Brien)  of  the  facts,  according  to  his 
view  of  them,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Home  Secretary  will  see  that  they  are 
so  seriously  in  conflict  with  the  statement 
made  by  himself,  that  this  of  itself  con- 
stitutes a  just  and  reasonable  ground, 
without  the  least  imputation  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  sending  this  matter 
to  a  Committee  of  Privileges.    We  have 
here  before  us  three  points.    We  have 
the  point  that  a  Member  of  this  House 
was  without  cause  arrested.     He  was 
subsequently  released,  and  no  vindictive 
proceedings  are  contemplated.    But  the 
fact  is  that  a  Member  of  this  House  was 
arrested  when  in  a  position  which  has 
always  be  recognized  by  the  House  as 
entitling  bim  to  special  regard  and  pro- 
tection— ^namely,  while  on  his  way  to  or 
from  the  performance  of  his  duties  in 
Parliament.     The  second  point  before 
us  is  that  in  this  very  grave  matter  of 
arresting  a  Member  of  this  House  on 
bis  way  to  or  from  the  performance  of 


his  duty,  the  oflScer  of  police  proceeded 
without  being  in  possession  of  the 
warrant.  That  is  a  grave  fact  in  this 
case.  Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  say 
that  the  police  officer  not  in  possession 
of  a  warrant  was  entitled  in  law  to  make 
an  arrest  ?  I  do  not  put  the  question  in 
any  captious  spirit ;  but  I  am  imformed 
by  hign  legal  authorities  that  the  arrest 
could  not  be  properly  and  legally  made  by 
a  man  not  in  possession  of  a  warrant.  If 
not  in  possession  of  the  warrant  he 
could  not  be  absolutely  certain  of  its 
existence  at  the  moment.  It  ought  to 
be  shown  whether  an  arrest  can  be  made 
without  the  production  of  the  warrant. 
Although  the  officer  was  not  in  pos- 
session of  the  warrant,  yet  he  was 
cognizant  of  the  name  of  the  person 
whom  he  had  intended  to  arrest.    That 

Eerson  was  Mr.  Gilhooly.  He  said  that 
e  had  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Gilhooly,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
made  some  sign  which  made  him  take 
it  that  he  assented  to  that  being  his 
name.  That  is  an  important  matter, 
because  if  the  hon.  Member  gave  the 
police  constable  to  understand  that  he 
was  Mr.  Gilhooly,  it  would  have  ffone 
very  far  indeed  to  dispose  of  the  wnole 
question.  But  the  most  important  fact 
is  now  denied  on  what  we  have  always 
been  accustomed  to  consider  the  highest 
authority — namely,  the  deliberate  asser- 
tion of  an  hon.  Member  in  his  plaee  in 
this  House.  I  really  think  that  on  these 
grounds  alone  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ought  to  allow  this  case  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Oommittee  of  Privilege.  But 
I  must  say  that  after  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  upon 
which  I  congratulate  the  Government, 
it  does  appear  to  me  that  the  necessity 
for  such  a  reference  is  most  urgent.  We 
are  all  concerned  in  it,  for  there  is  no 
saying  how  far  the  doctrines  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  are  to  extend. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says 
that  except  as  to  civil  process  there  is 
no  Privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
against  arrest  other  than  what  is  pos- 
sessed by  every  other  member  of  the 
community.  If  that  proposition  be  true, 
it  is  a  most  grave  proposition — namely, 
that  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House, 
any  one  of  us,  at  a  time  when  any  cri- 
minal process  whatever  is  out  against 
anybody,  it  does  not  signify  whom — that 


287         THvthfe  ( Wrongful        {COMMONS}    Arrest  of  Mr.  P.  O'Brien).    288 


is  perfectly  irreleyant  to  the  question  of 
Ptivilege — whether  it  was  by  mistake 
for  another  Member  or  not,  any  one  of 
us  may  be  arrested  in  mistake,  and  there 
is  no  question  of  Privilege  involyed ;  and 
the  only  question,  I  suppose,  is  whether 
he  has  a  remedy  by  a  civil  action  for 
false  imprisonment.  How  far  does  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  mean  to 
carry  that  doctrine  ?  Does  he  mean  to 
deny  personal  Privilege  altogether  f  He 
appeared  to  denounce  it  as  in  itself 
odious  and  indefensible.  It  is  odious 
and  indefensible  if  it  be  regarded  as 
attaching  to  us  in  our  personal  and  indi- 
vidual capacity.  But  it  is  because  of  the 
great  functions  which  we  discharge — it 
is  because  it  is  necessary  for  the  public 
interest  that  there  should  be  the  free 
discharge  of  those  functions,  free  access 
to  and  from  their  discharge — that  is  the 
reason  why  we  are  surrounded  with  Pri- 
vilege. The  doctrine  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  appears  to  me  to 
imperil  our  liberty.  According  to  the 
view  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
what  constitutes  a  breach  of  Privilege  ? 
He  says — what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  do  not  say — 
that  there  was  no  breach  of  Privilege 
here,  although  a  Member  of  Parliament 
was  taken  into  custody,  there  being  no 
authority  or  warrant  whatever  for  his 
arrest.  That,  in  the  view  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  constituted  no 
breach  of  Privilege.  Upon  what  does 
he  base  breach  of  Privilege  ?  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  doctrine  ap- 

Eears  to  be  that  no  man  can  commit  a 
reach  of  Privilege  unless  he  knows  that 
he  is  committing,  and  intends  to  commit, 
it.  Is  he  prepared  to  lay  down  that  as 
a  general  proposition  ?  If  not,  what  has 
he  to  show  for  the  assertion  that  there 
was  no  breach  of  Privilege  in  this  case  ? 
There  was  an  act  done,  which  act,  apart 
from  the  motive,  was  a  breach  of  Privi- 
lege— namely,  the  arrest,  without  cause, 
of  a  Member  of  this  House.  The  arrest 
without  cause  of  a  Member  of  this  House 
is  a  breach  of  Privilege,  and  that  which, 
in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  person,  is  false 
imprisonment,  is  in  the  case  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  a  breach  of  Privilege. 
With  all  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  ability,  with  all  his  astuteness, 
all  his  legal  knowledge,  with  all  his  zeal 
to  out-Herod  the  Gt)vemment,  can  he 
find  any  doctrine  which  will  cover  his 
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statement  that  this  was  no  breach  of 
Privilege,  except  the  doctrine  that  there 
cannot  be  breach  of  Privilege  unless 
there  is  intention  to  commit  it  ?  If  he 
holds  that  doctrine  he  must  be  prepared 
to  carry  it  out  to  all  its  consequenoes. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
referred  to  the  case  of  Lord  Cochrane. 
In  the  case  of  Lord  Cochrane,  the  arrest 
took  place  within  the  four  walls  of 
this  House  at  a  time  when  the  House 
was  not  sitting.  The  Question  was  raised 
as  to  what  this  House  is,  as  to  the  Privi- 
leges of  Members  when  the  House  is  not 
sitting,  and  the  Committee  had  to  in- 
quire into  that  Question.  The  Committee 
was  appointed  in  that  instance  whether 
there  was  a  breach  of  Privilege  or  not. 
I  humbly  submit  to  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury, 
as  he  is  the  only  man  in  this  House 
who  has  spoken  in  this  debate  and 
denied  that  there  has  been  a  breach 
of  Privilege,  that  in  deference  to  the 
precedent  of  Lord  Ooohrane's  case — and 
as  the  Government  have  not  denied  that 
there  has  been  a  breach  of  Privilege, 
and  as  high  legal  authorities  in  the 
House  have  asserted  that  there  has  been 
a  breach  of  Privilege — I  submit  to  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  he 
ought  to  allow  this  case  to  go  before  the 
Committee  of  Privileges.  I  put  it  ta 
him— however  confident  he  may  be  in 
his  opinion  that  there  was  no  breach  of 
Privilege  here— that  he  must  show  us 
why  there  was  no  breach  of  Privilege 
when  an  illegal  act  was  done  against  a 
Member  of  this  House  within  a  sphere 
recognized  as  coming  within  the  range  of 
ParUamentary  duty ;  and  if  in  the  case 
of  Lord  Cochrane,  when  there  was  not 
only  a  criminal  process,  but  there  was 
nothing  except  tne  bare  and  shadowy 
notion  that  the  benches  and  cushions 
and  walls  of  the  House  might  by  some 
spell  impart  a  Privilege  at  a  time  when 
the  House  was  not  in  living  practical 
existence,  the  matter  was  yet  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  Privilege  in  order  to 
ascertain  if  there  had  been  a  breach 
of  Privilege  committed,  surely  in  this 
instance  the  case  should  be  so  dealt 
with.  Therefore  I  contend  that  there 
are  two  grounds  on  which  that  course 
should  be  followed.  Those  who  think 
with  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  there  was  no  breach  of  Privilege  in 
this  instance,  may  yet,  in  deference  to 
the  general  opinioui  admit  that  there 
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is  in  the  ease  fair  matter  for  inquiry. 
There  is  also  the  ground  of  those  who 
think  that  an  incident  has  occurred 
which  may  lead  to  very  iaoonyenient 
consequences.  I  should  be  the  last 
person  who  would  wish  to  press  unduly 
on  any  member  of  a  Force  to  which,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Metropolitan  commu- 
nity is  under  the  deepest  obligations. 
But  I  must  say  it  was  a  very  careless 
proceeding,  and  not  merely  a  purely 
innocent  error.  The  officer  proceeded 
without  his  warrant,  and  he  proceeded 
in  circumstances  where  his  statement  of 
the  case  which  he  has  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment is  diametrically  in  contradic- 
tion on  a  most  material  point  with  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  these 
circumstances,  I  do  not  myself  under- 
stand why  there  should  be  any  senti- 
ment on  one  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other  involving  the  advocacy  of  extreme 
do<^ines,  or  the  advocacy  of  any  doctrine 
whatever,  to  lead  to  excitement.  It  is, 
it  seems  to  me,  a  matter  of  plain  pru- 
dence, in  which  we  ought  to  proceed  as 
men  of  business,  not  willing  to  extend 
our  Privileges  beyond  just  bounds,  and 
at  the  same  time  believing  that  they 
rest  upon  a  just  and  broad  foundation — 
upon  a  foundation  of  public  necessity 
and  public  interest.  Therefore,  we 
ought  to  ascertain — supjposing  it  is  a 
breach  of  Privilege  wnich  has  been 
committed,  and  supposing  the  Oom- 
mittee  find  that  it  has  been  committed,  or 
whatever  view  the  Oommittee  may  take 
of  it — whether  it  is  not  desirable,  after 
some. careful  consideration,  to  see  that 
the  recurrence  of  similar  incidents  may 
be  avoided.  We  are  not  in  a  position 
to  move  an  Amendment,  because  the 
original  Motion  has  been  made,  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  has 
moved  an  Amendment ;  but  we  are  in  a 
position — if  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  should  find  it  necessary  to 
persevere  without  seeking  any  accom- 
modation in  the  matter,  and  if  his 
Amendment  is  carried — ^to  move  as  an 
Amendment  this  proposition — 

"  That  the  eiroumstances  attending  the  arrest 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Munaghan  be 
referred  to  the  Oommittee  of  PrivilegeB  of  this 
House  to  consider  whether  any  or  what  action 
■hall  be  taken  thereupon  and  what  measures 
shall  be  adopted  to  prevent  such  oocurrenees  in 
future." 

It  will  be  admitted  that  they  are  grave 
and  inconvenient  occurrences  leading  to 
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debate  in  this  House,  and  making  it  a 
matter  of  propriety  and  prudence,  as  men 
of  business,  that  we  should  endeavour 
to  obviate  all  risk  of  similar  inoon- 
vemences 

Trb  SOUGITOB  general  (Sir 
EdwabdClabks) (Plymouth):  Although 
the  words  which  the  right  hon.  Qent&> 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  just  read  are  not, 
of  course,  formally  before  the  House, 
they  contain  a  suegestion  which  I  havo 
to  say  at  once  the  Government  cannot 
accept.  It  is  a  suggestion  which  I  may 
be  allowed  to  point  out  does  not  touch 
the  Question  before  the  House  to-night. 
Those  words  do  not  say  that  there  has 
been  any  breach  of  Privilege  committed 
at  all,  and  they  actually  amount  to  a 
reference  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
to  provide  the  means  of  doing  that  which 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  can  ever  be 
done — namely,  if  a  warrant  is  issued 
against  one  person  you  are  to  secure 
the  whole  police  from  making  any 
mistakes  in  arresting  another.  It 
is  very  inconvenient  that  there  should 
be  warrants  out  against  Members  of 
Parliament  at  all.  It  is  still  more  in* 
convenient  that  those  Members  should 
take  a  course  and  adopt  expedients 
which  render  it  probable  that  mistakes 
of  this  kind  should  arise.  But  under 
any  arrangement,  in  any  circumstances, 
such  mistakes  are  possible.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons  could  do  nothing  whatever  to 
prevent  their  recurrence.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  said  that  he  did  not  propose  to 
widen  the  field  of  debate,  and  that  he 
would  discuss  the  matter  in  a  calm  and 
businesslike  way.  Indeed,  he  gave  an 
effectual  rebuke  to  the  right  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
who  had  turned  on  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James)  the  moment  he  sat  down,  and 
attacked  him  with  great  violence,  de- 
claring that  no  one  in  the  House  had 
ventured  to  endorse  the  proposition  that 
there  was  not  a  breach  of  Privilege. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  never  gave 
the  House  or  any  Member  of  it  the 
opportunity  of  endorsing  the  proposi- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury.  If  he  had  been 
good  enough  to  wait  until  someone  on 
the  Government  Bench  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  speaking,  he  would  have 
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fonnd  there  were  plenty  ready  to  en* 
dorse  the  propositions  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury. 

Bm  WILLIAM  HAKCOURT:  That 
was  not  what  I  said.  I  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  stated  exactly  the  contrary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  said  that  there  was  a  question 
of  IVi^ege,  and  that  nobody  could 
doubt  it. 

Sm  EDWABD  OLABEE  :  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  said 
that  in  his  judgment  no  breach  of  Privi* 
lege  had  been  committed,  and  I  say  so 
now.  With  all  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  they  seem  to 
me  to  have  missed  the  point  and  the 
meaning  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury.  He  said 
there  is  no  privilege  for  Members  of 
this  House  in  criminal  cases  anywhere ; 
but  out  of  respect  for  the  authority  of 
the  Ohair  and  the  order  of  proceedings 
of  this  House,  no  arrest  can  take  place 
within  the  walls  of  this  Chamber  while 
the  House  is  sitting.  There  would  be 
no  need  for  it,  for  uie  officers  of  the  law 
could  wait  at  the  doors  of  the  House 
and  make  the  arrest  as  the  Member  con- 
oemed  was  leaying  it.  [Sir  Whxtaic 
Habooxtbt:  Hear,  hear!  I  I  am  glad 
to  find  that  the  right  Ihon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  agrees  with 
me.  Therefore,  I  submit,  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  was  perfectly  accurate  in  saying 
that  in  criminal  cases  there  is  no  ques- 
tion of  Priyilege  at  all.  If  he  had  been 
a  private  person  walking  through  Parlia- 
ment Street,  and  had  been  mistaken  for 
the  hon.  Member  against  whom  the  war- 
rant had  been  issued,  there  would  hare 
been  just  as  much  and  just  as  little 
Tight  to  invoke  the  Privilege  of  Parlia- 
ment as  there  is  in  the  present  case. 
The  Privilege  of  Parliament  is  a 
special  and  peculiar  immunity  from  pro- 
cess on  the  part  of  the  Members  of  this 
House.  That  immunity  does  not  exist 
when  a  criminal  process  has  been  issued 
and  a  warrant  is  in  existence.  That 
being  so,  and  inasmuch  as  this  was  a 
warrant  issued  in  a  criminal  case,  and 
the  arrest  was  made  by  mistake  on  a 
oriminal  charge,  I  hold  with  my  right 
hon,  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for 
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Bury  that  there  cannot  be  a  question  of 
Privilege  in  it.  What  is  the  question 
to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges? There  is  no  dispute  as  to  the 
facts.  The  hon.  Member  who  began  the 
debate  (Mr.  Picton)  said  there  had  been 
a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  police.  That 
mistake  was  apologized  for  at  once,  and 
since  then  in  a  more  formal  manner. 
What  is  there  to  ask  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  about.  It  has  been  sugseeted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  that  that  which 
would  be  groimd  for  an  action  for  false 
imprisonment  in  the  case  of  a  private 
person  is  ground  for  invoking  the  Privi- 
lege of  Parliament  in  the  case  of  a  Mem- 
ber. I  venture  to  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  find  in  any  book 
of  authority  the  smallest  shadow  of 
foundation  for  such  a  distinction  as  that. 
These  matters  are  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  House;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  on  the  main  point  there 
was  controversy.  With  all  submission 
I  think  that  is  not  so.  The  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  North  Monaghan  (BCr.  P. 
O'Brien)  told  us  himself  the  incidents  of 
his  own  arrest,  and  he  said  that  he  was 
spoken  to  in  a  low  voice.  It  may  be  that 
he  did  not  hear  the  name  which  was 
suggested  to  him  by  the  officer  who 
spoke  to  him.  There  is  no  other  matter 
in  controversy  at  all,  and  nothing  on 
which  the  Committee  of  Privileges  can 
pronounce.  I  support  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  has  moved.  I  hope  the  House, 
having  heard  now  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  principally  concerned— - 
seeing  that  he  has  no  desire  to  press  the 
House  to  take  penal  measures  against 
the  person  who  made  the  mistake — will 
consent  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  and  pass 
to  the  discussion  of  other  Business. 

Mb.  STAYELET  HILL  (Staffbrd- 
shire.  Kingswinford) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  has  suggested  that 
when  an  arrest  is  made  the  warrant  must 
be  in  the  hand  or  pocket  of  the  officer 
making  it.  That  view  is  quite  contrary 
to  all  practice.  The  rule  is  that  the 
warrant  must  be  in  the  possession  or 
under  the  control  of  the  person  making 
the  arrest.  That  is  exactly  what  occurrea 
here.  The  officer  had  the  warrant  under 
his  control,  though  not  in  his  possession, 
for  he  was  able  to  send  another  officer 
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for  it.  As  to  the  main  question,  if  the 
right  man  had  been  arrested  there  would 
have  been  no  breach  of  Privilege,  for  the 
arrest  was  on  a  criminal  charg^.  Inas- 
much, however,  as  the  arrest  was  made 
hondfide  by  the  officer,  who  believed  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr. 
P.  O'Brien)  to  be  a  certain  person,  and 
it  is  conceded  by  both  sides  &at  a  mis* 
take  had  been  made,  the  arrest,  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  a  breach  of 
Privilege,  loses  that  character,  and  I 
cannot  refrain  from  asking  whether 
there  is  really  any  question  that  the 
House  can  possibly  consider  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  I  think, 
Sir,  if  this  had  been  a  question  of  the 
arrest,  even  by  mistake,  of  an  English 
Member,  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
have  been  in  less  haste  to  deny  that  it 
was  a  breach  of  Privilege.  I  wonder 
why  it  was  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment Front  Bench  to  wait  till  it  had 
been  fortified  by  the  legal  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James)  before  it  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  had  been  no  breach 
of  Privilege.  This  is  certainly  a  case 
in  which  an  hon.  Member  has  not  been 
arrested  on  a  criminal  oharg^.  No  one 
pretends  that  there  was  any  criminal 
charge  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nor&  Monaffhan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien),  who 
was  arrestea,  unless  they  accept  the 
principle,  "once  a  criminal  always  a 
criminal,''  and  that  the  quality  which 
has  been  attached  to  my  hon.  SViend  by 
the  judgments  of  the  removable  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  will  continue  to  attach 
to  him  daring  the  rest  of  his  natural 
life.  I  cannot  see  how  it  can  for  a  single 
moment  be  suggested  that  there  is  any 
question  of  proceedings  or  arrest  in  any 
criminal  matter  or  cause.  I  complain 
of  the  arrest,  and  of  the  manner  of  the 
arrest,  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
Gbvernment  in  reference  to  it.  I  say, 
at  the  commencement,  that  if  it  had 
been  an  English  Member  who  had  been 
arrested,  not  only  would  the  question 
have  been  treated  as  one  of  breach  of 
Privilege,  but  the  Oovemment  would 
have  taken  care,  and  the  Detective  De- 
partment would  have  taken  care,  to  send 
a  member  of  the  Force  who  at  least 
knew  the  hon.  Member  who  was  to  be 
arrested.  It  is  because  there  is  an 
opinion  abroad  that  Irish  Members  are 
to  be  treated  like  vermin  that  the 
Ctovernment  would  not  take  the  trouble 


to  see  that  the  Irish  Member  to  be 
arrested  is  the  right  man.  How  do  you 
effect  these  arrests?  You  effect  them 
as  if  you  were  arresting  some  common 
street  rowdy.  I  am  complaining  of  the 
method  of  the  arrest  of  my  hon.  Friend 
— a  method  which  may  be  extended  to 
any  of  us.  The  arrest  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  forcibly  carried  out,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  was  taken  to  the  police 
station  as  if  he  were  a  common  thief. 
My  hon.  Friend,  immediately  he  got  his 
foot  outside  this  building,  was  pounced 
upon  when  he  was  outside  the  precincts 
of  Westminster,  and  he  was  dragged 
through  the  streets  like  a  thief,  wimout 
the  police  knowing  or  caring  whether 
they  were  taking  the  right  man  into 
custody.  Sir,  I  protest  against  this,  and 
also  against  another  matter  which  has 
been  disclosed  in  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  arrest  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Sir,  it  used  to  be  the  custom, 
before  the  Speaker  was  provided  with  a 
residence  here,  for  hon.  Members,  on  the 
call  of  <'  Who  goes  home  ?  "  to  accom- 
pany the  Speaker,  in  order  to  protect 
him  from  thieves  and  robbers ;  but  now 
it  appears  that  hon.  Members  have  to  ob- 
tain protection  from  the  detectives  who  are 
waiting  ready  to  pounce  upon  them  im- 
mediately they  set  their  feet  outside  the 
gates  of  Palace  Yard,  without  even 
knowing  whether  they  may  not  be 
arresting  the  wrong  man.  I  also  pro- 
test against  another  practice  which  the 
Government  are  initiating,  and  which 
has  been  disclosed  by  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  itrrest  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  do  not  blame  the  police  in 
the  matter— I  do  not  blame  the  detec- 
tives. They  are  only  imitating  the  spirit 
of  their  masters.  If  the  Insh  detec- 
tives who  carried  off  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends  to  Ireland  the  other  day  had 
not  known  of  this  spirit  they  woidd  not 
have  refused  him  all  opportunity  for 
obtaining  refreshment  on  his  long 
journey  from  London  to  Waterford, 
and  have  dragged  him  before  the  magis- 
trates faint  with  hunger.  I  draw  a  great 
distinction  between  the  conduct  of  the 
English  police  and  that  of  the  Irish 
detectives.  I  do  not  attach  any  blame 
either  in  regard  to  discourtesy  or  mis- 
conduct to  the  English  police.  All  I 
say  is  that  there  is  a  marked  difference 
between  their  conduct  and  that  of  the 
Irish  detectives.  What  has  just  been 
disclosed  as  to  the  now  departure  of  the 
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QoTernment  in  reference  to  these 
arrests  ?  We  all  know  that  at  the 
commencement  of  every  Session  a 
Besolution  is  passed  by  this  House 
directing  the  officers  of  the  London 
police  to  make  provision  for  securing 
the  free  egress  of  hon.  Members ;  and  I 
am  sure  that  hon.  Members  will  join  me 
in  testifying  to  the  ample  courtesy 
which  cons^bles  stationed  hoth  inside 
and  outside  of  this  House  have  always 
extended  to  hon.  Members  in  reference 
to  that  part  of  their  duty.  They  are  a 
special  dass  of  men  chosen  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  and  it  is  with  much  pleasure  that 
we  see  the  same  faces  year  after  year, 
both  at  the  entrances  to  the  House  and 
in  the  Lobbies.  But,  I  would  ask,  what 
is  the  duty  that  has  now  been  imposed 
upon  those  men  by  the  Government? 
It  is  that  of  spying  about  the  House. 
They  cannot  avoid  doing  what  they  are 
ordered  to  do ;  and  in  pursuance  of  the 
new  practice  initiated  by  the  Qovern- 
ment  they  have  to  spy  after  hon.  Mem* 
bers,  and  to  give  information  to  the 
detectives  at  the  gates  with  regard  to 
those  against  whom  there  may  be 
warrants.  Sir,  I  protest  against  this. 
I  believe  that  if  the  opinions  of  those 
officers  were  known,  they  would  support 
my  protest  against  such  foreign  duties 
being  tlurust  upon  them.  I  may  remind 
tiie  House  of  the  case  of  one  of  its  hon. 
Members  who  was  pushed  back  from 
the  steps  leading  to  the  passage  be- 
neath the  dock  Tower  at  Westminster 
Bridge  by  an  officer  in  uniform  who 
had  been  placed  there  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  ingress  and  egress  of 
hon.  Members.  I  say  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  when  English 
or  Irish  Members  have  to  be  arrested, 
to  send  some  person  to  execute  the 
warrants  who  is  able  to  identify  the 
Members  in  question.  Is  it  too  much 
to  ask  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  hon.  Members  shall  be  allowed  to 
leave  the  House  without  being  pounced 
upon  by  the  detectives  in  plain  clothes 
and  dragged  off  to  Scotland  Yard? 
Some  men  are  naturally  of  a  nervous 
disposition,  and  the  shock  of  such  an 
arrest  might  kill  them,  while  others  of 
a  hasty  disposition  might  be  tempted  in 
the  heat  of  the  moment  to  commit  acts  of 
violence.  Since  Irish  Members  are  likely 
to  be  arrested  in  large  numbers,  and  since 
the  place  chosen  for  their  arrest  is  of 
all  others  at  the  gates  of  Westminster 
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Palace,  let  them  be  arrested  by  those 
who  know  them.    Do  not  call  upon  the 
constables  here  to  spy  about  and  assist 
the  detectives  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty.    I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  to  the  House  that  there  is  a  ques- 
tion of  breach  of  Privilege  involved  in 
this  matter,  if  there  be  any  Ptivilege 
whatever  accorded  to  a  Member  of  this 
House  to  come  to  it  or  go  away  from  it 
without  molestation.    It  is  true  that  if 
there  be  a  criminal  warrant  out  against 
an   hon.   Member  and  he   is  arrested 
under  it,  he  can  daim  no  Privilege ;  but 
there  was  no  such  warrant  against  my 
bon.   Friend   the    Member    for    North 
Monaghan,  for  the  warrant  was  against 
another  hon.  Member,  and  therefore,  in 
his  case,  there  clearly  has  been  a  breach 
of  Privilege.    This  question  should  be 
looked  at  as  one  concerning  the  whole 
House,  and  not  merely  as  affecting  Irish 
Members.  The  practice  adopted  lately  by 
the  Government  is  a  most  inconvenient 
one,  and  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  similar  oc- 
currences, and  as  Members  of  this  House 
I  submit  that  we  ought  to  be  free  to  go 
and  come  without  molestation  by  Irish 
detectives.    I  am  surprised  at  the  line 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  I 
hope  that  even  at  the  eleventh  hour  they 
will  see  the  propriety  of  referring  the 
question  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  and  of 
agreeing  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone}. 
They  never  ventured  to  deny  that  there 
was  a  question  of  Privilege  involved 
until  tbey  were  fortified  by  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  and  now 
they  think  that  they  are  wiser  than  you. 
Sir,  who  have  permitted  this  discussion 
to  take  place  as  a  matter  of  Privilege. 
If  there  is  no  question  of  Privilege  in- 
volved, why  are  we  discussing  this  ques- 
tion at  the  present  moment  ?    We  could 
not  have  gone  on  with  this  discussion 
in  the  position  in  which  we  are  unless  a 
question  of  Privilege  had  been  involved. 
We  have  now  the  Front  Bench  asserting 
— in   opposition  to  the  Speaker — that 
there  is  no  question  of  Privilege  involved. 
It  is  quite  possible  that  the  House  might 
not  have  decided  to  take  action  against 
any  particular   person  in  reference  to 
this  question  of  Privilege ;  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Front  %ench  opposite 
denying,  in  opposition  to  the  ruling  of 
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the  Speaker,  that  there  is  any  ques-  had  been  returned  to  Parliament,  and 

tion  of    Privilege    inyolved,    a   much  that  he  had  oome  down  to  the  House 

graver  issue  has  been  raised.    I  think  in  order  to  go  through  the  necessary 

that,   at    all    events,   the    Govemmeut  form  for  taking  his  seat,  and  that,  what- 

might  have  consented  to    the  matter  ever  might  be  the  form  of  the  inquiry, 

being  referred,  if  not  to  the  Committee  it    should    be    directed    to    ascertain 

for  PrivOeges,  to  a  small  Committee  to  whether  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
inquire  into  the  circumstances.               |  Parliament  had  been  committed  or  not. 
Mb.   HALDANE    (Haddington) :    1,1  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

rise,  not  for  the  purpose  of  protracting  the  present  Leader  of  the  House  will 

the  debate,  because  I  think  it  has  been  see  fit  on  the  present  occasion  to  follow 

made  abundantly  clear  that  a  breach  of  the  course  which  was  adopted  by  his 

Privilege  has  been  committed  in  the  Predecessor  in  the  case  of  Lord  Coch- 


arrest  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien).  That  the 
breach  of  Privilege  was  committed  inad- 
vertently and  unintentionally  is  not  less 
clear.  The  real  question  to  be  con- 
sidered is  what  course  the  House  ought 
to  take,  and  I  submit  that  the  proper 
course  is  that  this  question  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges, before  whom  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case  could  be  laid,  and 
who  would  report  what  course  the  House 
ought  to  take.  At  any  rate,  that  Com- 
mittee would  be  able  to  point  out 
whether  the  Privileges  of  this  House 
have  been  rashly  violated.  This  course 
is  not  without  precedent.  The  case  of 
Lord  Cochrane  was  substantially  like 
the  present.  Lord  Cochrane  had  been 
arrested  in  his  place  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, but  at  a  time  when  the  House  was 
not  sitting,  and  it  was  plain  that  no 
breach  of  Privilege  had  been  committed  ; 


it  was  also  plain,  as  the  Speaker  ruled  _ibatjuLMo^^®^  ^^^  c^^J  ^i^^^^^S®  ^^ '^' 


on  that  occasion,  that  the  offence— if  an 
offence  had  been  committed — was  not 
likely  to  be  repeated .  Lord  Castlereagh, 
at  that  time  the^  Leader  of  the  Tory 
Party — a  Leader  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentlema^  the  present  Leader  of  that 
Party  in  .the  House  may  be  expected  to 
regard  ta  worthy  of  some  admiration — 
however,  said  that  if  any  Gentleman  en- 
tertained a  doubt  upon  the  subject,  and 
if  anj^hon.  Member  conceived  that  the 
Privileges  of  the  House  had  been 
vioyated,  it  was  only  proper  that  the  cir- 
cuinstances  should  be  fully  inquired 
ijMo,  and  an  adequate  investigation 
jmade.  Mr.  Tierney,  who  was  Lieader 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  occasion, 
approved  of  that  proposition ;  and  Mr. 
Speaker  Abbott — ^your  Predecessor,  Sir, 
in  that  Chair — ^gave  an  important  ruling 
upon  the  matter  which,  I  think,  meets 
the  objection  of  the  Solicitor  General. 
Mr.  Speaker  said  that,  in  his  opioion, 
it  was  quite  olear  that  Lord  Cochrane 


rane. 

Thb  FntST  TX)RD  op  thu  TBEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Haldane)  has  thought 
fit  to  appeal  to  me,  I  will  at  once  re- 
spond. There  is  no  parallel  between  the 
case  of  Lord  Cochrane  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien).  In  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  a  mistake  was  made  by  a 
police  officer  in  arresting  him,  and  for 
that  mistake  an  apology  has  since  been 
made  by  the  officer  who  committed  it 
and  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  in  this  House.  No- 
thing more  could  be  extracted  even  by 
the  operations  of  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges. But  then,  Sir,  it  is  contended 
that  an  inquiry  should  take  place  by  the 
Committee  of  Privileges  in  order  that 
mistakes  may  never  be  committed  in 
future.      It  is  admitted  on  all  hands 


gards  criminal  process ;  while  it  is  also 
admitted  that  he  is  privileged  as  regards 
civil  process.  There  is,  therefore,  no 
question  in  dispute,  aud  the  matter 
comes  to  this — whether  there  is  to  bo  an 
inquiry  as  to  an  accident  which  has  been 
amply  apologized  for,  with  a  view  of 
steps  being  taken  to  prevent  its  repeti- 
tion. To  take  a  wider  interpretation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork's  (Mr.  Par- 
nell's)  words,  we  are  to  inquire  how  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  to  be  relieved  from  the 
presence  of  officers  in  this  House 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  the  last 
person  to  wish  to  attribute  to  the  hon. 
Member  anything  contrary  to  what  he 
said.  I  wish  to  give  a  correct  and  mode- 
rate interpretation  of  the  hon.  Member's 
language.  He  complained  that  the  Go- 
vernment called  upon  the  officers  of 
police  in  this  House  to  do  a  duty  from 
which  they  themselves,  at  least,  would 
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deaire  to  be  relieved.  On  tlie  part  of  the 
€k>yemment  I  repudiate  any  charge  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Do  you  deny  the 
facts? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  impose  no 
duty  whatever  upon  the  police  of  this 
House.  The  police  are  discharging  their 
duty  in  the  protection  of  Members  of  this 
House,  and  in  the  protection  of  this 
House  itself  against  the  designs  of  per- 
sons who  might  expose  Members  of  this 
House  and  the  House  itself  to  serious 
danger. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deny  that  the  police  officers 
in  the  House  of  Oommons  were  directed 
by  their  superior  officers  to  report  when 
certain  Members  of  this  House,  who 
were  afterwards  arrestedi  were  going  to 
leave  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  say  that  the 
Government  have  imposed  no  such  duties 
whatever  on  the  police.  The  facts  of 
the  case  are  these.  Warrants  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  police.  The  police  act  upon 
them,  and  it  is  their  duty  to  give  effect 
to  them,  and  they  never  apply  to  the 
Government  for  directions  as  to  the  means 
by  which  they  are  to  carry  out  and  dis- 
charge their  duties.  The  Government 
have  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
modes  and  methods  adopted  by  the 
police  in  discharge  of  their  duty. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  The  Commissioners 
of  Police  have. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  know  nothing 
whatever  of  the  CommiBsioners  of 
Police,  or  what  instructions  they  give. 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  Home  Secre- 
tary does. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  say  that  the 
main  duty  of  the  police  in  attendance  in 
this  House  is  to  see  to  the  safety  and 
protection  of  Members  of  the  House 
under  circumstances  fully  requiring  such 
protection.    The  question  has  travelled 
widely  from    tho    original    Resolution 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton).  That  hon.  Member  moved 
a  Resolution  which  it  was  simply  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  accept. 
An  indignity  has  been  offered  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr, 
P.  O'Brien),  which  we  deeply  regret. 
We  have  apologized  for  that  indignity, 
and  we  say  that,  the  facts  having  been 
fully  statod  and  admitted,  there  really 
does  not  remain  any  question  which 
could  bo  considered  by  the  Committee 
of  Privileges.    We  muat,  therefore,  ask 

Jfr.  V.  M.  Smith 


the  House  to  acoept  the  Amendment  of 
the  Attorney  General. 

MR.ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,W.): 
I  rise  as  a  private  Member  of  the  House 
to  refer  to  the  question  from  a  private 
Member's  point  of  view.    The  matter  is 
not  one  wnich  solely  affects  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  suffered  the  in- 
dignity referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  sought 
to  establish  a  distinction  between  the 
Government  of  the  day  and  the  polioo 
employed  in  this  House,  and  has  de- 
clined to  accept  any  responsibility  for  the 
action  of  the  police,    if  it  be  the  case 
that  the  Government  have  no  respon- 
sibility for  the  action  of  the  police,  I 
want  to  know  why  the  Government  have 
taken    upon  themselves    the  duty  of 
ooming  aown   here    and    making   an 
apology  to  a  private  Member  ?    Surely 
it  is  no  more  difficult  for  the  Government 
^  to  make  an  apology  to  a  private  Mem- 
I  ber  than  it  is  to  make  an  apology  to  any 
/  other  section  of  the  House.    Therefore, 
!  they  cannot  but  feel  that  responsibility 
rests  upon  them  in  some  measure  for  the 
action  of  the  police.     Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  under- 
take to  say  that  he  had  no  knowledge 
of  tho  instructions  given  to  the  police  in 
reference  to   the  arrest  of  indiridnal 
Members  of  this  House?    We  want  an 
assurance  on  that  subject.     We  have 
all   gloried  in  the   traditions    of  tiiis 
House,  and  we  know  the  way  in  which 
tlie    FcLvileges    of    the    House    have 
been  regardM^^  the  past.    We  be- 
lieve   that    an    inq<tiry    is    necessary, 
because    we    think    il»^ught    to    be 
placed   on    record    now  1^    ^®  *f® 
equally  jealous  of  those  Pi|jil®ges  in 
regard  to  the  humblest  Memo^f  ^^  ^® 
House.    I  confess  that  it  is  a  p^'  ^^' 
solation  to  any  hon.  Member  "w^  ^** 
suffered  an  indignity  to  bo  told  i^*  ^* 
has  been  inflicted  upon  him  simpZ  l'^ 
cause  of  a  mistake  of  the  police.  It 
it  devolves  upon    tho  Government** 
clear  the  police  of  this  m&tter ;  and  ^ 
far  from  believing  that  there  Is  no  c^i 
for  inquiry  by  the  Oommitteo  of  PrivV 
leges,  I  concede  that  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  House  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  matter.    An  apology  has 
been  made,^  first,  by  the  superior  officer 
of  the  police,   and,   secondly,   by  the 
Home  Secretary;    but   that  doee  not 
satisfy  us  that  there  might  not  be  the 
same  motives  at  work  by  which  aome 
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further  indignity  might  be  offered  to  a 
Member  of  this  House.  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  enough  for  the  House  to  know 
that  an  indignity  has  been  perpetrated) 
and,  having  charge  of  the  dignity  of 
Parliament,  it  ought  at  once  to  assent 
to  the  Motion  tluit  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  ought  to  inquire  into  the 
matter  in  order  that  it  may  be  cleared 
up.  The  mere  fact  that  we  have  roam- 
ing about  the  Metropolis  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  this  Mouse  such  odious 
creatures,  in  my  eyes,  as  detectives  con- 
stitutes a  reason  why  the  matter  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges, in  order  to  prevent  such  an  event 
as  this  from  occurring  in  future.  At 
any  rate,  we  ought  to  make  a  protest 
against  this,  if  we  are  at  all  jealous  of 
the  ancient  Privileges  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  Before  you  put  the  Ques- 
tion, Sir,  I  venture  to  suggest  to  my  hon. 
Friends  above  and  below  the  Gangway 
that  the  best  course  to  attain  the  object 
we  have  in  view  would  be  to  allow  the 
Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
become  the  Main  Question,  and  we 
should  then  be  able  to  divide  on  an 
Amendment  to  that  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  this  Hoase  regrets  an 
iodignity  should  have  heen  offered  to  the 
hononrahle  Memhor  for  North  Monaghan,  hut, 
connidering  it  to  have  heen  a  mistaKe  on  the 
part  of  the  Police  Officer,  does  not  think  it 
necessary  to  proceed  farther  with  the  matter ' 
he  there  added." 

Amendment   proposed   to   the    said 

Amendment, 

To  leave  oat  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  hut "  to  the  end  of  the  Amendment,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  '*  the  drcumstances  attending 
his  arrest  he  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges of  this  House,  to  consider  whether  any 
or  what  action  should  he  taken  thereupon,  and 
what  measures  should  ho  taken  to  prevent  such 
occurrences  in  the  future." — {Mr.  John  Morley.) 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

The  Kouae  divided : — Ayes  246;  Noes 
151 :  Majority  95. 


AYES. 


Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 

Amheret,  W.  A.  T. 
Aastrather,  H.  T. 


Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  ICajor  G.  E. 


Barnes,  A. 

Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 

Bartlev,  G.  0.  T. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 

Dates,  Sir  E. 

Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poor 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddnlph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkheck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruoe,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  tt. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Camphell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  K. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Churchui,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomh,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
CommereU,  AdmL  Sir 

J.E. 
Compton,  F. 
Corhett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cuhitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  U.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  B. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 


Dngdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colon^  F. 
Duncomhe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Visooont 
Eloho,  Lord 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farouharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,   Lieut.  -  Gen. 

R.J. 
Ferp^usson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  S. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall.  C. 
Halsev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  0.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanhury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holloway,  G. 
Houldsworth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hosier,  J .  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  £. 
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Hashes -Hallett,  Col. 

F.  O. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  B. 
JarviSy  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King-Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knatchhull-Hagessen, 

H.T. 
Knowles,  L, 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
liawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea.T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowthcr,  J.  W. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Manners,    right    hon. 

Lord  J.  J.  R. 
Maplo,  J.  B. 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.  T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 


Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Cai>tain  F.  T. 
Plunket,    righi    hon. 

D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Rothschild,  Baron    F. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 

M. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  right 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Elarr,  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Swotenharo,  E. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorburn,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Wnlsh,  hon.  A.  II.  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmoro,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

WoHley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  £.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Wahpond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Aiquith,  n.  H. 


NOES. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barry,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 


Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bradlau^,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Br<NuihurBt,  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell'  Ban  norman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Cavan,  Earl  of 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.   H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Croosley,  £. 
DiUwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Finucane,  J. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Forstor,  Sir  C. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  8.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harris,  M. 
Haydon,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
IlUngworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Kay -Shuttle  worth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny.  C.  S. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  U.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maolnnes,  M, 
M'Arthnr,  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 


McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M*Donald,  P. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M<Lu«n,  W.  S.  B. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Mamm,  B.  Mt 
^layne,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Montagu,  8. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Moigan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nohrn,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
OHea,  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Parnell,  C.  8. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
Portman,  hon.  £.  B. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reid,  R.lT. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Shell,  E. 

Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stinsfeld,   right  hon. 

Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stewart,  H. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherluxd,  A. 
Thomas,  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 

Warmington,  C.  IL 
Watt,IL 
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Wayman,  T. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamflon,  8. 
Wilion,  H.  J. 
Woodall,  W. 


Wright,  0. 

TBLLBR8. 

Flowor,  C. 
Morley,  A. 


Main  QuestioD,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Besolved,  That  this  House  regrets  that  an 
indignity  should  hare  been  offered  to  the 
honourable  Member  for  North  Monaghan,  but, 
considering  it  to  have  been  a  mistake  on  the 
part  of  the  Police  Officer,  does  not  think  it 
necessary  to  proceed  further  with  the  matter. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  T. 


ADDRESS    IN  ANSWER  TO    HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[third  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  February. J — 
[See  page  64.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that  as 
another  of  the  right  hon/  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary's  ''criminals"  he  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  few 
minutes  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Coercion  Act  had  been  administered  in 
Ireland.     That  Act  had  been  adminis- 
tered in  Ireland  with  unmitigated  fero- 
city.    He   had  personal  knowledge  of 
the  way  in  which  it  had  been  adminis- 
tered, and  he  oonld  say  that,  instead  of 
its  being  used  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  and  detecting  crime,  it  had  been 
used  for  an  entirely  different  purpose — 
namely,  for  assisting  rack-renting  land- 
lords in  exacting  unfair  rents  and  the 
torture  of  the  political  opponents  of  the 
Government.     He  refused  to  call  it  a 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act.    It  was 
a  Coercion  Act,  and  it  was  intended  as 
such,  and  as  such  it  was  being  used  at 
the  present  moment.     The  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  not,  howerer,  imagined  that 
the  Irish  Qovemment  would  find  such 
pliant  and  ready  tools  to  their  hands  as 
the  roving,  resident,  removable  magis- 
trates  who  had  been  called  on  to  admi- 
nister the  Act.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  took  credit  to  himself  for 
a  diminution  of  crime,  and  had  asserted 
that  such  diminution  was  due  to  the 
working  of  the  Act.    But  that  was  not 
thecase^  The  fact  was  that  such  diminu- 


tion  in  the  amount  of  crime  as  might  be 
was  traceable  to  the  Home  Bule  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  TMr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
which  had  enabled  the  priests  and  leaders 
of  the  people  to  control  the  less  ame- 
nable class  of  the  population,  and  which 
had  infused  a  better  feeling  into  the 
hearts  of  the  people.    The  only  parts  of 
the  country  whero  crime  had  increased 
were  just  those  parts  in  which  the  Na- 
tional League  had  been  suppressed,  and 
where  it  had  been  prevented  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ftam  exercising  its  be- 
neficent sway  over  the  people.    In  the 
constituency  of  the  county  of  Cork  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  arresting  respect* 
able  shopkeepers,  traders,  and  farmers, 
and  senaing  them  to  gaol  as  common 
criminals  for  what  was  no  crime  ;  and 
he  himself  was  shortly  to  go  through 
the  farce  of  a  trial  for  having  made  a 
speech  to  his  constituents  in  which  he 
advised  them  to  enter  into  legitimate 
combination  for  the  assertion  of  their 
legal  rights.  Wherever  there  was  strife 
or  conflict  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
owing  to  the  exorbitant  demands  of  the 
landlord,  there  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  with  his  Act 
and  his  removable  magistrates  daily  at 
work  passing  sentences  of  extraordinary 
severity  on  men  as  honourable  as  any 
hon.  Member  who  sat  in  that  House. 
All  the  men  who  had  been  proceeded 
against  under  this  Act  in  his  constitu- 
ency were    hard-working,    respectable 
men,  of  irreproachable  character.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  step  by  step 
advancing  to  the  inclusion  of  priests  and 
Members  of  that  House ;  but  he  could 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he 
was  going  to  tranquillize  Ireland  with 
his  accursed  Coercion  Act  in  that  way, 
he  would  have  to  proceed  much  further 
and  arrest  every  able-bodied  man  in  the 
community    who    happened    to    be    a 
Nationalist.    As  an  instance  of  the  in- 
justice perpetrated  under  the  Act,  he 
would  refer  to  a  case  which  occurred  at 
Kanturk.     Five  shopkeepers  had  been 
indicted  for  conspiring  to  refuse  to  deal 
with  a  certain  person.    Those  men,  he 

Sointed  out,  as  nad  been  shown  in  evi- 
ence,  had  had  no  oommnnication  what- 
ever with  one  another  on  the  subject, 
but  were  convicted  notwithstanding  by 
two  roving  magistrates,  and  sentenced 
to  two  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
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labour.  He  contended  that  exclusive 
dealings  such  as  this,  was  porfectlj 
legal,  both  under  the  Common  Law  and 
under  the  Ooercion  Act.  There  were 
many  similar  cases  which  he  could  give 
the  House.  If  his  constituents  and 
others  were  exposed  to  these  terrible 
risks,  whether  they  could  afford  it  or 
not,  they  would  be  compelled  to  take 
costly  proceedings  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  or  Exchequer,  while,  in 
the  meantime,  gross  injustice  was  being 
perpetrated.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  that  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  tending  to  the  pacification 
of  Ireland — did  he  think  he  was  in- 
creasing respect  for  law  and  order  in 
Ireland  by  proceedings  of  this  kind  all 
over  the  country  ?  He  had  seen  decisions 
of  the  Besideni  Magistrates  which 
ahooked  all  ideas  of  justice.  The  very 
last  case  charged  was  that  some  men 
wore  cards  in  their  hats  when  going  to 
church  on  Sunday,  and  that  they  were 
seen  going  into  the  priest's  house  an 
hour  or  two  after  the  service.  The  police 
were  asked,  was  it  not  possible  that  they 
might  be  meetings  for  purposes  of  the 
chapel?  and  the  police  could  not  say 
*  *  no  "  to  that  question.  There  had  been 
a  very  suspicious  connection  between  a 
certain  speech  delivered  in  Manchester 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  subse- 
quent proceedings  in  Ireland.  Very 
shortly  after  that  speech  it  became  the 
rule  with  the  Besident  Magistrates  to 
give  one  month's  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  in  order  to  suspend  the 
power,  of  appeal.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  was  at  the  present  moment 
Buffering  two  months'  imprisonment  in 
Tullamore  Gaol  under  two  sentences  of 
one  month  each.  His  counsel  asked  to 
have  a  case  stated,  but  this  was  refused ; 
it  was  asked  that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Becorder  of  Cork,  so  that 
the  sentence  might  be  increased  in  order 
to  give  the  right  of  appeal.  But  that 
was  only  a  few  days  after  the  Manches- 
ter speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
the  whip  was  in  the  air,  and  the  terriers 
knew  too  well  to  disobey  their  masters. 
In  another  case,  which  occurred  a  few 
days  ago,  of  the  printer  of  a  certain 
Cork  newspaper,  it  was  proved  at  the 
trial  that  he  had  as  much  control  of  the 
matter  which  went  into  that  newspaper 
as  the  printer's  devil  or  the  messenger 
vho  delivered  it  to   the  subscribers; 
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and  yet,  because  that  newspaper  con- 
tained a  report  of  a  meeting  of  a  sup- 
pressed branch  of  the  League,  the  printer 
got  two  months'  imprisonment — one 
month  each  on  two  charges.  Again,  it 
was  asked  that  the  sentence  should  be 
increased ;  but  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  too  recent,  the  man 
was  denied  the  right  of  appeal,  and  was 
then  undergoing  punishment.  It  was 
not  alone  that  they  had  the  printer  im- 
prisoned for  two  months — the  very  boys 
who  sold  the  paper  were  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  constables  all 
over  the  streets.  Then  there  was  the  case 
of  a  poor  woman,  who  was  pursued  and 
threatened  for  selling  Ths  Cark£xamimer 
and  Hinrald,  These  were  specimens  of 
the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
which,  they  were  told,  was  so  carefully 
carried  out.  They  had  been  told  that 
crime  had  greatly  diminished  in  Ireland, 
but  Irish  Members  contended  that  the 
abatement  of  crime  was  due  to  other 
circumstances  than  the  Coercion  Act.  It 
was  somewhat  due  to  legislation  ;  but  it 
was  largely  the  result  of  the  different 
feeling  entertained  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land towards  the  people  of  this  country, 
which  feeling  had  oeen  greatly  ixnproved 
and  strengthened  by  the  visits  to  Ireland 
of  hon.  Members  of  that  House  and 
other  gentlemen.  There  was  one  thing 
in  connection  with  this  Act  and  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  he  desired  to  refer  to;  and  that 
was  that  for  his  part,  and  so  far  as  the 
majority  of  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  were  concerned,  they  did  not 
take  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  regard  to  Boycotting  on  his 
own  showing.  They  wanted  to  know 
how  those  figures  had  been  obtained, 
but  they  had  no  facilities  whatever  for 
testing  the  Betums.  He  refused  to  ac- 
cept the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman altogether ;  and,  what  was  more, 
he  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
this  Act  continued  in  operation  much 
longer,  he  feared  that  Boycotting  would 
increase  rather  than  diminish.  For  his 
own  part,  he  regretted  Boycotting  as 
heartily  as  any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House.  But  he  maintained 
that  it  was  the  lesser  of  two  evils,  audit 
was  in  many  cases,  unfortunatdy,  the 
only  protection  which  a  persecuted 
people  had  been  able  to  devise;  and 
untu  some  better  protection  coidd  be 
afforded^  they  would  adhere  to  it  in  spite 
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of  tbe  way  in  which  this  Act  had  been 
admioistered.  He  had  ^hown  the  House 
and  the  country  the  extraordinary  and 
eccentrio  conduct  of  many  of  the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrates  in  Ireland.  There 
were  some  magistrates  who  stood  out 
in  bold  relief  from  the  rest ;  but  he  be- 
lieved Irish  Members  would  be  able  to 
show  that  this  Act,  instead  of  being  care- 
fully carried  into  effect  for  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland,  the  restoration  of  social 
order,  and  increasing  respect  for  the 
law  in  Ireland,  had  been  carried  out  for 
totally  different  purposes;  that  it  had 
been  carried  into  effect  for  the  purpose 
of  breaking  down  the  legitimate  orga- 
nization of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  if 
not  with  the  intention,  at  any  rate  with 
the  result,  of  goading  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  a  pitch  of  exasperation. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S. )  said,  that  according  to  the  statement 
of  his  hon^  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Cork  (Mr.  Flynn)  it  would  appear  that 
there  were  crimes  and  conspiracies  in 
Ireland  other  than  those  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was 
attempting  to  put  down ;  it  seemed  there 
were  conspiracies  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  people  under  the  law  who 
otherwise  would  not  have  come  within 
the  cognizance  of  the  magistrates  who 
administered  the  law.  But  though 
according  to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gra- 
cious Speech  one  class  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land had  diminished,  another  was  on  the 
increase.  If  it  were  true,  as  was  stated 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  that  crime  had 
decreased,  it  was  only  what  had  been 
contended  by  Irish  Members  during  the 
diecussions  which  took  place  in  that 
House  on  the  Coercion  Bill  of  last  year. 
They  had  contended  that  crime  had 
been  greatly  on  the  increase  in  Ireland, 
and  that  it  only  reached  a  greater  ex- 
tent on  the  day  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  introduced  the  Coercion  Bill  as 
compared  with  what  it  was  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
was  closeted  with  Lord  Garnarron  on 
the  subject  of  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people.  Long  before  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced tho  Judges  had  gone  round  the 
country,  and  they  had  nothing  to  do  in 
return  for  their  bloated  salaries  but  to 
congratulate  the  country  on  the  diminu- 
tion of  crime,  and  to  give  white  glores 
to  the  Sheriffs.  He  had  noticed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the   Chief 


Secretary  for  Ireland  blamed  Lord 
Spencer  for  the  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  Although  he  (Mr.  John 
O'Connor)  had  suffered  at  his  hands,  he 
took  the  earliest  opportunity  of  bearing 
his  testimony  to  the  character  of  Lord 
Spencer.  That  noble  Lord  said  that 
after  looking  into  the  organizations  in 
Ireland  he  was  obliged  to  confess  that 
there  was  not  one  tittle  of  evidence  which 
connected  the  Irish  Leaders  with  crime 
and  outrage.  But  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  while  Lord  Spencer  had  struck 
them  scTerely,  and  had  put  down  orime 
with  a  strong  hand,  he  restored  those 
rights  which  were  now  being  filched 
from  the  people  of  Ireland;  he  found 
that  tho  right  of  combination  had  been 
taken  away  from  them  and  he  restored 
it,  while  he  left  the  country  freer  from 
crime  and  outrage  than  it  was  before. 
Therefore  it  was  mat  he  would  stand  up 
in  that  House  and  defend  the  character 
of  Lord  Spencer  against  the  attack 
made  upon  bim  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Treasury  Bench.  But 
did  not  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  against  the  administra* 
tion  of  the  Coercion  Act  ?  A  ^ti  quoque 
was  no  argument  at  all;  and  if  those 
magistrates  who  the  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  said  had  been 
appointed  by  his  Predeoessors  had  ad- 
ministered the  Act  in  a  severe  manner  it 
was  because  they  were  taking  their  tone 
from  those  above  them.  Irish  Members 
knew  well  how  it  was  that  every  man 
engaged  in  the  execution  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  was  permeated  with  the  spirit 
which  prevailed  in  Dublin  Castle. 
Now,  although  it  might  be  endeavoured 
to  prevent  Irish  Members  examining  into 
the  character  of  those  magistrates,  they 
would  do  so  nevertheless.  One  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate,  Mr.  Eaton,  stated 
the  other  day  in  Court  that  he  did  not 
want  any  direct  evidence  to  find  his 
prisoners  guilty ;  he  had  been  informed 
that  his  victims  were  seen  coming  home 
from  Mass  with  cards  of  the  National 
League  in  their  hats ;  their  appearance 
alone  was  sufficient  for  him,  and  he 
sentenced  them  to  a  month's  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.  Again,  with 
regard  to  another  Besident  Magistrate, 
Upon  the  day  on  which  Mr.  Dillon 
sentenced  Mr.  Blunt  to  prison  he  him- 
self was  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  and 
yet  the  bankrupt  magistrate  was  con- 
sidered fit  to  hold  Her  Majesty's  (Jomi- 
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xnisfiion  and  to  consign  Mr.  Blant  to 
prison  for  tvo  months  with  hard  labour. 
Then  they  had  before  them  the  character 
of  Mr.  Stokes.  Mr.  Stokes  was  a  man 
who  stood  upon  no  legalitj  whatever ; 
he  did  not  care  whether  the  course  he 
took  was  legal  or  illegal  so  long  as  he 
pleased  his  masters  ;  he  was  a  man  who 
had  outraged  every  form  of  legality  in 
Ireland,  and  was  the  magistrate  who  had 
held  under  arrest  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork,  in  whose  case  the 
Judge,  who  sentenced  him,  said  there 
was  no  legality  for  his  arrest ;  and 
although  he  trampled  on  all  the  forms 
of  thelaw,  yet  this  man  was  selected  by 
the  Government.  Then  there  was  Mr. 
Ourran,  whom  the  Government  had  ap- 
pointed to  administer  this  Act ;  and  Mr. 
Uurran  was  the  man  who  said  that 
Glenbeigh  was  the  happiest  and  most 
prosperous  part  of  Ireland.  He  came 
now  to  the  character  of  another  gentle- 
man who  had  played  an  important  part 
in  the  South  of  Ireland^Oaptain  Sea- 
grave.  Oaptain  Seagrave,  whom  they 
were  in  a  position  to  be  able  to  judge 
out  of  his  own  mouth  as  to  his  fitness 
for  the  post  of  Eesident  Magistrate, 
was  asked  the  following  questions  in 
Oourt: — 

'*  How  long  have  you  been  a  Resident  Magis- 
trate P — About  one  year.  I  think  the  16th 
October  last  was  the  exact  date  of  my  appoint- 
ment. 

Where  did  you  get  your  legal  training  tor 
your  position  of  Magistrate  ?— I  had  no  legal 
training. 

Captain,  where  did  you  get  jour  military 
training  ? — In  South  Africa. 

Did  you  ever  get  a  Commission  in  the  Home 
Army  P — Never. 

Did  you  try  ? — I  did. 

Did  you  fail  P-I  did. 

Did  you  try  once  more  to  got  it  P — 1  tried  once 
more  for  the  preliminary,  and  passed  the  second 
preliminary. 

Did  you  try  again  P— I  tried  a  third  time  and 
failed— not  very  ignominiously  I  must  say. 

At  what  time  was  that  P — I  think  about  the 
year  1876. 

Can  you  tell  us  whether  these  interesting 

S[ualification8  were  mentioned  in  the  application 
or  the  Resident  Magistracy  P— Certainly  not. 

Did  Her  Majesty's  Government  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire  before  or  after  that  time  P — 
I  cannot  say. 

How  long  after  your  failure  to  get  into  the 
Army  did  you  leave  for  Uie  Cape  P  —  Very 
shortly. 

Did  you  pass  an  examination  there  for  your 
captaincy  P — I  passed  no  examination." 

Oaptain  Seagrave  then  went  on  to  saj 
that  he  was  for  three  years  a  prirate 
at  the  Oape,   and  having  been  asked 
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what    Statute    the  Biot  Act   was,    he 
replied — 

**  I  do  not  know  ;  I  will  tell  you  if  you  allow 
me  to  look  in  my  pocket.  I  do  not  see  why  I 
should  be  examined  about  my  legal  know- 
ledge." 

Mr.  Harrington,   continuing  the    exa- 
mination, then  said — 

"  If  I  were  to  be  prosecuted  in  the  morning 
you  would,  perhaps,  be  one  of  the  magistrates 
to  try  me.*' 

To  which  Oaptain  Seagrave  replied — 
<*  I  am  not  a  legal  Resident  Magistrate." 

Would  the  House  helieve  that  this 
man,  after  he  failed  to  pass  his  exa- 
minations for  the  Army  and  had  served 
as  a  private  in  the  Oape  Mounted  Bifles 
for  several  jears — after  he  failed  to  be 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  sergeant — 
nevertheless  had  been  found  worthy  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  the 
position  of  Besident  Magistrate,  to  have 
the  lives  of  the  people  in  his  power,  and 
to  have  power  to  order  charges  of  the 
police  ?  And  this  was  the  man  who  had 
been  appointed  to  the  district  where  hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Oork 
(Mr.  Lane)  would  be  tried  next  week. 
It  was  men  of  this  character,  of  whom 
he  had  given  instances— and  whose 
number  could  be  multiplied  almost  at 
will — that  were  administering  the  Ooer- 
cion  Act  in  Ireland ;  and  these  were  the 
men  who  were  really  goading  the  people 
into  insurrection.  The  passage  in  Her 
Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  refer- 
ring to  crime  in  Ireland  was  presaged 
at  Manchester  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uhief  Secretcuyi 
who  said  that  the  National  League  was 
«wobbUng."  But  did  it  look  like 
wobbling  when  the  branches  of  the 
League  which  were  suppressed  still  con- 
tinued to  hold  their  meetings,  or  when 
the  applications  to  that  organization  had 
been  increased  fourfold  since  the  sup- 
pression of  those  branches  ?  There  was 
no  evidence  of  this  in  the  fact  that  news- 
papers continued  to  publish  day  by  day 
reports  of  the  meetings  of  those  branches. 
The  Government  might  imprison  the 
members  of  the  branches,  but  the 
branches  themselves  would  continue  to 
meet,  and  the  newspapers  would  con- 
tinue to  report  their  proceedings ;  and 
while  those  things  continued  he  said 
that  the  League  did  not  wobble,  and 
that  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
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The  Ooeroion  Act  was  not  paased  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  down  outrage ;  but  it 
was  enaoted  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  the  just  oombination  of  the  Irish 
people.  But  the  spirit  of  the  people 
was  untamed.  Crime  and  outrage  had 
deoreased ;  and  he  was  glad  that  it  had 
decreased.  Irish  Members  had  done 
their  best  all  along,  without  the  aid  of 
the  Coercion  Act,  to  keep  the  people 
within  the  bounds  of  law  and  reason. 
The  only  time  when  crime  increased 
was  when  Irish  Members  were  in  Her 
Majesty's  prisons ;  but  since  then  they 
had  used  their  best  endeavours  to  reduce 
orime  and  outrage  in  Ireland,  and  he 
denied  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  claim  the  credit  for  what 
had  taken  place.  He  was  quite  sure 
that  they  would  receive  from  posterity 
and  histoxy  a  favourable  judgment.  He 
was  also  satisfied  with  this — ^for  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  have  to 
depend  for  his  fame  on  a  weak  and 
washy  imitation  of  the  policy  once  called 
''thorough,"  the  Irish  people  would 
receive  credit,  because  they  had  main- 
tained under  oppression  a  virtuous  per- 
severance in  a  cause  which  would  be  the 
delight  of  generations  to  come. 

UsL.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.)  said,  that 
as  one  of  the  criminals  under  the  Act 
paraed  last  year  he  had  been  sentenced 
to  four  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  and  a  proper  amount  of  stone- 
breaking— 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  BLANE«  continuing,  submitted 
that  he  had  the  same  Constitutional 
rights  as  any  Englishman  or  Scotchman. 
Bepreaenting,  as  he  did,  the  most 
populous  county  in  Ulster,  he  could 
apeak  for  the  XJlster  men,  because  the 
National  Party  held  the  majority  of  the 
representation  of  that  Province.  The 
term  of  imprisonment  referred  to  had 
been  given  to  him  for  words  which 
would  be  altogether  innocent  if  spoken 
by  an  Englishman  or  Scotchman.  He 
had  been  charged  with  inciting  to  the 
non-payment  of  rent.  He  held  that  he 
had  Uie  right  to  do  that.  In  this  country 
he  could  do  so,  where  it  was  not  an 
indictable  offence ;  he  could  tell  men  in 
England  not  to  fulfil  their  contracts  and 
take  the  consequences,  and  in  doing  so 


he  ahould  be  committinff  no  crime.  No 
number  of  wooden-headed  barristers  in 
Trinity  College  could  make  it  criminal 
in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Blane)  was  in* 
vited  to  RO  to  an  Ulster  county,  where 
the  landlord  ground  the  faces  oE  the 
poor  to  such  an  extent  that  the  people 
had  to  obtain  assistance  from  the  cnarity 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  America. 
He  found  that  if  the  assistance  took  the 
form  of  mone^,  the  landlord  seized  it  in 
payment  of  his  rent ;  and  if  it  was  in  the 
shape  of  seed,  he  waited  until  the  crop 
had  ripened  and  then  reaped  it.  He 
was  actually  not  ashamed  to  do  this,  and 
to  leave  the  people  to  starvation.  The 
gentleman  who  acted  in  this  way  was  a 
cousin  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  named 
Stewart.  The  tenants  used  to  be  served 
with  processes  at  Lifford,  some  50  miles 
distant,  to  which  place  there  was  no  rail- 
way, and  soon  afterwards  a  man  would 
come  down,  and  without  any  warrant 
from  the  County  Court  Judge  levy  black- 
mail, and  carry  off  the  horses  and  cattle. 
This  man  committed  a  crime  under  the 
colour  of  the  law.  He  (Mr.  Blane) 
went  into  the  district,  caused  the  man 
to  be  prosecuted,  and  for  this  inter- 
vention he  got  four  months'  imprison- 
ment  with  hard  labour.  He  held 
that  that  was  a  grave  public  scandal. 
If  any  hon.  Gentleman  could  show 
him  anything  like  that  in  any  other 
country  he  would  throw  up  the  sponge. 
He  was  brought  before  two  huf-pay 
troopers,  and  got  four  months'  imprison- 
ment, because  he  told  the  people  not  to 
pay  the  rents  as  they  were  not  legally 
due.  What  was  the  definition  of  rent 
legally  due?  Bent  was  not  legally 
due  until  some  Court  adjudicated 
upon  it,  and  issued  a  decree.  He  had 
known  landlords  issue  processes  in  re- 
spect to  rents  which  were  not  legally  due. 
He  had  known  landlords  issue  processes 
when  receipts  had  been  given  by  the 
agents  of  Uie  property.  He  held  that 
the  Crimea  Act  was  used  for  purposes  of 
private  vengeance.  Nothing  could  be 
more  clearly  demonstrated  than  that  the 
half- pay  troopers  who  administered  this 
martial  law  in  Ireland  had  no  idea  of 
civil  law  or  civil  authority.  Anything 
which  they  regarded  as  against  discipline 
they  punished  with  the  utmost  severity. 
There  were  many  offences  under  martial 
law  which  would  be  no  offence  in  the 
eve  of  a  civil  magistrate.  The  Irish 
Seeident  Magistrates,  who  were  taken 
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firom  the  Army  and  Navy,  were  not  fit 
to  adminitter  Oivil  Law.  If  lie  wore  to 
put  the  question  to  them — ''How  do 
you  know  the  rent  is  legally  due?" 
they  would  not  be  able  to  give  him  an 
answer.  In  his  case  a  warrant  was 
issued  for  his  arrest.  Under  the  Act 
the  Besident  Magistrates  could  have 
proceeded  against  him  by  ordinary 
summons,  and  if  he  had  refused  to 
appear  on  the  summons  they  could  then 
have  issued  a  warrant.  They  chose  to 
issue  a  warrant  at  once,  and  in  the 
morning,  long  before  daylight,  his 
humble  dwelling  was  surrounded  by 
breechloaders  and  bayonets.  He  was 
in  bed  at  the  time.  He  spoke  to  the 
officer  in  charge  from  his  bedroom 
window.  He  was  scarcely  allowed  to 
dress— at  least,  he  was  told  he  must  be 

Suick  about  it  or  they  would  force  in  the 
oor.  In  short,  he  was  treated  a$  a 
▼agabond.  Now,  he  was  the  first  Com- 
moner in  County  Armagh,  and  con- 
tended that  the  authorities  had  no  right 
to  treat  him  in  the  way  he  had  described. 
He  did  not  wish  to  shirk  responsibility 
for  any  act  of  his,  and  he  never  would 
advise  a  man  to  do  that  which  he  was 
not  quite  willing  to  do  himself.  He  did 
not  mean  to  apply  to  the  Government  to 
make  his  term  of  imprisonment  less. 
Whether  his  imprisonment  extended 
over  four  months  or  12  months  it  was 
all  the  same  to  him.  He  felt  called 
upon  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  people  he 
found  oppressed.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  to 
defend  their  constituents.  He  and  his 
hon.  Friends  would  go  to  prison  in  the 
cause  of  the  defence  of  the  people. 
They  were  holdfasts  in  their  constituent 
des,  and  the  Government  did  not  dare 
to  contest  their  seats.  They  had  not 
ventured  to  oppose  him.  Why  was 
that?  He  had  the  confidence  of  the 
people ;  but  he  had  not  the  confidence  of 
the  Castle,  or  of  the  administrators  of 
this  martial  law.  There  was  another 
landlord  in  the  district  called  Olphert. 
His  son,  John  Olphert,  was  the  first 
(Gentleman  in  Waiting  at  the  Castle;  he 
was  a  Silver  Stick,  or  something  of  the 
sort,  and  walked  backwards.  This  man 
put  on  the  screw  in  the  Castle,  and 
assisted  in  getting  the  warrant  issued 
against  him  (Mr.  Blane).  Now,  when 
he  was  brought  to  Letterkenny  a  half- 
pay  trooper  committed  him  to  Derry 
Qaol,  and  refused  bail.    Subsequently, 
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the  magistrate  held  him  to  bail ;  but  so 
gross  was  his  ignorance  of  law  that  he 
would  only  hold  him  to  bail  in  £1,000. 
Could  they  point  to  any  such  scandal  in 
England?  At  most,  his  offence  only 
amounted  to  a  misdemeanour,  and  yet 
he  was  held  to  bail  in  £1,000.  That 
was  excessive  bail.  His  treatment  in 
that  respect,  too,  was  contrary  to  all 
ideas  of  the  administration  of  Civil  Law. 
Tie  was  confident  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  would  not  say  that  a  man 
should  be  held  to  bail  in  £1,000  for 
misdemeanour.  At  the  time  'of  his 
arrest  the  parish  priest  of  Gweedore  was 
arrested.  The  rev.  gentleman  came  down 
to  the  funeral  of  the  late  Catholic 
Primate,  and  he  was  there  and  then 
arrested.  He  was  taken  through  Belfast 
and  on  to  Derry,  and  there  lodged  in 
gaol.  A  second  clergyman,  the  Bev. 
Daniel  Stephens,  was  also  arrested  about 
the  same  time.  Both  these  clergymen 
were  arrested  because  they  came  to  the 
defence  of  their  people  against  a  man 
who  was  levying  blackmail.  Why  should 
not  these  gentlemen  come  to  the  rescue 
of  the  people  ?  Manifestly,  it  was  their 
duty  to  do  so.  What  was  the  use  of  a 
pastor  having  a  flock  unless  he  defended 
them  ?  What  was  the  use  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  unless  he  was  prepared  to 
stand  up  in  defence  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people?  He  and  the  rev.  gentleman 
he  had  referred  to  were  quite  willing  to 
undergo  any  imprisonment  in  the  cause 
they  had  espoused.  The  men  who  put 
them  in  o^aol  would  not  always  bo  sitting 
comfortably  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
There  would  be  a  wag  of  the  pendulum 
which  would  bring  them  to  the  Opposi* 
tion  Benches;  and  except  the  close 
Corporation  of  landlords  in  Trinity 
College,  which  always  preserved  Trinity 
College  from  Land  Acts,  very  few  would 
regret  the  change.  He  asserted  that 
unless  the  people  of  England  realized 
that  it  was  to  their  interest  to  take  up  the 
cause  of  Ireland,  thoy  also  would  soon 
lose  their  liberties.  The  people  of  Ire* 
land  had  lost  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing, and  the  people  of  England  had  lost 
the  same  right.  The  occurrences  which 
caused  so  much  consternation  in  London 
not  long  ago  were  the  result  of  the  per- 
formances in  Ireland.  He  was  sure  it 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  prove  to 
the  House  the  necessity  of  his  action  in 
Donegal.    The  British  public  knew  the 
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jhcti  oolj  too  well.  They  knew  that 
but  for  the  sabscriptions  of  the  oharitable 
people  in  this  country,  the  people  of 
Oweedore  and  other  places  woula  have 
perished  not  by  hundreds,  but  by  tiiou- 
sands.  Much  of  the  money,  howerer, 
was  taken  by  the  landlords  and  by  the 
bailiff  for  bogus  law  costs  and  black- 
mail. When  he  was  arrested  he  had  a 
guard  as  large  as  that  which  followed 
the  Queen  down  Piceadilly  on  the  14th 
of  June.  He  never  had  such  a  follow- 
ing in  his  life,  and  he  was  highly  de- 
lighted at  the  honour  paid  him.  But 
did  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  or  anybody  else  in 
the  House  believe  that  the  cost  of  the 
troops  would  be  defrayed  by  the  people 
of  Chf  eedore  and  the  other  districts  con- 
cerned ?  Certainly,  it  would  not.  The 
people  were  too  poor  to  keep  the  troops, 
who  had  to  make  a  forced  march 
because  there  were  no  means  of  accom- 
modating them  in  the  district.  All  the 
expense  incurred  would  have  been 
avoided  if  the  landlords  had  come  to  some 
sort  of  terms  with  their  tenants.  Griffith's 
valuation  was  Id.  per  English  acre,  but 
in  some  oases  the  rents  had  been  forced 
up  to  the  extent  of  500  per  cent.  This 
was  not  in  Oork  or  Kerry,  or  in  any  of 
the  Southern  Provinces,  but  in  prosperous 
ITlster.  The  rent  had  been  forced  up  from 
time  to  time,  until  at  last  the  poor 
people  could  not  live  at  all.  It  was  not 
only  landlords  who  resorted  to  exac- 
tions, but  the  agent's  officers  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  sending  out  different 
processes,  purporting  to  be  decrees,  and 
the  poor  people  had  given  them  10«.  and 
15«.  to  go  away.  And  now  the  Go* 
Temment  talked  about  law  and  order. 
He  liked  to  hear  sermons  preached  from 
the  Table  by  men  who  took  as  their 
text  law  and  order,  when  what  he  had 
deecribed  was  done  in  Ireland  under  the 
name  of  law  and  order.  He  contended 
that  what  he  had  denounced  in  Donegal 
was  a  perversion  of  justice  and  a  grave 
public  scandal.  For  endeavouring  to 
prevent  the  oppression  of  the  people  he 
was  to  undergo  imprisonment.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
might  ask  what  was  the  reason,  if  he 
did  not  believe  in  the  justice  of  Irish 
Courts,  that  he  had  appealed  against 
bis  sentence.  He  was  1 1  days  in  Lon- 
donderry Gkiol,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
be  found  his  toes  very  cold.  It  occurred 
to  him  that  it  would  be  well  for  him  to 


appeal,  because  then  he  would  have  to 
spend  April,  May,  June,  and  July,  four 
pleasanter  months,  in  gaol.  He  assured 
them  that  in  Londonderry  Gaol  a  man 
got  very  cold.  The  floors  of  the  cells 
were  not  boarded — at  least,  that  of  his 
cell  was  not.  The  floor  was  of  flag,  and 
the  cell  only  measured  nine  feet  by  six. 
But,  no  matter  what  their  privations 
were  to  be,  they  were  bound  to  defend 
their  people,  and  they  would  do  so.  No 
such  acts  as  those  of  Murphy,  and 
Stewart,  of  Ards,  should  go  without  re- 
sistance. However  their  toes  became 
when  in  prison,  resistance  would  be 
offered  to  the  actions  of  such  men.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends  would  x>ersevere  in 
the  course  they  had  dictated  for  them- 
selves, as  certain  as  they  would  be  ulti- 
mately successful.  The  Government 
could  not  succeed  in  their  opposition, 
for  they  had  not  justice  on  their  side. 
If  four  months'  imprisonment  was  a 
proper  punishment  to  give  him  because 
he  advised  the  tenants  to  resist  the 
unjust  demands  of  the  landlords,  was 
four  months'  incarceration  a  righteous 
punishment  for  the  blackmailing  and 
robbery  to  which  the  people  had  been 
subjected  for  years  ?  Fernaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land would  favour  the  House  with  his 
opinion  on  that  point.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  he  knew,  was  well 
acquainted  with  law ;  but  he  came  from 
an  institution  where  there  was  no  equity. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  himself  was  not  deficient  in  equity, 
and  therefore  he  appealed  to  him  whe- 
ther the  crimes  and  sentences  he  had 
referred  to  were  at  all  parallel?  Further- 
more, he  wished  to  point  out  that  he 
was  brought  before  a  Mr.  Hamilton, 
who  refused  him  bail,  committing  him 
to  Derry  Gaol  for  eight  days,  and  then 
for  three  days  more.  On  a  previous 
occasion  he  had  found  it  his  duty,  from 
his  place  in  the  House,  to  attack  Mr. 
Hamilton's  salary.  For  that  attack  he 
gave  his  reasons.  But  Mr.  Hamilton 
had  his  revenge.  At  the  inquiry  he 
(Mr.  Blane)  did  not  attempt  a  defence ; 
it  was  not  of  the  slightest  use  for  him 
to  do  so.  He  was  asked  if  he  had  any- 
thing to  say,  and  he  said  he  had  not. 
Oounsel  for  the  Grown  then  said  he  was 
instructed  by  the  Government  to  press 
for  the  utmost  severity  against  Mr. 
Blane;  and  therefore  he  merely  said 
he  was  sure  the  magistrate  would  pay 
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all  due  respect  to  the  reonidtton  of  the 
Orown.  The  magistrate  did  so,  and  paid 
him  off  for  his  attack  in  the  House  of 
Cfommons  upon  his  salary.  He  main- 
tained it  was  a  great  public  scandal  to 
brin^  Members  of  the  House  before 
magistrates  whose  salaries  they  had 
attacked  in  the  House.  In  a  certain 
sense  it  made  magistrates  judges  in 
their  own  cause.  He  might,  it  was  true, 
haye  employed  a  wooden-beaded  bar- 
rister, for  it  would  not  have  been  diffi- 
cult to  find  one,  there  being  1,800 
wooden-headed  barristers  in  Ireland. 
He  was  not,  however,  rich  enough  to 
employ  one,  and  therefore  he  did  not  do 
so.  He  conducted  his  own  case  as  best 
he  could,  and  he  lost  his  case.  He  would 
not  have  got  one  day  less  imprisonment 
if  he  had  had  the  Solicitor  General  and 
the  whole  Bar  of  Ireland  on  his  side. 
He  regretted  he  had  occupied  the  time 
of  the  House  so  long,  but  the  matters 
he  had  referred  to  were  so  important 
and  grave  that  he  could  not  refrain 
from  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  to  them. 
There  was  scarcely  a  single  item  in 
what  he  had  brought  before  the  House 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  defend,  and  as  an  honourable  man 
he  would  not  try  to.  If  the  matters  were 
tabulated  and  put  before  the  boa.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  he  would  condemn 
them  without  hesitation.  It  was,  he 
maintained,  a  great  scandal  that  Mem- 
bers who  had  attacked  the  salaries  of 
magistrates  should  subsequently  be 
summoned  to  appear  before  those  very 
officials.  The  practice  save  magistrates 
opportunities  for  punishing  their  op- 
ponents. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  feaid,  he 
should  scarcely  have  obtruded  himself 
on  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  were  it  not  for  some  of  the  very 
grave  matters  which  had  occurred  in 
Ireland  during  the  past  three  or  four 
months.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Blane)  had  detailed  to 
the  House  a  statement  of  facts  and  a 
condition  of  things  which,  although  he 
was  a  Bepresentative  of  the  people,  had 
brought  him  into  the  position  he 
occupied  to-night — namely,  the  position 
of  having  a  sentence  of  imprisonment 
absolutely  hanging  over  his  head.  Well, 
he  (Mr.  O'Hea),  occupying  the  position 
he  did,  must  make  llie  assertion  that 
instead  of  his  hon.  Friend  being  under 
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a  sentence  of  imprisonment,  which 
inevitably  would  consign  him  for  four 
months  to  a  plank  bed,  he  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
himself  was  the  individual  to  whom  that 
sentence  should  apply,  because  all  diat 
his  hon.  Friend  had  done  had  been  to 
honourably  and  manfully  go  into  his 
constituency  when  he  (Mr.  O'Hea)  had 
written  to  him  saying  thai  it  would  be 
inconvenient  for  him  to  go.  His  hon. 
Fi  iend  had  gone  and  addressed  meetings, 
and  had  st(^  between  his  (Mr.  O'Hea's) 
constituents  and  the  prosecution  that 
was  staring  them  in  the  face.  He  was 
thankful  to  his  hon.  Friend,  and  must 
express  his  thanks  to  him  for  having 
done  a  great  portion  of  his  work  when 
his  (Mr.  0'Hea*s)  other  work  prevented 
him  being  on  the  spot ;  and  in  this  con- 
nection he  might  refer  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Grimes  Act  in  that  particular 
coQstituency.  His  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred to  Father  M'Fadden.  Well, 
that  reverend  gentleman's  name  was 
known  wherever  the  English  language 
was  spoken.  Father  M'Fadden  was 
a  pastor  who  knew  what  his  duty  was, 
who  had  always  done  his  duty,  and  who 
had  never  shirked  it.  The  feeling  with 
him  was  that  the  post  of  the  pastor  was 
in  front  of  the  fold  when  the  wolf  was 
at  hand,  and  there  was  rapine  to  fear. 
His  position  always  had  been  in  front  of 
his  fold,  stemming  the  torrent  of  dis- 
tress, putting  his  hand  in  his  pocket,  and 
even,  so  far  as  his  slender  resources  were 
concerned,  almost  pauperizing  himself 
in  order  to  supply  bread  to  the  mouths 
of  the  famiehmg  poor  of  his  parish. 
This  was  rather  fulsome  praise  for  one 
whose  good  deeds  should  be  recounted 
not  in  his  lifetime,  but  after  his  death. 
However,  the  truth  was  there,  and  the 
truth  had  a  right  to  be  told  ;  and  he 
(Mr.  O'Hea),  as  a  parishioner  of  Father 
M'Fadden,  was  in  a  position  to  make 
this  a?owal,  so  far  as  the  reverend 
gentleman's  supreme  nobility  of  soul 
was  concerned.  Well,  Father  M'Fadden 
had  an  estate  in  his  parish,  the  tenants  of 
which  were  standing  on  the  very  vei^e 
of  eviction.  He  came  to  their  rescue. 
It  was  his  duty  to  do  so.  He  examined 
into  every  single  indi?idual  case.  He 
had  no  idea,  good,  bad,  or  indifferent, 
of  doing  any  injustice  whatever  so  far 
as  the  landlord  was  concerned,  and  all 
that  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  stave  off 
the  e?il  day  and  prevent  such  a  recur- 
rence of  those  things  which  had  so  often, 
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nnliappilji  marked  the  oouzse  of  eviction 
campaigns  in  Ireland.  The  blazing' 
brand  pat  to  the  thatched  roof  was  a 
horrible  thing  to  his  mind.  He  did  not 
want  to  see  the  crowbar  put  in  opera- 
tion against  the  mud  or  half*Btone 
built  walls.  He  did  not  want  to  see 
the  people,  some  of  them,  perhaps,  in  a 
aioklj  or  delicate  state,  thrown  out  on 
the  roadside.  He  knew  the  circum- 
Btanoes  in  every  individual  case,  and, 
knowing  those  circumstances,  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  his  bounden  and  impera- 
tive duty  to  do  the  best  he  could  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord on  the  one  hand,  and  a  due  regard 
to  the  well-being  of  the  tenant  on  the 
other.  The  reverend  gentleman  im- 
pressed on  the  people  in  his  parish,  first 
and  foremost  of  all,  the  obligation  of 
being  honest,  and  of  paying  their  debts 
so  far  as  they  were  in  a  position  to  do 
BO.  He  impressed  on  the  landlord,  on 
the  other  side,  the  fact  that  in  human 
concerns  the  maxim  and  the  adoption 
of  the  principle  of  bear  and  forbear 
was  a  thing  not  altogether  to  be 
ignored.  And  having  told  the  people 
their  duty  on  the  one  hand,  and  having 
put  before  the  landlord  equallv  what 
hia  duty  was  on  the  other — because 
property  had  its  duties  as  well  as  its 
rights — he  succeeded  in  bringing  about 
a  settlement,  the  result  of  which  was 
that  nearly  60  per  cent  of  all  the 
arrears  due  from  the  tenants  was  wiped 
away,  and  instead  of  having  all  the 
careering  of  the  crowbar  brigade, 
accompanied  with  all  the  paraphernalia 
of  horse  dragoons,  artillery,  and  all  the 
rest  of  it,  these  people  were,  happily,  in 
their  homes,  thanks  to  the  exertions  of 
that  good  man.  Well,  Father  M'Fadden 
was  asked  to  attend  a  meeting  in  an 
adjoining  parish.  He  went  to  that 
meeting,  and  at  that  meeting  he  related 
what  his  experience  had  been  so  far  as 
his  own  parish  was  concerned.  He  did 
no  more  than  tell  the  people  what  his 
own  parishioners  had  achieved — ^the 
success  they  had  achieved.  He  was 
asked  to  be  a  mediator;  the  landlord 
was  callous  and  inexorable,  wanting  his 
pound  of  flesh  and  nothing  short  of  it, 
and  he  wrote  a  letter  which  would  have 
brought  the  blush  of  shame  to  his  cheek 
had  it  been  possible  for  him  to  blush — 
had  he  not  been  a  man  of  such  despic- 
able character — but,  at  any  rate,  it  was 
a  letter  which  would  bring  the  blush  of 
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shame  to  the  cheeks  of  every  single 
member  of  his  family  for  generations. 
What  did  he  say  in  'his  letter  ?  Why, 
after  fair  terms  had  been  offered,  and 
every  opportunity  had  been  given  to 
have  a  settlement  come  to  and  every 
opportunity  had  been  spumed  and 
virtually  rejected,  he  said — 

'*  It  is  nseless  to  deal  kindly  any  longer  with 
these  tenants.  I  may  tell  you  Uiat  I  would 
not  accept  99  per  cent  of  all  rent  and  costs  due 
to  me,  as  I  am  going  to  clear  out  the  town  lands, 
and  it  is  my  land  that  I  want  now." 

The  district  was  remote,  and  poor, 
no  doubt;  but  the  more  remote  the 
district,  and  the  more  poor  and  the 
more  homely  the  lot  of  the  people,  really 
the  greater  was  the  amount  of  pity 
which  should  be  felt  and  the  greater  the 
amount  of  commiseration  which  should 
be  entertained  for  them.  Father 
M'Fadden  knew  from  his  experience 
what  the  threats  fulminated  against 
these  people  were.  He  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
had  it,  and  the  information  was  statis* 
tical,  that  in  the  66  cases  where  eject* 
ment  processes  had  been  brought  against 
the  tenantry,  the  entire  amount  of  rent 
endorsed  on  those  ejectment  processes 
came  to  £235,  and  the  House  would 
believe  him  when  he  said  that  the  costs 
following  these  ejectments  came  to 
£346.  That  was  a  condition  of  things 
to  which  this  rev.  gentleman  was 
not  unfamiliar,  and  he  thought  that  as 
he  had  succeeded  so  well  in  making 
peace  in  regard  to  the  property  at 
Oweedore,  he  might  act  as  a  mediator 
in  the  adjoining  parish,  where  he  was 
asked  to  go  and  address  a  meeting.  Well, 
for  so  doing,  he  was  brought  before  a 
learned  luminary,  with  regard  to  whose 
capacity  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was 
so  satisfied.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  might  say,  regarded  every  single  Be- 
sident  Magistrate  in  Ireland  as  one 
amply  qualified  and  competent  to  carry 
out — he  would  use  no  more  violent  term 
than  the  administration  of  his  Coercion 
Law.  Well,  Father  M'Fadden  was 
under  sentence  of  imprisonment.  He  was 
served  with  a  summons.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed  his 
seat  had  mentioned  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  rev.  gentleman  was 
taken  into  custody.  He  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
considered  it  was  a  downright  piece  of 
indecency  to  have  carried  out  that  pro- 
cess in  the  way  in  which  it  was  carried 
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out.  Father  M'Fadden  went  to  attend 
a  requiem  mass  that  was  being  cele- 
brated for  a  Prelate,  one  of  whose  sub- 
J*eots  he  had  been — a  Prelate  for  whom 
Le  entertained  a  great  respect,  and  a 
Prelate  who  was  mourned  by  the  entire 
Irish  race.  Father  MTadden  had  not 
gone  more  than  perhaps  a  couple  of  hun- 
dred yards  from  the  church  in  which 
the  requiem  mass  was  celebrated — ^a 
church  draped  in  mourning,  by  the  way 
— than  the  hand  of  a  policeman  was 
placed  on  his  shoulder  and  he  was  told 
that  he  was  a  prisoner.  That,  of  course, 
was  the  law  wnich  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  considered 
perfectly  proper  so  far  as  its  applicability 
to  Ireland  was  concerned.  This  rev. 
gentleman  had  his  obligations  to  dis- 
charge and  his  duties  and  functions  as 
a  clergyman  to  attend  to.  He  was 
arrested  on  the  Friday,  and  an  applica- 
tion was  made  to  have  him  admitted  to 
bail.  One  of  those  who  tendered  bail 
to  any  extent  was  his  own  Bishop, 
others  were  two  magistrates  and  lead- 
ing merchanto  in  Armagh.  K  it  had 
been  a  matter  of  £100,000,  there  would 
have  been  bail  forthcoming  to  have  had 
this  priest  restored  to  liberty ;  and,  be- 
sides that,  everyone  who  knew  Father 
M'Fadden  knew  that,  having  entered 
into  his  bail-bond,  he  was  absolutely 
certain,  if  alive,  to  appear  to  take  his 
trial  at  the  tribunal  before  which  he  was 
cited  to  appear.  However,  his  flock 
were  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  his  minis- 
trations on  the  Saturday  and  the  Sunday. 
He  was  kept  in  gaol,  and  the  summons 
or  charge  was  read  over  to  him,  and  his 
reply  was  that  the  officer  who  took  him 
into  custody  in  the  first  instance  might 
just  as  well  have  written  out  at  the  &ot 
of  the  document  giving  him  authority 
to  make  the  arrest  the  sentence  he  was 
to  receive.  He  had  been  informed,  he 
said,  that  he  was  to  be  prosecuted,  and 
he  might  as  well  go  round  to  the  gaol 
door  and  ask  to  see  his  cell,  as  to  ask  for 
the  farce  and  empty  form  of  a  trial. 
WeU,  to  pass  from  that  and  to  come 
from  Donegal  down  to  the  part  of  the 
country  that  he  (Mr.  0'Hea)tnew  best, 
an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  who  was  now  en- 
ioying  the  luxury  of  a  plank  bed,  pub- 
lished a  newspaper  in  the  Oity  of  Cork 
— The  Cork  Daily  Serald,  He  referred 
to  the  Member  for  South-East  Cork 
(Mr.  Hooper).  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  theCoUege  Green  Divi- 
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sion  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)— 
and  he  believed  he  was  entitled  to  call 
him  ''  right  hon."  in  virtue  of  his  posi- 
tion of  Ix>rd  Mayor  of  Dublin — had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  an  exactly  similar 
offence ;  so  that,  so  far  as  the  Member 
for  South-East  Cork  was  concerned, 
there  was  not  so  much  to  be  said  by  way 
of  complaint.  Unquestionably  the  hon. 
Member  was  responsible  for  what  ap- 
peared in  the  paper — ^for  the  reports 
published  in  it,  and  so  on.  He  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  publication  in  it  of  the 
proceedings  of  suppressed  branches  of 
the  National  League.  He  did  not  fear 
to  do  it.  He  had  expressed  his  deter- 
mination to  do  it,  and  even  since  his 
incarceration  had  caused  it  to  be  done 
over  and  over  again,  notwithstanding 
that  it  might  be  the  cause  of  his  being 
sentforarenewedtermtoenjoytheluxnxy 
of  a  plank  bed.  When  the  case  against 
the  hon.  Member  was  brought  forward, 
he  (Mr.  O'Hea)  was  struck  very  particu- 
larly by  the  way  the  case  was  presented  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown.  He  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
had  neard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie 
Chief  Secretary  say,  from  his  place  in 
the  House,  that  there  was  no  new  crime 
created  under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  he  had 
heard  the  Crown  Prosecutor  (Mr.  Stephen 
Bonan)  inform  the  magistrate  that  the 
publication  of  these  roporte  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  National  League  miffht 
have  been  a  perfectly  harmless  thing  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act ;  but 
that  since  the  passing  of  that  Act — ^the 
Act  under  which  the  action  was  brought 
— such  publication  was  illeg^  and  pun- 
ishable by  the  tribunal  before  which  it 
was  pited.  He  (Mr.  O'Hea)  naturally 
asked  himself  the  question — and  many  a 
person  in  Cork  naturally  asked  himself 
the  question — ^who  was  telling  the  truth  ? 
Did  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  who  a^ed 
the  Besident  Magistrate  to  commit  the 
hon.  Member,  or  the  right  hon;  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  state  what  was 
correct  ?  Either  one  statement  must  be 
correct  or  the  other.  At  any  rate,  on  the 
strength  of  making  that  statement  that 
the  hon.  Member's  action  would  have 
been  perfectly  harmless  before  the  Act 
of  Parliament  passed,  the  Crown  Pro- 
secutor asked  the  magistrate  to  convict, 
and  the  magistrate  did  convict.  The 
hon.  Member  had  gone  to  gaol,  and  had 
gone  to  gaol  with  equanimity.  The 
block  bed  had  no  terrors  for  him,  as  he 
knew  he  was  not  a  wrong-doer.  He  could 
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lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart  and  say  that 
between  man  and  man,  and  so  far  as 
human  oblip^ations  were  concerned,  there 
was  not  a  single  act  of  his  life  in  respect 
of  which  he  could  accuse  himself  of 
having  done  wrong  in  word  or  deed  to 
his  fellow-man.  Well,  the  whole  com- 
munity in  the  Oity  of  Oork  was  shocked 
at  this  indecency,  as  it  was  considered. 
Another  of  his  (Mr.  O'Hea's)  hon. 
Friends — an  accomplished  and  cultured 
scholar — he  referred  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Oork  (Mr.  Lane) 
—  stepped  into  the  gap.  He  took 
his  pen  in  his  hand  and  controlled  and 
directed  and  guided  the  editorial  depart- 
ment of  The  Cork  Daily  Herald.  He  did 
it  with  ability,  because  he  was  endowed 
with  ability,  and  was  possessed  of  very 
rare  culture.  The  constituents  of  the 
editor  who  had  been  sent  to  gaol,  be- 
lieving  that  a  gross  scandal  had  been 
perpetrated,  were  determined  that  they 
would  signify  in  some  way  their  appre- 
ciation of  him  and  of  his  public  services. 
A  requisition  was  drawn  up  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Mayor  of  Oork,  and  in 
obedience  to  that  requisition  he  con- 
yened  a  meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Oork. 
At  that  meeting  a  dignitary  of  theBoman 
Oatholic  Ohuroh  made  a  statement.  It 
was  a  bold  statement ;  but  he  took  the 
full  and  complete  responsibility  on  him- 
self for  having  made  it.  It  was  that,  in- 
stead of  having  detectives  watching  and 
dogging  the  footsteps  of  Irish  Members, 
they  ought  rather  to  have  them  watching 
the  movements  of  some  Government 
officials  who  had  been  committing  a  foul 
crime — thatofcorruptingyoung  children. 
He  said  that  while  perpetrating  this 
black  and  foul  iniquity,  those  Ghovem- 
ment  officials  were  actually  screened  and 
sheltered  by  those  who  were  receiving 
their  instructions  straight  from  the  Ohief 
Secretary.  The  rev.  gentleman  having 
made  this  statement,  his  hon.  Friend 
Qir.  Lane)  who  conducted  The  Cork 
jDaify  Merald,  having  been  shocked,  as 
every  one  else  was  shocked-^  by  hearing 
this  horrible  story,  wrote  an  article,  the 
reading  of  which  was — JFho  is  the 
Offender  f  Who  is  the  Government  Official  f 
he  asked,  and  there  was  a  line  in  large 

frintintheBills,  "Who  is  the  Offender?" 
n  fact,  up  to  the  time  of  the  meeting  at 
Watergrass  HiU  on  the  3rd  December, 
which  was  addressed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Oork — from 
the  interval  during  which  the  prosecu- 


tion of  the  editor  of  27^  Cork  Daily 
Herald  took  place,  and  after  which  the 
hon.  Member  took  the  management  of 
that  paper— that  hon.  Member  con- 
stantly wrote  article  after  article  and 
editorial  after  editorial,  asking  how  it 
was  that  when  a  grave  charge  was 
made  against  a  Government  official, 
the  Gk)vernment  were  supine  and 
inactive.  It  was  only  when  the  hon. 
Member  had  pressed  them  on  and 
shamed  them  into  taking  action  that 
they  at  last  did  it.  But,  even  then,  they 
only  acted  in  a  half-hearted  manner. 
But  then,  as  he  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
addressed  a  meeting  on  the  3rd  Decem- 
ber. The  hon.  Member  was  subse- 
quently— more  than  a  month  after — 
without  having  been  served  with  a 
summons,  arrested.  The  delay  was  in- 
explicable, for  it  was  well-known  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. It  was  a  fact,  although  it 
might  not  be  generally  known,  that  an 
official  of  the  Orown  had  said  to  the  hon. 
Member,  before  his  arrest,  and  alluding 
to  his  editorials  in  regard  to  the  terrible 
charge  brought  against  another  official — 
'  'Why  on  earth  don' tyou  drop  this  thing  ? 
Why  are  you  bringing  these  charges 
against  Oaptain  Flunkett,  a  Govern- 
ment official?"  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  continued  to  write,  and  he 
asked  the  authorities,  through  the 
medium  of  the  paper,  why  they  did  not 
mind  what  they  were  about,  and  why 
they  did  not  prosecute  those  whom  he 
fearlessly  designated  as  *' miscreants." 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  was  arrested, 
and  it  was  no  doubt  owing  to  the  ability 
that  he  brought  to  bear  on  the  case  that 
his  sentence  was  so  small.  He  (Mr. 
O'Hea)  fancied  that  the  Ohief  Secretary, 
if  be  were  asked  what  imprisonment  the 
hon.  Member  should  have  got,  would 
answer  that  it  should  have  been  infi- 
nitely more  than,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
was  meted  out  to  him.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  a  light  sentence  was  passed 
upon  him  in  consequence  of  the  ability 
with  which  he  had  conducted  his  de- 
fence. Then  there  had  been  other 
cases.  There  was  the  case  of  the  news- 
paper printer,  an  humble  but  respect- 
able man,  whose  name  was  sent  in  as  a 
mere  matter  of  business  and  of  routine 
from  the  paper  on  the  staff  of  which  he 
was  employed.  This  person  was  nothing 
more  than  a  foreman  tradesman  on  the 
establishment,  and  when  there  was  a 
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prosecution  his  name  was  sent  forward 
in  order  to  comply  with  some  legal  re- 
quirements. The  man  was  arrested. 
He  was  summoned,  and  kept  in  oudtody 
for  a  considerable  time ;  and  after  the 
authorities  had  suited  their  own  conve- 
nience, and  had  fixed  the  time,  he  was 
brought  before  two  magistrates.  He  was 
defended  by  a  very  eminent  counsel,  and 
the  defence  was  that  the  man's  position 
was  thoroughly  an  ornamental  one,  and 
that  though,  no  doubt,  his  name  did 
appear  at  the  foot  of  the  newspaper  as 
issued  daily,  he,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was 
nothing  more  than  an  ordinary  member 
of  the  printing  staff.  The  son  of  the 
proprietor  of  the  paper  went  into  Court 
boldly  and  generously,  and  was  ex- 
amined.   He  said — 

'*  This  man  is  not  in  the  smallest  degree  re- 
sponsible for  what  has  taken  place.    If  any 
rirsonis  to  be  held  to  be  responsible,  lam,  and 
avow  my  responsibility." 

Everybody  admired  that  gentleman — 
everyone  admired  his  self-sacrificing 
spirit ;  but  still  this  poor  printer — who, 
by  the  way,  was  in  a  delicate  state  of 
health — on  two  counts  was  sentenced  in 
respect  of  each  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment. The  counsel  for  the  defence 
made  a  very  reasonable  request.  He 
(Mr.  O'Hea)  was  in  Court  at  the  time, 
and  was  able  to  say  that  the  request 
preferred  was  a  very  reasonable  one.  It 
was  thai  the  sentence  on  the  first  count 
should  be  increased  to  two  months,  in 
order  that  the  defendant  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  appealing,  and  in  order 
that  a  higher  Court  than  that  framed 
according  to  the  ideas  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  should  decide  as  to  whether 
this  man,  who  was  only  a  mere  trades- 
man, should  be  punished  for  what  ap- 
peared in  the  paper,  when  the  editor 
came  forward  and  assumed  all  responsi- 
bility as  to  the  article  complained  of,  and 
said — 

"  Let  Corcoran  be  put  on  one  side,  and  if  any- 
one is  to  be  placed  on  his  trial  I  am  prepared  to 
take  all  responsibility." 

The  magistrates,  however,  refused  to 
put  the  sentence  at  more  than  one 
month  to  give  the  man  an  opportunity 
of  appealing ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Uea)  cer- 
tainly said  he  admired  the  pluck  of  the 
counsel  for  the  defence,  and  trusted  that 
the  independence  which  he  displayed 
would  never  depart  from  the  Irish  Bar. 
This  gentleman  said  he  had  done  his 
best  for  his  client,  and  the  Bench  could 
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do  what  they  liked;  but  he  left  the 
Court  with  the  conviction  that  they  had 
not  done  complete  justice,  and  that  they 
had  placed  the  defendant  in  a  position 
which  could  not  be  regarded  by  any 
right  -  minded  man  with  satisfaction. 
He  would  now  refer  to  the  case  of  his 
hon.  Eriend  in  the  county  of  Clare.  It 
was  a  fact  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
gone  through  Ireland  from  one  part  to 
another;  he  attempted  no  disguise; 
and  although  a  warrant  was  out  for  his 
arrest,  he  never  attempted  to  evade  the 
service  of  that  warrant.  He  was  sen- 
tenced to  three  months'  imprisonment 
for  a  speech  that  he  made  on  one  ooea- 
sion  ;  he  appealed  against  the  sentence ; 
and  immediately  after  the  appeal,  as  he 
was  leaving  the  Court,  he  was  placed 
under  arrest  on  a  warrant  charging  him 
with  having  made  an  equally  criminal 
speech  in  another  part  of  Ireland.  He 
was  taken  into  custody  and  brought  be- 
fore another  tribunal,  and  his  trial  was 
almo&t  a  mockery  in  connection  with 
these  travesties  of  justice  in  Ireland ; 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  the  same,  and 
the  gravity  of  the  offence  was  not  less 
than  in  the  former  case,  and  he  was 
sentenced  to  one  month's  imprisonment. 
A ppl  i  cation  was  made  to  have  th  e  sentence 
increased ;  but,  he  (Mr.  O'Hea)  said,  by 
malice  aforethought — it  could  be  nothing 
else— the  application  was  refused.  The 
magistrate  said  that  the  sentence  of  one 
month  was  inadequate  to  the  offence  of 
the  person  charged.  Why,  then,  did 
they  not  make  the  sentence  longer,  and 
give  his  hon.  Friend  an  opportunity  of 
appealing?  Because  they  had  got  their 
instructions ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Hea)  would 
say,  in  the  presence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  the  magistrates  dare  not  depart 
from  those  instructions.  If  that  sen- 
tence had  been  increased,  and  if  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been  allowed  to  lodge 
an  appeal,  his  hon.  Friend  would  have 
been  present  at  that  moment  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  be  doing  his 
duty  to  those  who  returned  him  to  re- 

S resent  them  there.  The  Besident 
[agistrates  had  stated  that  they  carried 
out  the  law  as  they  found  it — as  it  ap- 
peared on  the  Statute  Book,  and  as  they 
were  able  to  read  and  interpret  it.  He 
would  like  to  know  what  answer,  on 
behalf  of  these  irremovable  gentlemen, 
could  be  given  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  opposite  so  flEtr  as  the  ^It  or 
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innocence  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  was  concerned  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  had  been  sentenced 
at  Mitch  elstown  bj  two  magistrates — 
Captain  Stokes  and  Mr.  Eaton.  Now, 
Mitchelstown  was  a  very  long  distance 
from  Middletown.  He  knew  the  dis- 
tance welly  and  also  that  Captain  Stokes 
never  adjudicated  in  Middletown  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  his  duties.  The  sen- 
tence was  passed  at  Mitchehtown,  and 
the  appeal  was  heard  at  Middletown. 
He  would  ask,  what  business  had  Cap- 
tain Stokes  or  Mr.  Eaton  in  Middle- 
town  on  the  day  of  the  appeal  ?  Captain 
Stokes  was  present,  and  he  went  into 
the  magistrates'  room  and  signed  one 
warrant — the  man  who  had  originally 
sentenced  his  hon.  Friend.  This  showed 
that  the  administration  of  the  Act  was 
dictated  from  Dublin  Castle,  and  that 
the  action  of  those  gentlemen  who  sat 
in  judgment  on  accused  persons  was 
action  of  which,  if  they  had  only  the 
manliness  and  honesty  to  speak  out, 
they  would  confess  they  were  heartily 
ashamed. 

Sia  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  that  the  figures  adduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
were  exceedingly  satisfactory  as  repre- 
senting the  condition  of  Ireland  as  to 
crime ;  and  he  (Sir Walter  Foster)  thought 
the  most  important  part  of  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consisted 
of  the  figures  by  which  he  compared 
the  agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland  during 
the  sis  months  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  with  those  which  occurred  during 
the  succeeding  six  months.  The  total 
result  of  the  comparison  was  that  there 
was  a  diminution  of  26  per  cent  for 
the  latter  period  as  compared  with  the 
former.  It  was  a  scientific  rule,  in  rela- 
tion to  statistics  referring  to  any  difficult 
social  problem,  to  be  always  careful  to 
exclude  any  other  causes  which  might  be 
in  action.  They  had  been  told  that  there 
was  another  cause  acting  in  Ireland — 
namely,  the  increased  hope  which  existed 
in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  that 
better  administration  and  more  regard 
for  justice  in  Irish  affairs  would  be 
granted  to  the  people;  and  they  had 
this  fact,  in  support  of  this  influence, 
that  during  1886-7,  before  the  passing 
of  the  Crimes  Act,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable diminution  in  agrarian  crime. 
Now,  that  diminution  had  been  going 
on  ever  since  the  Tory  Party  in  1885 


took  a  new  departure  with  reference  to 
Ireland  and  determined  not  to  re-enact 
coeroiTO  legislation.  The  Tory  Party 
having  instilled  that  hope  into  the 
breasts  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  had 
embodied  the  principles  of  conciliation 
in  a  Bill  which,  unfortunately,  did  not 
receive  the  assent  of  this  House  after 
the  Parliamentary  Election  of  1885. 
The  hope,  however,  had  continued 
through  succeeding  years,  audit  had  in- 
fluenced the  Irish  people  in  such  a  way 
as  to  lead  to  a  progressive  diminution 
of  crime.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  content  to  accept  that 
explanation  of  his  figures,  there  was 
another  explanation  to  which  he  might 
possibly  give  assent.  If  he  need  those 
statistics  as  evidence  that,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  last  year,  there  was 
a  consequent  diminution  of  crime,  he 
(Sir  Walter  Foster)  would  tell  him  that 
there  was  another  cause  at  work  which 
came  into  operation  earlier  in  1886. 
Before  this  cause  came  into  action,  in 
the  quarter  immediately  preceding  it, 
he  found  that  there  were  306  cases  of 
agrarian  crime ;  whereas,  in  the  suc- 
ceeding quarter,  they  had  the  remark- 
able fact  that  the  number  of  these  crimes 
had  fallen  from  306  to  166.  The  cause 
he  alluded  to  was  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  it  had  been  followed  by  a  diminution 
in  crime  nearly  double  in  extent  of  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  claimed 
as  the  result  of  the  passing  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act.  It  was  as  logical  to  claim 
improvement  for  the  one  cause  as  for  the 
other.  It  was,  however,  rather  the 
concurrent  operation  of  the  two  causes 
which  he  (Sir  Walter  Foster)  had  al- 
luded to  that  had  contributed  to  the 
steady  improvement  in  crime  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  he  referred  to  these  two 
causes  as  the  probable  explanation  of  the 
figures  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  brought  before  the  House.  They 
had,  at  all  events,  the  words  of  the 
Leader  of  the  House  that  at  present  we 
had  made  no  great  advance  in  producing 
obedience  to  the  law,  or  sympathy  with 
the  law,  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people. 
Surely  the  way  to  make  the  Irish  people 
respect  and  sympathize  with  the  law  was 
not  to  carry  it  out  with  harshness  and 
cruelty,  but  to  bring  its  administration 
more  into  harmony  with  justice  and  the 
legitimate  aspirations  of  the  people. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  successf  ul 
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attempt  had  been  made  to  justify  tlie 
indignities  to  which  prisoners  prosecuted 
under  the  Grimes  Act,  whether  Members 
of  that  House  or  other  persons,  had  been 
subjected ;  and  the  welcome  which  had 
been  accorded  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  ex-Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan),  on  his  arrival  in  this  country 
after  his  incarceration,  did  not,  in  his 
(Sir  Walter  Foster's)  opinion,  show  that 
Englishmen  approved  the  treatment 
which  the  Qovemment  had  accorded  to 
political  prisoners ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  that  a  feeling  of  exasperation 
and  anger  at  an  administration  marked 
with  cruelty  had  been  steadily  growing 
in  the  breasts  of  the  English  as  well  as 
the  Irish  people.  Again,  if  this  Act 
had  been  a  great  success,  its  action 
would  have  been  to  enable  a  greater 
number  of  convictions  to  be  obtained  by 
the  officials  than  had  been  previously 
obtained.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  paralysis  of  the  ''  Courts 
of  Law"  was  ''the  evil  he  had  specially 
got  to  meet,"  and  that  evidence  to  con- 
vict was  not  forthcoming.  If  that  evidence 
was  now  forthcoming  as  a  result  of  the 
Act,  they  ought  to  have  a  larger  number 
of  cases  brought  forward  than  they  had ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  they  had  a  smaller 
number  of  offences  with  which  the  police 
had  been  able  to  grapple.  This  sug- 
gested that  the  Act  was  so  far  a  failure 
in  one  of  its  chief  objects.  He  believed 
they  would  obtain  the  sympathy  of  the 
Irish  people  with  the  law,  not  by  passing 
cruel  enactments,  but  by  doing  some- 
thing more  in  harmony  with  the  wishes 
of  the  people.  The  present  feeling  of 
antipathy  to  the  law  was  as  rife  and 
vigorous  35  years  ago  in  Ireland  as  it 
was  to-day ;  and  until  law  was  brought 
more  into  harmony  with  popular  sen- 
timent they  would  not  get  in  Ireland 
that  obedience  to  the  law  which  existed 
in  this  country.  They  had  all  been 
more  or  less  pained  that  hon.  Members 
of  that  House,  and  other  persons  equally 
worthy,  should  have  been  subjected  to 
indignities  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  He  did  not  think  that 
any  attempt  had  been  made  to  justify 
the  manner  in  which  the  prisoners  had 
been  treated ;  and  many  thousands  of 
English  people  felt  that  the  men  who 
were  now  suffering  under  the  Coercion 
Act  were  men  whose  motives  were 
almost,  if  not  entirely,  political.  Their 
objects  had  been  political  in  incurring 
the  censure  of  the  law,  and  their  motives 
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were  purely  political ;  they  had  done  no 
moral  wrong;  they  had  been  endea- 
vouring to  carry  out  their  political 
programme  to  the  best  of  their  ability ; 
and  in  consequence  they  came  within 
the  category  of  persons  suffering  for 
political  offences.  Mr.  Davenport  Hill, 
who  some  years  ago  was  Becorder  of 
Birmingham,  and  an  authority  on  the 
repression. of  Crime,  said,  with  regard 
to  political  prisoners,  and  speaking  of 
some  men  who  were  imprisoned  for 
taking  part  in  Chartist  meetings  in  Bir- 
mingham— 

''I  regret  that  of  late  years  the  distine- 
tion  between  political  prisonera  and  ordinary 
criminalB  has  been  well-ni^h  obliterated.  The 
general  instinct  of  the  civilized  world  in  all 
ages  has  recognized  the  difference.  Political 
offenders  have  been  felt  to  be,  if  not  exactly 
prisoners  of  war,  yet  bearing  some  resemblance 
to  such  captives.  To  keep  their  persons  in  safe 
custody,  or  even  to  take  their  lives  on  great 
occasions,  g^ves  no  shock  to  public  sentiment ; 
but  to  subject  them  to  degrading  treatment,  to 
crop  their  hair,  clothe  them  in  a  prison  dress, 
march  them  to  and  fro  under  the  command  of 
a  turnkey,  prevent  them  from  Buppl3ring  them- 
selves with  books  and  the  comfoiis  which  habit 
has  changed  into  necessaries,  and  above  all,  to 
la^  harsh  restrictions  on  the  visits  of  their 
friends,  is  so  revolting  to  the  most  ordinary 
sympathies,  tiiat  magistrates  and  governors  of 
prisons  will  not  subject  them  to  such  indigni- 
ties and  hardships  unless  the  Legislatnre  has 
made  their  infliction  imperative.  The  political 
prisoner,  when  his  treatment  is  left  to  the 
ordinary  feelings  of  mankind,  is  dealt  with  as 
a  person  in  mi^ortune,  who  must  undergo  the 
Bufferings  attached  to  his  position,  but  whose 
feelings  are  not  to  be  wounded  by  contumely. 
I  admit  it  would  not  be  diflBcult  to  find  instances 
in  every  age  wherein  the  principle  has  been 
grossly  violated,  but  such  violations  have  been 
condemned  by  universal  consent,  whenever  the 
excited  feelings  by  which  they  were  caused 
have  subsided." 

He  would  commend  that  quotation  to 
the  careful'  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland ;  at  all  events,  as  a  medical  man 
knowing  no  distinction  of  persons,  and 
looking  upon  all  from  that  point  of  view 
as  equal,  he  protested  against  the  cruelty 
which  inflicted  no  less  than  22  hours' 
solitude  out  of  the  24  on  any  man  for 
offences  of  this  kind.  Such  a  prolonged 
strain  upon  a  man  who  had  heen  leading 
an  active  life  and  mixing  daily  with  the 
crowd  of  his  fellow-men  was  most  likely 
to  have  the  most  mischievous  effect  upon 
his  nervous  system,  and  he  did  not  envy 
the  feelings  of  the  Minister  who  inflicted 
it.  They  looked  back  with  repugnant 
feelings  on  some  of  the  horrors  inmcted 
upon  the  political  prisoners  of  old  days; 
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but,  at  least,  there  was  then  a  manly 
bratalitj  which  sent  men  to  the  gibbet 
and  the  block ;  whereas  we  had  now  a 
feline  maligni^  and  meanness  in  the 
methods  which  were  a  disgrace  to  the 
liGnisters  who  enforced  &em  and  a 
degradation  to  the  nation  that  allowed 
them. 

CRIMINAL    LAW      AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)    ACT,    1887,    AND    LAND 
LAW  (IRELAND)   ACT,    1887— ACTION 
OF  THE  EXECUTIVE— RESOLUTION. 
Mr.  PABNELL  (Cork),  in  rising  to 

move  the  following  Amendment : — 

<•  Hombly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that 
the  portion  of  the  Irish  le^slation  of  last  Ses- 
sion which  was  of  an  amehoratiye  character  has 
tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  whereas  the 
repressiTe  legislation  of  the  Session  has  done 
mnch  tc  akmate  the  sympathy  and  req>ect  of 
Her  Majesbr's  Irish  subjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  as  well  as  much  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  han^, 
partial,  and  mischievous," 

said :  Before  dealing  with  this  subject, 
I  wish  to  make  a  slight  reference  to 
the  question  of  Procedure.  I  do  not 
know.  Sir,  whether  I  shall  be  in  Order 
in  prefacing  what  I  have  to  say  by  a 
slight  reference  to  the  question  of  Pro- 
cedure. I  merely  wish  to  say,  howeyer, 
that  I  think  we  Irishmen  haye  a  yery 
special  interest  in  these  days  in  facili- 
tating the  Business  of  the  House  gene* 
rally — ^I  will  not  say  in  facilitating  espe- 
cially the  Business  of  the  Ooyemment, 
although,  of  course,  that  is  included  in 
the  Business  of  the  House.  Since  the 
great  Beform  Act  passed  in  1885  this 
Mouse  has  undoubtedly  become  an 
engine  of  democratic  progress,  and 
almough  that  engine  may  haye  been 
temporarily  diyerted  from  its  purpose, 
stiU  we  Members  from  Ireland  are 
obliged  since  1885  to  recognize  for  the 
first  time  that  we  haye  as  much  interest 
in  the  progress  of  Public  Business  as 
any  other  section  of  hon.  Members  in 
the  House.  I  haye  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  looking  oyer  the  new  Bufes  of 
the  Ooyemment,  and  I  should  not  be  in 
Order  in  referring  to  them  now ;  but  I 
will  only  say  this — that  I  belieye  we  are 
prepared  to  go  further  than  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
yemment  in  this  House  and  his  Col- 
leagues in  improving  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  so  as  to  take  as  much  as  possible 
out  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
yancing  the  legislation  and  the  busiuess 


of  the  country.  Our  course  last  Session 
was  a  difficult  one,  because  we  were 
then  confronted  with  the  most  cruel 
Coercion  Act,  which  we  were  obliged  to 
oppose  to  the  yery  last.  It  was  our 
duty  to  do  so.  I  regret  the  introduction 
of  that  Act,  and  the  necessity  for  the 
bitter,  stringent,  and  determined  oppo- 
sition we  were  obliged  to  advance 
against  it ;  but  the  general  public  and 
the  House  will  make  a  great  mistake 
if  they  think  the  measure  of  our  opposi- 
tion to  that  Act  will  supply  a  means  for 
estimating  our  general  attitude  as 
regards  the  Gk)yemment  Business  or  the 
Business  of  every  section  of  the  House 
this  Session.  I  apprehend  the  Ooyem- 
ment have  now  done  their  worst  in  the 
direction  of  coercion  so  far  as  legisla- 
tive enactment  goes;  but  I  apprehend 
we  are  only  at  the  beginning  of  the 
exercise  of  coercion.  But  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  having  obtained  their  Coercion 
Act — which  is  probably  the  most  strin- 
gent that  ever  entered  into  the  minds  of 
Ministers  or  men  to  conceive— we  do  not 
think  the  Oovemment  will  ask  for 
another.  In  any  case,  were  it  other- 
wise, and  even  had  we  the  prospect  of 
another  Coercion  Act  before  us — the 
Ooyemment  can  always  obtain  a  Coer- 
cion Act  independently  of  the  ordinary 
Bules  of  the  House — as  was  the  case 
with  the  previous  one — we  should  have 
no  inducement  whatever  to  oppose  any 
real  improvement  that  might  be  sug- 
gested by  the  Oovemment,  or  from  aoy 
quarter  of  the  House,  in  the  procedure 
of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  for- 
warding Public  Business.  On  the  con- 
trary, looking  forward  as  we  do  in  the 
near  future  to  the  introduction  of  another 
Bill  for  the  better  government  of  Ire- 
land, which  will  undoubtedly  aflPord — 
not  from  these  Benches  on  which  I  sit 
now,  but  certainly  from  the  Benches 
opposite — ^unexampled  opportunities  for 
what  is  called  Obstruction,  it  is  more 
directly  to  our  interests  to  assist  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  in  diminishing 
those  opportunities  of  Obstruction,  and 
to  assist  to  make  it  possible  for  the 
House  of  Commons  hereafter  to  pass 
a  Bill  for  the  better  government  of 
Ireland.  I  wish  also  to  refer  to  another 
matter,  which  is  rather  outside  the  scope 
of  my  Amendment.  It  is  to  some  re* 
ferences  made  by  Lord  Salisbury  to  the 
action  of  the  Conservative  Party  during 
tho  Session  of  1885  with  respect  to  the 
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Iriah  Members.     Lord  Salisbury  was 
not  in  the  House  of  Commons,  other- 
wise I  think  he  would  have  hardly  yen- 
tared  to  commit  himself  to  the  statements 
he  made  in  regard  to  what  passed  be- 
tween the  leading  Members  of  the  Oon- 
servative  Party  and  the  Irish  Members 
in  those  days.    He  has  endeavoured  to 
make  it  appear  that  the  alliance  between 
the  Members  of  the  Conservative  Party 
and  the  Irish  Party  was  simply  that  of 
going  into  the  same  Lobby  on  one  or 
two  questions,  and  that  the  Tories  would 
have  certainly  preferred  if  they  could 
have  gone  into  the  Lobby  by  themselves ; 
but,  of  course,  they  could  not  prevent  the 
Irish  Members  going  along  with  them. 
That  is  the  innocent  aspect  which  Lord 
Salisbury  seeks  to  put  on  that  Division 
by  which  his  Party  turned  out  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the 
Liberal  Government  by  the  aid  of  the 
Irish  vote.  Lord  Salisbury  also  finds  fault 
with  the  Liberals  of  the  day  because 
they  have  joined  with  people  who  are 
resisting  the  law  of  the  land.     He  says 
this  divides  the  conduct  of  the  Liberals 
and  the  conduct  of  the  Tories  by  a  very 
sharp  line,  and  promises  that  if,  instead 
of  joining  in  companionship  with  men 
of  disorder  engaged  in  resisting  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law,  they  were  to  return 
to  a  legitimate  form  of  alliance,  he  would 
have  nothing  farther  to  say.     But  the 
Tory  Party  of  that  day  went  a  good  deal 
further  than  simply  going  into  the  Divi- 
sion Lobby  for  the  purpose  of  turning 
the    Liberals  out;    and  it  will  not  be 
denied  in  this  House —although    Lord 
Salisbury  may  deny  it,  not  having  been 
witness  to  the  facts — that  the  Tory  Party 
did  go  much  further.    We  have  had  the 
statement  the  other    day  of  my  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  Derry  City  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  thatthe  then  Conserva- 
tive Whip  and  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  did  give  him  to  understand 
that  when  the  Tories  came  into  power 
the  rioercion  Act  of  that  day  would  not 
be  renewed.     We  have  that  statement 
made  publicly,  and  it  has  not  been  denied 
by  the  Gentleman  concerned.     It  is  true 
that  the  present  Conservative  Whip  and 
Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  denied  the  statement ;  but  he  was 
never  accused  of  having  made  such  an 
intimation.      The    understanding    was 
conveyed  by  the  then  Whip  of  the  Tory 
Party,  who  is  no  longer  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Oommoas.    Then  we  have 

Mr.  PamiU 


the  denial  of  Lord  Carnarvon  that  he 
and  I  are  at  one  on  the  question  of 
Home  Bule.    I  did  not  say,  and  I  do 
say,  that  Lord  Carnarvon  and  I  are  now 
at  one  on  the  question  of  Home  Bule. 
I  do  not  know  what  Lord  Carnarvon's 
views  are  now,  but  I  know  what  they 
were  in  1685.    The  statement  which  I 
made  in  1885,  when  Lord  Carnarvon 
was  in  this  country,  which  Lord  Carnar- 
von did  not  contradict,  I  make  now — 
that  Lord   Carnarvon's  views,   as  con* 
veyed  to  me,  or  rather  as  we  exchanged 
them  in  our  interview,  were  absolutely 
identical.    He    expressed   to    me    the 
strongest  belief  that  only  by  the  conces- 
sion of  an  Irish  Parliament  could  the 
Irish  Question  be  settled,  and  that  it  was 
to  be  a  Parliament,  and  that  it  was  to  be 
called  a  Parliament — that  it  was  to  have 
most  extensive  powers,  even  going  as 
far  as  the  right  of  protecting  Irish  in- 
dustries by  the  imposition  of  protective 
tariffs.     Lord  Carnarvon  says  that  he 
did  not  agree  with  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian    (Mr.  W.    E.   Gladstone).      I 
never  said  that  he  did  agree  to  it.    That 
Bill  was  not  in  existence  at  the  time  of 
our  interview,  and  we  had  not  any  op- 
portunity of  conversing  upon  it.    But 
Lord  Carnarvon  was  in  favour  of  an 
Irish  Parliament ;  and  he  undertook  the 
Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  having  those 
views.    Having  those  views,  with  Lord 
Salisbury's  knowledge,   going  a  little 
further  than  merely  walking  into  the 
same  Division  Lobby  with  Irish  Mem- 
bers— he,  with  Lord  Salisbury's  know- 
ledge,  certainly    after    our   interview, 
conveyed  to  me  that  he  (the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland)  was  in  favour  of  an 
Irish  Parliament.    Therefore,  was  I  not 
right  in  supposing — as  I  undoubtedly 
did — that,  holding  these  views,  he  would 
not  have  been  made  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  unless  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable feeling  in  the  Cabinet  that  his 
views  were  right ;  much  less  would  Lord 
Salisbury  have  agreed  to  his  interview 
with  me — ^I  do  not  know  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury knew  beforehand  of  his  interview 
with  me;  but  he  certainly  knew  of  it  after- 
wards, because  he  has  admitted  that  he 
did  publicly.     I  was  certainly  under  the 
impression  that,  dealing  as  I  was  with  a 
man  who  was  in  the  position  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  his  statements 
and    assurances  were  of  no  ordinaiy 
significance.      Lord  Carnarvon   did  a 
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little  more  than  allow  his  Colleagues  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  walk  into  the 
Division  Lobby  with  the  Irish  Members. 
We  are  now  told  by  Lord  Salisbury  that 
it  is  very  naughty  for  English  politicians 
to  unite  with  people  who  are  resisting 
the  law  of  the  lana,  or  to  have  any thiog 
to  do  with  men  of  disorder,  who  were 
resisting  the  application  and  enforce- 
ment of  the  law.     But  that  is  precisely 
what  Lord  Camanron  did  when  he  went 
over  to  Ireland.    The  Mayor  and  Cor- 
poration of  Limerick,  at  the  time  of  Lord 
Carnarvon's  Viceroyalty,  and  for  some 
year  or  two  preyiously,  during  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  had 
been  resisting  the  law  of  the  land  most 
strongly ;  and,  in  fact,  it  had  been  can- 
vassed by  the  supporters  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  whether  the  whole  of  the 
Corporation  of  Limerick,  including  the 
Mayor,  should  not  be  arrested  and  held 
in  durance  on  account  of  their  action. 
They  had  refused  to  levy  the  rates  de- 
creed by  the  Courts  in  Ireland;  they 
had  refused  to  levy  the  police  rate— a 
clear  breach  of  the  law — but  Lord  Car- 
narvon did  not  think  it  beneath  him  to 
associate  with  those  men,  because  he 
invited  them  to  the  Viceregal  Lodge  at 
Dublin  Castle  to  confer  with  bim  upon 
the  subject,  and  to  see  if  he  could  not 
persuade  them,  not  to  desist  from  their 
bad  conduct,  but  to  see  whether  they 
could  not  come  to  some  compromise.     I 
think  that  the  proposition  was  that  they 
should  obey  one-fourth  part  of  the  law, 
and  not  the  remaining  three-fourths. 
The    Lord    Lieutenant,    unfortunately, 
happened  to  be  ill  at  the  time,  and 
he  actually  invited  these  men  of  dis- 
orderly and  unlawful  character  up  into 
his  bedroom,  where   he   was   in   bed, 
and  he  gave  them  a  very  good  lunch 
and    a    great    deal    of    wise    counsel. 
There    is    another   matter   I   have    to 
refer  to   about  Lord   Carnarvon,  upon 
which  I  have  never  touched  before.    It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hoa.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  that  shortly  after  the 
Conservative  Government  of  1885  came 
into  power  we  brought  forward  a  Motion 
in  reference  to  the  conviction  of  three 
sets  of  prisoners  for  murder,  conspiracy 
to    murder,  and  treason-felony.    They 
were   the    Maamtrasna   prisoners,    the 
Crossmaglen  prisoners,  and  the  Barba- 
villa  prisoners.    We  asked  that  there 
should  be  inquiry  into  the  conviction  of 


these  prisoners,  which  had  taken  place 
during  the  Viceroyalty  of  Lord  Spencer— 
an  inquiry  which  Lord  Spencer  had  re- 
fused, but  which  the  Conservative  Front 
Bench  immediately  they  came  into  Office 
granted.  This  inquiry  took  place  in  re- 
spect of  two  out  of  the  three  sets  of 
prisoners — namely,  those  of  Crossmaglen 
and  Barbavilla.  Shortly  before  the 
General  Election  in  1885  an  hon.  Friend 
came  to  me  in  Dublin  and  told  me  that 
he  had  just  been  sent  for  by  Lord  Car- 
narvon, and  that  his  Lordship  evidently 
wished  him  to  communicate  what  he  had 
told  him  to  me,  and  it  was  to  this  efifect 
— that  Lord  Carnarvon  had  investigated 
the  cases  of  the  Crossmaglen  and  the 
Barbavilla'  prisoners,  and  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  latter  were  justly 
convicted,  and  that  he  could  not  interfere ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
Crossmaglen  prisoners  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  sufficient  evidence  for 
their  conviction,  and  that  he  intended  to 
liberate  them  forthwith.  That  was  just 
before  the  General  Election  of  1885.  I 
am  under  the  impression  that  shortly 
afterwards  Lord  Carnarvon  came  to  Eng- 
land, and  I  daily  expected  to  see  in  the 
newspapers  the  anounoement  that  the 
Crossmaglen  prisoners  had  been  libe- 
rated. Those  prisoners,  however,  were  not 
liberated.  I  do  not  know  the  reason  or  the 
m6tive  for  that.  It  is  possible  that  Lord 
Carnarvon  waited  until  after  the  result 
of  the  General  Election  to  liberate  the  pri- 
soners convicted  of  the  serious  offences  of 
treason-felony  and  conspiracy  to  murder. 
I  should  not  have  blamed  him  for  so  doing, 
because  I  can  understand  that  it  might 
have  seriously  injured  the  prospects  of 
the  Conservative  Party  at  the  polls  if 
just  before  the  General  Election  they  had 
liberated  the  prisoners  convicted  of  such 
grave  offences.  Whatever  was  the  cause, 
these  men  were  not  liberated.  As  the 
result  of  the  Election  Lord  Carnarvon 
came  to  England,  and  as  it  was  useless 
for  him  to  expect  to  convince  the  majority 
of  the  Cabinet  then  upon  the  subject  of 
Home  Rule  he  gave  up  his  Office,  in  that 
way  acting  as  a  high-minded  and  most' 
honourable  man .  These  men — and  I  say 
this  for  the  information  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland — were  considered  by  Lord 
Carnarvon — according  to  the  statement 
made  to  my  hon.  Friend,  whose  name 
could  be  given  if  Lord  Carnarvon  desires 
it — innocent  of  this  offence,  and  he  had. 
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made  up  his  mind  to  liberate  them ;  but 
from  that  d^  to  this  they  have  not  been 
liberated.  I  think  it  is  a  terrible  com- 
ment on  English  rule  in  Ireland  that 
prisoners  who  were  held  to  be  inno- 
cent of  the  crime  of  which  they  were 
convicted  by  one  Viceroy  belonging  to 
the  Oonservative  Ooyemment  should 
be  kept  in  penal  servitude  by  the 
next  viceroy.  I  want  to  say  one 
word  with  reference  to  the  county 
government  of  Ireland.  It  would 
appear  from  all  we  have  heard  that 
England  is,  but  Ireland  is  not,  to  be 
g^ven  county  government,  because  it 
would  be  used  as  an  engine  to  resist  the 
Coercion  Act.  All  I  have  to  say  is  this 
— that  marks  the  very  great  advance 
that  has  been  made  by  the  Conservative 
Party  in  the  downward  course  of  coer- 
cion. They  came  into  Office  stating 
their  determination  to  carry  local  go- 
vernment for  the  Irish  counties  pari 
passu,  or  almost  so,  with  [local  govern- 
ment for  the  English  counties.  We 
now  find  that  in  little  more  than  a  year 
of  Conservative  rule  in  Ireland  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  has  beoome  so  bad 
that  it  is  impossible  to  intrust  the  Irish 
counties  with  Uie  right  of  levying  rates 
for  building  bridges  and  making  and 
repairing  roads.  I  now  turn  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  3. 
Balfour).  It  appears  to  me  that  he  con- 
siders it  sufficient  excuse,  whenever  he  is 
accused  of  excessive  tyranny  or  mal- 
administration in  Ireland,  to  point  to 
the  Bench  opposite  and  say — "You  did 
the  same  thing,  or  worse,  when  you  were 
in  Office."  When  the  nght  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  complained  of  the  excessive 
powers  which  have  been  given  to  the 
Besident  Magistrates  under  the  Crimes 
Act  of  last  Session,  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  thought  it 
quite  sufficient  answer  to  say  that  the 
majority  of  these  magistrates  were  ap- 
pointed by  Lord  Spencer.  That  may 
be,  but  Lord  Spencer  appointed  these 
Besident  Magistrates  to  administer  the 
Coercion  Ac^  but  there  was  an  appeal 
in  every  case  to  the  County  Court  Judge. 
A  similar  appeal  was  promised  in  the 
Crimes  Act  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  either  forgot 
or  broke  his  word — you  may  choose 
which  you  like.  When  we  were  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  he  said — ''  There  will 
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be  an  appeal  in  every  case  to  the 
County  Court."  He  also  promised  the 
House  that  if  there  should  be  any  legal 
technicalities  in  connection  with  appeals 
to  the  County  Courts,  the  Gbvemment 
would  not  object  to  give  a  right  of 
appeal  to  a  stul  higher  tribunal.  Well, 
we  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  by  means  of  the 
spedalBuleof  Urgency,  contrived  to  pass 
a  great  part  of  the  Crimes  Act  without 
discussion,  and  in  that  way  he  got  out 
of  his  promise.  There  was  no  right  of 
appeal  given  at  all  in  the  case,  except 
that  which  already  existed,  and  in  idl 
the  540  cases  in  which  convictions  had 
been  obtained  in  the  first  six  months 
only  112  appeals  had  been  given,  or 
about  1  in  6. 

Thb  chief  SECEETABY  fok  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.BALFOTJH)(Manohester| 
E.) :  The  number  is  373. 

Mr.  PABNELL  :  We  have  not  the 
advantage  of  the  statistics  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  I  am  certainly 
under  the  impression  that  the  number  is 
540,  collected  from  the  newspapers. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Up  to  the 
end  of  the  year  the  number  was  873. 
Possibly  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  be 
right  up  to  the  present  time. 

Mb.  PABNELL :  The  figures  I  have 

fiven  comprise  six  months,  which  would 
e  up  to  the  1st  of  February,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  540  is  consider- 
ably under  than  ovdr  the  mark  up  to 
this  date.  There  have  been  only  112 
appeals,  but  most  of  these  appeals  took 
place  under  the  earlier  workmg  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  It  is  only  in  cases  of 
sentences  over  one  month  that  appeals 
can  be  taken ;  but,  under  the  ordinary 
law,  appeals  can  be  made  from  the 
magistrate  in  cases  of  summary  jurisdic- 
tion. During  the  first  month  or  so  it 
was  the  custom  of  the  magistrate — pro- 
bably they  thought  they  were  carrying 
out  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Chief  Secretary — to  inflict  sen« 
tences  exceeding  one  month,  which  car- 
ried appeals;  buttherighthon.  Gentleman 
was  not  satisfied  with  that.  He  was  not 
satisfied  with  breaking  his  pledge,  or 
with  the  action  of  the  magistrates  in  en- 
deavouring to  hold  him  to  his  pledge. 
He  went  to  Birmingham  and  made  a 
speech,  which  was  certainly  the  most 
extraordinary  speech  which  was  ever 
made  by  a  Minister  in  his  position.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  have 
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imbibed  a  little  of  the  genius  of  the 
oountiy.  There  is  much  in  that  speech 
reminding  me  of  the  story  of  a  certain 
don  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  who 
was  passing  by  the  pump  of  the  College 
one  day  when  he  found  an  unfortunate 
bailiff  surrounded  by  a  number  of 
students,  who  were  pumping  water 
upon  him.  He  said  to  them — ''Boys, 
boys,  whatever  you  do,  don't  nail  his 
ears  to  the  pump.  Of  course,  it  is  no 
business  of  mine  to  interfere,  but  it 
would  be  a  terrible  thing  if  you  nailed 
his  ears  to  the  pump."  X  need  not  say 
the  hint  was  taken.  The  bailiff's  ears 
were  nailed  to  the  pump.  But  the  right 
hoB.  Gentleman  did  not  go  so  far  as 
this  in  a  negatiye  direction.    He  said — 

"I  have  been  asked  whether  it  would  not 
have  been  an  expedient  thing  if  certain  indivi- 
doalfl,  who  have  been  gniiity  of  undoubted 
breaches  of  the  law,  were  not  sentenced  to  less 
than  a  month,  in  oxder  to  prevent  this  scandal 
of  men  going  about  the  country  between  the 
time  of  their  condemnation  and  their  appeal. 
The  Execative  has  nothing  to  do  " — 

like  the  gentleman  at  Trinity  College — 

"and  onght  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
sentences  passed.  It  would  be  a  gross  abuse  of 
me  to  intcorfere  and  to  tell  the  Judges  or  ma- 
gistrates that  we,  the  Executive,  were  of 
opinion  " — 

plainly  intimating  his  opinion— 

« that  such  and  such  a  sentence  was  or  was  not 
desirable.  That  is  entirely  beyond  our  pro- 
vince. We  should  consider  ourselves  g^uilty  of 
a  grave  dereliction  of  duty  if  we  did  so." 

So  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  went  his 
way,  satisfied  that  he  had  given  the 
hint  to  his  removable  magistrates  to  nail 
the  ears  of  this  unfortunate  man  to  the 
pump.  Accordingly,  since  the  speech, 
short  sentences  have  been  the  rule. 
Amongst  those  who  received  short  sen- 
tences to  avoid  appeal  were  Mr.  Lane, 
M.P.,  Mr.  E.  Harrington,  M.F.,  Father 
Matthew  Byan,  and  the  newsvendor  in 
Killarney.  Alderman  Hooper,  M.P.,  it 
is  true,  was  sentenced  to  two  months' 
imprisonment;  but  there  was  no  right 
of  appeal,  as  there  were  two  separate 
and  cumulative  terms.  Then  there  was 
the  case  of  Mr.  David  Sheehy,  who  was 
sentenced  to  three  months  and  appealed; 
but,  as  he  was  leaving  the  Court,  he 
was  arrested,  tried,  and  sentenced  on 
another  charge  to  one  month,  which 
prevented  him  from  having  the  oppor- 
tunity of  appealing.  He  asked  the  ma- 
gistrates to  state  a  case  on  a  month's 
sentence  to  the  Superior  Courts,  but 


they  would  not  do  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  not  content  with  having 
broken  his  promise,  with  having  given 
this  hint  to  his  Resident  Mas^strates, 
commenced  to  make  excuses,  and  retorted 
that  the  magistrates  could  state  a  case. 
But  the  matter  being  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  removable  magistrates,  acting 
upon  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
I  can  but  think  that  the  promise  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
kept  only  to  the  ear.  Well,  now.  Sir, 
I  have  dealt  with  this  question  of  ap- 
peals. The  only  appeal  that  can  be 
taken  in  Ireland  in  cases  of  sentences  of 
a  month  is  an  appeal  on  a  very  narrow 
point  of  law  to  me  Court  of  Exchequer; 
a  matter  which  has  only  just  been  dis- 
covered, and  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, apparently,  had  no  idea  of ;  but 
it  is  stated  that  in  the  forthcoming 
Judicature  Act  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  intends  to  take 
away  this  right  of  appeal.  Now,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us 
that  his  Coercion  Act  has  largely  re- 
duced Boycotting,  and  somewhat  reduced 
crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  given  some  credit  to  some  other 
causes  as  well  as  to  the  Coercion  Act. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  ad- 
mit that  there  has  always  been  an  in- 
timate relation  between  agprarian  crime 
in  Ireland  and  evictions  ?  Does  he  not 
remember  that  the  leaseholders,  number- 
ing 120,000  heads  of  families,  were  ad- 
mitted to  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act, 
representing  considerablv  more  than 
half  the  rent  roll  of  Ireland,  probably 
two-thirds?  Of  course  he  will  not  ad- 
mit that  anything  is  due  to  English 
sympathy — a  sympathy  which  has  done 
wonders,  worked  miracles,  changed  the 
nature  of  the  people,  I  would  say,  did  I 
not  know  that  their  nature  was  good,  and 
that  nothing  except  the  abominable 
treatment  which  the  agricultural  tenants 
and  labourers  have  receiTcd  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  of  this  country — ^the 
horrible  sufferings  and  semi-starvation 
in  which  some  of  &em  have  lived — ^would 
have  caused  the  strained  terms  which 
have  existed  between  them  and  their 
landlords.  I  might  be  excused  if  I  were 
to  say  that  a  miracle  had  been  wrought 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  and  that  not  all 
the  exasperation  produced  by  the  con- 
temptible Coercion  Act  of  the  present 
Government    has    been    sufficient    to 
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counteract  tHe  effects  of  what  had  been 
done  by  the  Liberal  Party.  If  no  other 
result  were  ever  to  follow,  I  think  that 
those  Liberal  Members  who  cheerfully, 
in  the  summer  of  1886,  faced  the  loss  of 
their  seats-— many  did  lose  their  seats — 
in  followiog  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  his  great 
work  of  pacification,  mieht  feel  them- 
selves abundantly  rewarded  by  the  his- 
tory of  what  has  since  happened  in  Ire- 
land. We  have  these  three  great  things 
working  in  the  direction  of  pacification, 
quietude,  and  patience  in  Ireland,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  Coercion  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  should  have  hoped 
that  there  would  have  been  a  still  greater 
diminution  of  crime.  There  has  been 
but  a  small  diminution.  Of  course,  there 
was  not  much  crime  at  the  commence- 
ment. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  imagine  that  Boycotting  is  his 
strong  card,  and  that  if  he  could  show 
that  Bpycotting  in  Ireland  is  a  very  dis- 
graceful thing  in  itself  he  will  justify 
his  administration  of  the  Coercion  Act 
by  showing  a  reduction  in  Boycotting. 
Well,  now,  as  regards  the  figures  of 
Boycotting,  I  do  not  know  how  far 
we  can  Irust  them.  These  figures 
are  compiled  I  know  not  by  whom.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  in  a  speech 
the  other  night  that  Boycotting  was  a 
term  of  art.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
room  in  the  compilation  of  statistics  for 
art.  We  cannot  tell  how  far  we  can  rely 
upon  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
man;  how  far  what  may  seem  to  be 
Boycotting  to  an  energetic  sergeant  of 
police  when  he  knows  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wants  his  report  is  really 
Boycotting.  And  until  we  know  what 
these  individual  cases  are,  until  we  have 
the  names  of  the  people  who  are  Boy- 
cotted, and  can  thus  test  the  accuracy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures,  we 
must  take  a  great  many  grains  of  salt  in 
the  consumption  of  his  statistics.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  most  un- 
fortunate in  the  examples  which  he 
gave  us  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ducing the  House  of  Commons  last 
Session  to  pass  the  Coercion  Act. 
We  find  they  are  all  fraudulent. 
They  would  not  hold  water;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  been 
equally  unfortunate  in  the  one  example 
which  he  has  given  us  of  Boycotting. 
After  the  expiration  of  six  months  he 
has  only  one  case  of  Boycotting  to  sub- 

Jbr.Patnett 


mit  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  has  been  equally  un- 
fortunate also  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Connell. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
give  an  example  of  the  kind  of  Boy- 
cotting which  the  Government  were 
dealing  with  now.  He  stated  that  an 
old  woman  named  Connell,  80  years  of 
age,  was  the  neighbour  of  a  man  who 
took  an  evicted  farm,  and  that  for  this 
crime  she  was  rigidly  Boycotted ;  she  was 
nearly  starved ;  she  lay  on  her  bed  for 
three  days  at  Christmas  time  almost  in 
a  state  of  starvation,  and  was  saved 
from  death  by  a  certain  Mrs.  Motoney. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced 
this  woman  as  "  a  certain  "  woman  of 
Samaria,  who  was  never  heard  of  before, 
and  who  came  to  the  assistance  of  Mrs. 
Connell.  Hannah  Connell  swore  that 
on  the  day  she  went  to  the  police  court 
she  had  to  go  into  the  barrack  because 
she  was  afraid  of  the  people,  and  that, 
before  going  into  the  barrack,  she  went 
into  several  shops  in  order  to  purchase 
bread,  and  was  refused  food  in  .every 
case.  She  also  swore  that  one  of  the 
defendants,  who  used  to  supply  her 
with  bread,  said  that  after  the  Boycott- 
ing she  could  get  no  further  provisions 
there.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  found 
a  parallel  to  this  case  in  the  Dublin 
parson  who  dismissed  his  curate.  Now, 
what  is  the  true  story  of  Mrs.  Connell  ? 
In  the  first  place,  she  is  only  a  little  over 
50  years  of  age — really  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  have  to  keep  a  travelling 
doctor  to  go  round  and  examine  his 
patients.  Mr.  Redmond,  who  defended 
the  persons  charged  with  Boycotting 
this  old — or  rather  middle-aged — lady, 
writes  that  Mrs.  Connell  is  not  a  decrepit 
old  woman  of  80,  but  an  active  and 
strong  dame  of  about  50,  and  that  she 
lived  upon  the  charity  of  the  people  whom 
she  now  prosecutes  until  Mrs.  Moroney 
took  her  under  her  wing.  In  order  to 
get  up  the  prosecutions  Mrs.  Moroney 
one  day  sent  this  women  Connell  into 
the  town,  over  a  mile  off,  to  buy  bread, 
which  she — Mrs.  Connell — was  in  the 
habit  of  getting  from  Mrs.  Moroney's 
shop.  Mrs.  Connell  offered  no  money 
at  any  shop  where  she  asked  for  provi- 
sions. She  was  refused,  but  the  shop- 
keepers said  that  she  had  never  bought 
bread  in  their  shops  in  her  life.  She 
told  Mr.  Bedmond  that  she  was  starving ; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  she  had  a  ''pit  "of 
potatoes  in  her  house,  and  she  had  all 
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she  wanted  from  Mrs.  Moronej.  She 
wu  a  disreputable  woman,  and  in  one 
of  the  cases  she  came  more  than 
half  drunk  up  to  the  table.  Now, 
who  was  this  *'  certain  Mrs.  Moroney" 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  I  will 
give  her  history.  She  is  the  chief  land- 
owner in  that  district.  In  1881,  after 
the  passinc^  of  the  Land  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Qenfleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  nearly  all  her  tenants,  being 
leaseholders,  were  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  that  Act.  Oonsequently  she 
fell  foul  of  these  tenants ;  and  after  that 
she  evicted  a  large  number  of  them  and 
plunged  the  whole  district  into  a  state 
of  confusion  and  uproar  as  long  ago  as 
1881.  She  has  continued  in  that  attitude 
from  that  time  to  the  present.  She  was 
Boycotted.  None  of  the  shopkeepers  of 
the  town  would  supply  her;  but  she 
was  a  woman  of  means,  and  she  set  up 
a  shop  and  hotel  of  her  own  to  provide 
provisions  for  the  emergency  men  whom 
she  brought  down  for  the  purpose  of 
occupying  the  evicted  farms.  At  the 
time  when  she  sent  out  Mrs.  Oonnell  to 
these  shops  to  get  up  a  case  of  con- 
spiracy to  Boycott  against  the  shop- 
keepers, she  also  sent  out  two  of  her  old 
servants,  William  M'Keown  and  Henry 
Kelly.  They  went  to  shops  to  which 
they  had  never  been  before,  in  order — 
as  n[elly  admitted  on  oath — to  make  up 
a  prosecution  under  the  Grimes  Act. 
Kelly  further  admitted,  on  oath  in 
Oourt,  that  they  knew  they  would  be  re- 
fused— ^they  had  not  money  to  pay  for 
one  of  the  things  they  asked  for.  They 
asked  for  them  in  obedience  to  Mrs. 
Moroney,  and  they  could  procure  all 
they  wanted  at  her  publichouse  and 
general  shop.  Now,  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  the  nature  of  the  solitary 
example  which  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
has  brought  forward  in  order  to  show 
the  horrible  character  of  Boycotting. 
I  could  speak  very  strongly  on  this  point, 
but  I  do  not  like  to  trust  myself  to  do 
so.  I  think  that  possibly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  have  been  deceived 
by  his  underlings  as  regards  the  cha- 
racter of  the  information  supplied  to 
him.  But  I  do  think  he  ought  to 
be  more  careful  before  he  undertakes 
in  this  House  to  take  away  the  character 
of  a  nation,  or  of  individuals,  on  such 
evidence  as  this.  Well,  now.  Sir,  I 
pass  from  the  solitary  and  unfortunate 
example  of  this  middle  aged  lady,  and  I 


return  to  the  question  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  First  of  all 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  regret  that  the  Go- 
vernment seem  to  have  no  idea  of  the 
gravity  of  the  situation  in  Lreland. 
Things  there  are  in  a  state  of  extreme 
tension.  The  people  have  been  kept 
quiet  by  the  causes  I  have  mentioned. 
They  have  indulged  in  the  strongest 
hope  in  the  results  of  Parliamentary  and 
Constitutional  action.  I  think  I  am  en- 
titled to  congratulate  myself  upon  this 
fact.  It  is  now  12  years  since  I  first 
entered  political  life.  At  that  time 
very  few  people  in  Ireland — not  one  in 
10 — believed  in  the  efficacy  of  Parlia- 
mentary action.  The  Fenian  Bebellion 
was  only  recently  over,  and  the  idea 
widely  prevailed  that  revolution  was  the 
only  means  of  securing  justice  to  Ire- 
land. All  that  is  changed  now.  I 
asked  my  constituents  to  trust  to  Par- 
liamentary action,  promising  them  that 
we  would  not  accept  Office  or  become 
the  slaves  of  any  English  Government. 
And  the  people  have  given  us  a  trial, 
and  they  have  now  been  largely  ad- 
mitted to  the  franchise.  Now,  the  pro- 
portions are  reversed,  and  nine  out  of 
10  persons  in  Ireland  believe  in  Parlia- 
mentary and  Constitutional  action.  That 
is  great  progress  to  have  made.  I  be- 
lieve that  that  progress  will  not  be  un- 
done— that  the  hands  of  the  clock  will 
not  be  put  back  by  the  puny  attempts 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary.  The  .Irish  people  will  still 
continue  to  laugh  at  his  coercion,  and  to 
suffer  what  he  has  in  store  for  them  in 
the  future  with  a  cheerful  heart,  and 
with  the  assured  conviction  that  their 
country  is  on  the  eve  of  prosperity  and 
progress.  I  say  I  could  have  wished 
that  the  Government  were  more  fully 
sensitive  of  the  gravity  of  the  situation. 
The  prices  of  agricultural  produce  re- 
vived last  November,  and  it  has  helped 
the  tenants  in  endeavouring  to  pay  their 
rents.  The  Irish  tenant  will  pay  his 
rent  as  long  as  he  can.  [  Crie»  of  **  Oh, 
oh!"]  Is  that  denied?  Who  denies 
it  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  are  dumb.  But, 
'<  all  the  king's  horses  and  all  the  king's 
men  "  will  not  get  them  to  pay  when 
they  have  not  the  money.  You  say 
that  the  agrarian  question  is  the  whole 
Irish  Question.  Why,  then,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  do  you  not  settle  it  ? 
Your  own  Supporters  from  the  North 
of  Ireland  warned  you  last  year  of  the 
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fatal  oonseqnenoes  of  aeoeding  to  the 
Amendments  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
You  have  now  a  breathing-time.  Why 
do  you  not  take  advantage  of  it  ?  What 
do  you  propose  to  do  when  the  three 
years  are  up — the  period  for  which  the 

1'udicial  rents  were  abated  ?  We  do  not 
Lear  anything  more  now  of  the  gigantio 
scheme  of  land  purchase.  How  are  you 
ffoing  to  settle  the  agrarian  question  ? 
Are  you  going  to  depend  upon  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  ?  That  plan  has  certainly 
proved  most  signally  successful;  for, 
with  one  exception,  on  the  60  estates,  or 
so,  where  it  has  been  adopted,  the  land- 
lords either  have  conceded,  or  are  on  the 
point  of  conceding,  the  demands  of  the 
tenants— and  that  exception  is  Lord 
Clanricarde.  I  should  like  to  know 
^m  the  Gtovemment  how  they  are 
ffoing  to  settle  this  Land  Question.  It 
18  time  for  them  to  be  settling  the  point. 
I  am  myself  going  to  introduce  a  Land 
Bill ;  but  it  will  be  a  very  small  Bill  com- 
pared with  some  that  have  gone  before, 
but  that  is  because  the  Gbvemment 
have  taken  my  Bill  bit  by  bit,  and  now 
there  is  not  much  of  it  left.  I  hope  that 
they  will  take  the  last  bit  of  it  now,  and 
thus  settle  the  Lnsh  agrarian  question. 
They  will  then  see  if  they  have  settled 
the  whole  Lrish  Question.  If  the  Qo- 
vemment  believe  in  their  own  state- 
ments they  will  settle  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, and  so  settle  the  Irish  Question. 
I  pass  now  to  the  hard  usage  the  Go- 
vernment have  dealt. out  to  Mr.  Blunt 
as  compared  with  their  treatment  of  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre). 
Both  Mr.  Blunt  and  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
went  to  Loughrea — both  went  to  the 
danricarde  estate.  Both  of  them  went 
on  the  eve  of  evictions  that  had  either 
taken  place  or  were  about  to  take  place, 
each  stating  that  his  object  was  Consti- 
tutional ;  yet,  in  the  ease  of  Mr.  Blunt, 
the  meetine  was  proclaimed,  and  he  was 
dragged  about  and  sentenced  to  two 
months'  hard  labour,  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  has  held  a  meeting  for  pre- 
cisely similar  objects  and  has  escaped 
soot-free.  Will  the  Gbvemment  tell  us 
upon  what  principle  they  acted  in  these 
two  cases  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  at  Manchester, 
denied  that  a  woman  over  80  years 
and  a  child  under  12  years  had  been 


sent  to  prison  under  the  Ooermon  Act. 
But  such  is  the  fact,  nevertheless.  They 
were  sent  to  gaol — this  old  woman  of 
80  and  this  little  girl  of  12— for  resist- 
ing several  able-bodied  men.  In  an- 
other case,  the  mother  of  a  family  of  six 
children  was  sent  to  gaol  in  one  week, 
and  in  the  next  the  father  of  the  same 
family — while  the  mother  was  still  in 
gaol— was  also  convicted  and  sent  to 
gaol.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  he  never  sent  little  boys  to 
prison  for  selling  newspapers.  That 
may  be  true ;  but  that  was  because  he 
could  not  catch  them.  He,  however,  sent 
a  boy  to  gaol  in  Cork  for  refusing  to  sell 
a  copy  of  UniUd  Ireland,  A  policeman 
wanted  to  buy  a  copy  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  up  a  case  against  this  itinerant 
seller  of  newspapers.  The  little  boy  was 
too  sharp,  and  was  not  inclined  to  s^ 
the  policeman  a  newspaper,  and  he  was 
forthwith  taken  off  to  prison.  English 
readers,  perhaps,  do  not  know  the 
character  of  many  of  the  persons  who 
have  been  convicted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  he  talks  of  criminals, 
they  imagine  some  desperate  persons 
similar  to  the  criminals  one  is  accus- 
tomed to  meet  with  in  the  ordinary 
practice  of  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  pro- 
secuted 12  Members  of  Parliament — 
since  this  Betum  was  made  out  the  num- 
ber, I  believe,  has  been  increased— and 
has  convicted  1 0.  He  has  prosecuted  nine 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  all  of  whom  have 
been  convicted ;  three  Town  Councillors, 
all  of  whom  have  been  convicted ;  four 
clergymen,  two  of  whom  have  been  con- 
victed ;  1 4  boys,  nine  of  whom  have  been 
convicted;  38  girls,  one  under  12  years 
of  age  and  one  under  14,  of  whom  23 
were  convicted ;  and  two  old  women  over 
70  years  of  age,  both  of  whom  were 
convicted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  if  Besident  Magistrates  were  ap- 
pointed in  London,  whv  they  should  not 
be  appointed  in  Dubhn  ?  The  answer 
is,  that  they  administer  a  yery  different 
law  in  London  to  what  they  do  in  Ire- 
land .  That  is  the  evident  answer,  and  I 
wonder  he  did  not  haye  it  in  his  mind 
before  he  asked  the  question.  But  there 
is  one  significant  matter  about  these 
Besident  Magistrates  to  which  I  should 
like  to  call  attention.  The  £e«ident 
Magistrates  who  have  been  mostnoto- 
riousfor  their  partisanship  anddisregard 
of  the  decencies  of  the  judgment  seat 
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liaye  been  selected  to  tiy  the  great 
majority  of  ilie  oases  under  the  Grimes 
Act.  Take  the  case  of  Cecil  Boche,  who, 
I  belieye,  was  not  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer.  He  has  tried  twice  as  many 
cases  as  any  other  Besident  Ma^strate, 
and  has  pro^bly  imprisoned  about  150 
people.  Ond  of  his  favourite  occupations 
when  be^has  no  work  to  do  on  the  Bench 
is  to  take  a  big  stick  in  his  hand  and 
Bwagger  up  and  down  in  front  of  the 
Ck>urt  House.  If  he  sees  people  gather- 
ing together  in  little  crowds  he  turns  the 
pouce  on  them.  He  will  order  some  to 
oe  taken  into  custody,  and  will  then 
sentence  tiiem.  He  was  a  briefless 
barrister,  and  was  also  a  paid  lecturer 
of  the  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic  League. 
It  has  been  frequently  stated — and  it 
has  not  been  denied  by  Mr.  Boche — ^that 
at  one  meeting  in  England  he  used  the 
words  of  an  American  gentleman  to  the 
effect  that — ''  The  loyal  minority  would 
fight  against  Home  Bule  till  Hell  was 
frozen  over,  and  that  they  would  then 
fightit  outon  the  ice  outside."  At  a  meet- 
ing held  at  Dingle,  in  Kerry,  a  short 
time  ago,  he  said  that  if  the  people  did 
not  behave  themselves  he  could  be  wired 
for,  and  he  would  come  immediately  and 
keep  them  in  order.  Mr.  Dillon,  another 
Besident  Magistrate,  had  a  judgment 
summons  out  against  him  for  £2,000  the 
very  day  he  sentenced  Mr.  Blunt.  Oap- 
tain  Stokes,  who  tried  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien), 
and  arrested  him  in  the  Appeal  Court 
without  a  warrant,  despite  theorder  of  the 
Becorder  that  he  should  not  be  arrested, 
has,  I  am  informed,  been  promoted  to 
^e  office  of  Divisional  Magistrate. 
Oaptain  Seagrave,  another  Sesident 
Magistrate,  said,  in  cross-examination, 
thathe  had  been  in  that  office  about  ayear ; 
that  he  had  had  no  legal  training ;  that 
he  got  his  military  training  in  South 
Africa ;  that  he  had  never  held  a  com- 
mission in  the  Home  Army,  and  that  he 
had  tried  and  failed ;  and  that  he  did  not 
know  in  what  Statute  the  Biot  Act  was 
unless  he  consulted  a  paper  in  his 
pocket.  I  have  been  a  little  more 
fortunate  in  my  examples  of  Grimes  Act 
magistrates  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  his  examples  of  Boycotted 
old  women.  There  is  one  other  thing 
that  I  must  draw  attention  to  before  1 
sit  down,  and  that  is  the  treatment  of 
these  political  prisoners,  because  if  they 
are    not   political   prisoners    they    are 


nothing.  It  is  useless  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that  these  men  are  criminals. 
That  plea  has  been  urged  by  every 
tyrant  in  excuse  for  his  tortures  to  his 
political  opponents ;  and  it  will  not  avail 
the  right  hon.  Qenlleman  now  any  more 
than  it  availed  his  Predecessors,  or  any 
of  those  infamous  characters  in  ancient 
history  who  did  not  draw  the  line  be- 
tween political  and  other  prisoners. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
it  is  not  for  him  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  gentlemen  and  men  who  are 
not  gentlemen.  Nobody  asked  him  to 
draw  such  a  distinction.  But  we  have 
insisted,  and  we  shall  continue  to  insist, 
upon  a  distinction  being  drawn  between 
political  and  other  offences.  The  great 
majority  of  the  cases  tried  in  Ireland 
under  the  summary  jurisdiction  clauses 
of  the  Grimes  Act  have  not  been 
cases  of  crimes,  but  of  open  and  advised 
speaking,  of  publishing  newspapers,  and 
of  editing  newspapers.  Gan  anything 
be  meaner  than  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
ceedings against  the  foreman  printer  of 
The  Cork  ExamiiMr  f  He  was  tned  under 
the  Grimes  Act  for  printing  and  publish- 
ing accounts  of  me  meetings  of  sup- 
5 ressed  branches  of  the  National  League, 
'he  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he 
will  make  no  distinction  between  gentle- 
men and  persons  who  are  not  ^nUemen. 
Now,  I  charg|e  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  distinctly  shrank  from  prose- 
cuting the  editor  or  the  acting  editor  of 
that  paper,because  he  was  a  supporter  of 
manyoftherighthon.Gentieman'sMends 
in  Gork,  and  he  selected  for  prosecution 
the  foreman  printer,  who  had  no  more 
control  over  tne  policy  of  the  paper  than 
I  have.  Neither  the  editor,  Mr.  Grosbie, 
nor  his  son,  the  acting  editor,  was 
prosecuted,  but  the  right  hon.  Gbntieman 
put  his  hand  upon  the  foreman  printer, 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  anything 
but  the  machinery  of  the  paper,  and 
sent  him  to  gaol.  Well,  that  is  one 
example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman's 
discrimination  between  gentiemen  and 
men  who  are  not.  Now  I  take  the  case 
of  the  newBvendors.  I  think  the  attack 
of  the  right  hon.  G^ntieman  on  the  news- 
vendors  is  particularly  atrocious.  Of 
course,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
point  of  view,  he  is  consistent  in  attack- 
ing men  like  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Gork — the  editor  of 
United  Ireland— wad  others,  but  he  flies 
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in  the  face  of  all  his  declarations  when 
he  takes  np  men  who  are  earning  their 
bread  by  selling  National  newspapers, 
and  deprives  them  of  their  li  vin  g.  Here  I 
think  that  some  line  should  be  drawn, 
and  that  if  yon  think  it  necessary  to  go 
at  the  leaders  of  the  Nai;ional  move- 
ment,  at  least  yon  should  have  the 
decency  to  refrain  from  attacking  men 
and  women  who  cannot  bo  responsible 
for  the  policy  of  the  paper.  Of  course, 
the  object  oi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  to  destroy  the  circulation  of  the  news- 
papers; but  he  is  afraid  of  attacking 
them  at  headquarters,  because  then  he 
would  be  said  to  be  interfering  with  the 
liberhr  and  freedom  of  the  Press.  But 
he  thinks  that  by  attacking  the  vendors, 
the  little  boys  who  sell  the  papers,  he 
will  stop  their  circulation  as  efifectnally 
as  if  he  stepped  into  the  printing  office. 
That  is  not  an  English  proceeding.  The 
late  Mr.  Forster  was  a  strong  and  able 
man,  and  he  dealt  heavy  blows  against 
the  National  League.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Ohief  Secretary 
talks  of  suppressing  the  National  League 
in  certain  districts.  Well,  Sir,  these 
suppressed  branches  are  holding  thou- 
sands of  meetings,  and  a  more  contemp- 
tible exhibition  of  impotence  than  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  never 
seen.  The  late  Mr.  Forster  suppressed 
the  Land  League  throughout  the  whole 
of  Lreland  at  one  stroke  of  his  pen.  He 
struck  down  the  League  in  a  night,  and 
no  branch  of  the  Land  League  dared  to 
hold  a  meeting  from  the  time  it  was 
proclaimed.  Well,  there  was  a  man. 
Bnt  the  meetings  of  the  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League  are 
held  just  as  if  nothing  had  happened, 
as  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
in  existence  at  all.  There  is  as  much 
difference  between  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  that  of 
Mr.  Forster  as  between  the  scratch  of  a 
cat  and  a  blow  from  the  paw  of  the 
British  Hon.  Now,  I  trust  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  for  the  future, 
be  a  little  more  straightforward  and  a 
little  more  English — though,  as  he 
happens  to  be  a  Scotchman,  I  will  say 
a  little  more  Scotch — in  his  conduct.  If 
he  wants  to  suppress  newspapers,  let 
him  suppress  them ;  but  let  him  not  pro- 
ceed against  little  boys  and  girls  trying 
to  earn  a  few  pence,  or  against  foremen 
printers,  while  he  shrinks  from  proceed- 
ing against  gentlemen  merely  because 

Jfr.  Pamett 


they  happen  to  be  friends  of  his  own 
supporters.  That  is  not  a  method  of 
administration  which  will  gain  him 
respect  even  from  his  own  supporters, 
from  his  political  opponents,  or  from  the 
people  of  this  country.  In  oonclnsiony 
1  have  only  to  say  that  I  look  with 
confidence  to  the  future.  Much  as 
I  am  troubled  about  the  irritation — 
tho  frightful  irritation — which  exists 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
his  administration,  and  his  neg- 
lect in  appreciating  the  wants  of  the 
Irish  tenants,  I  believe  that,  some  way 
or  other,  we  shall  be  able  to  manage  to 
pull  things  through  in  such  a  way  as  to 
save  the  tenants  from  eviction  in  large 
numbers,  and  to  avoid  staining  our 
cause  or  disgracing  our  English  mends 
by  acts  of  crime  and  blood.  I  am  sure 
our  people  will  be  patient  in  the  confi- 
dent hope  that  in  the  near  future  they 
will  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  his  rightful 
place,  and  coming  forward  with  another 
great  measure  of  peace  and  tranquillity 
for  Ireland.  I  beg  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  in  lieu  of  para- 
graphs 10  and  11. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  paragraphs  ten  and  elereA, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  —  ^  Hambly 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that  the  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion, which  was  of  an  ameliorative  ohamcter, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  whereas 
the  repressive  legislation  of  the  Session  has  done 
much  to  alienate  the  sympathy  and  respect  of 
Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
jSLmondment  Act,  as  well  as  much  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  bazdi, 
partial,  and  mischievous." — [Mr,  Pamell,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  SOLIOITOB  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versitj) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  listened  with 
the  closest  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  dork  (Mr.  Pamell),  in 
order  that  I  might  fully  appreciate  the 
grounds  on  which  he  presents  his 
Amendment  to  the  House,  and  I  am 
sure  I  may  ask  with  confidence  the  indul- 
gence of  die  House  while  I  lay  my  yiews 
before  it  with  reference  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  first  observa- 
tion I  have  to  make  is  that  the  greater 
Eortion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Momber 
as  had  little  or  no  reference  to  the 
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Amendment  before  the  House ;  and  my 
second  obserration  is  that,  having  regard 
to  the  serious  nature  of  the  charge  which 
has  been  put  upon  the  Paper  against 
the  administration  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland,  the  instances  which  he  alleged 
against  it  are  trivial  in  the  extreme.  I 
shall  go  through  in  detail  the  instances 
given  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  should 
have  expected,  I  am  bound  to  say,  that 
some  more  great  and  signal  instances 
of  the  "harsh,  partial,  and  mischievous'' 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland  would  have  been  laid  before  the 
House.  Before  I  proceed  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  law  and 
order,  I  must  say  one  word  about  an 
important  admission  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member.  He  admits  that  the 
legislation  of  last  Session,  which  he  also 
ag^reed  was  of  an  ameliorativo  character, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime 
in  Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  an  admis- 
sion of  improvement  in  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  is  an  admission  that  the 
improvement  is  due  to  the  policy  of  the 
Gk>vemment  in  some  degree  at  least. 
The  ameliorative  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion is  the  legislation  of  the  present 
GoTomment,  and  that,  it  is  admitted, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime. 
I  tiiink  the  country  is  to  be  congratu- 
lated on  the  admission  of  its  improved 
condition,  and  the  GoTemment  is  also 
to  be  congratulated  on  the  admission 
that  some  portion  at  least  of  the  improve- 
ment is  due  to  their  policy,  and  that  it 
has  had  the  efifect  desired.  I  must  also 
congratulate  the  hon.  Member  upon  his 
conversion  to  those  views ;  because  there 
is  a  great  difference  between  what  he 
says  now  and  what  he  said  last  year, 
when  the  Land  Bill  was  about  to  become 
law.  In  that  speech  the  hon.  Member 
said — 

"  Two  hundred  thousand  tenants  hare  been 
looking  with  some  hopes  to  the  proceedings  in 
connection  with  this  Bill.  They  will  be  bitterly 
disappointed,  and  will  learn  to  trust  those  per- 
sons who  told  them  not  to  look  to  Parliament 
for  redress,  but  to  look  to  methods  outside  the 
law  and  outside  the  Constitution,  which,  in  the 
long  run,  have  been  the  only  arguments  that 
Parliament  have  ever  listened  to." — (3  Hansard, 
[319]  1021.) 

Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  admits  that 
the  Bill  has  had  an  ameliorating  effect, 
and  I  cannot  help  remarking  that  that 
effect  might  have  been  greater  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  used  then  the  lan- 
g^uage  he  uses  now.     Now,  Sir,  the  ad- 
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ministration  of  the  law  has  been 
arraigned.  It  was  arraigned  in  a  speech 
on  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
The  Government  does  not  shrink  from 
a  full  and  strict  inquiry  into  its  admi- 
nistration of  the  Grimes  Act.  It  is 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  examine 
the  action  of  the  Executive,  and 
when  the  Executive  applies  for  addi- 
tional powers  to  Parliament  it  may 
be  fairly  called  upon  to  give  a  full 
and  particular  account  of  its  admi- 
nistration of  those  powers,  and  that 
account  wo  are  prepared  to  give.  But 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  a 
charge  was  brought  against  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  of  so  grave  and  sweeping  a  cha- 
racter that  it  is  impossible  to  exaggerate 
its  importance.  That  charge  was  no  less 
than  this — that,  having  obtained  an  Act 
for  the  repression  of  crime,  they  used 
that  Act  not  against  crime,  but  against 
combinations  perfectly  lawful.  A  graver 
accusation  could  not  have  been  brought 
against  the  administration  of  the  law. 
How  is  it  borne  out  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  speech  used  these 
words — 

"I  am  sorry  to  say  the  first  suggestion  is 
that  our  assertions  of  last  year  are  verified 
that  the  Act  was  not  an  Act  aimed  at  crime ;  it 
was  an  Act  aimed  at  combination  as  apart  from 
crime — oombination  which  did  not,  to  use  the 
expression  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Colonel  Duncan),  fatally  blossom  into 
crime — which  did  not  develop  itself  in  crime, 
and  even  that  allegation  of  ours  which  was  so 
much  contested  and  which  was  treated  as  al- 
most ridiculous  is  verified ;  that  not  even  oom- 
bination was  the  sole  object  of  the  Act,  but 
that  exclusive  dealing  by  Irish  Nationalists 
was  to  be  made  a  punishable  offence.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  it  appears  to  me  that,  as  far 
as  I  have  read  the  aecounts  of  some  of  these 
convictions,  the  simple  act  of  exclusive  dealing 
by  an  individual  has  been  made  a  crime." 

A  graver  accusation  could  not  be  brought 
against  the  administration  of  the  law ; 
and  how  has  it  been  borne  out  ?  I  ask, 
Sir,  this  question,  what  are  the  two  com- 
binations against  which  this  Act  is  prac- 
tically directed  ?  They  are,  in  the  first 
place,  that  combination^ known  as  Boy- 
cotting ;  and,  secondly,  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. I  will  not  take  up*  the  time  of 
the  House  by  arguing  that  the  conspiracy 
known  as  Boycotting  is  a  criminiu  oon- 
spiracy;  it  has  been  held  so  by  the 
Judges  of  the  land,  end  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  LoQiiany 
when  he  was  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  in  1882,  was  of  the 
same  opinion.  I  will  not  quote  his  de- 
finition of  Boycotting ;  but  I  will  quote 
what  I  do  not  think  has  been  so  often 
quoted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

''I  may  have  said,  and  I  say  now,  that  I 
have  a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  one  man 
rather  th&n  another,  and  even  to  tell  people 
that  I  am  doing  bo.  But  that  has  nothmg  to 
do  with  the  comhined  intimidation  exorcised 
for  the  pnrpose  of  inflicting  rain  and  driving 
men  to  do  what  they  do  not  want  to  do,  and 
preventing  them  from  doing  what  they  have  a 
right  to  do." 

There  we  have  the  distinction  drawn  be- 
tween the  ezdasiye  dealing  which  is  law- 
ful, and  that  which  he  now  calls  exclusive 
dealing.  It  cannot  be  said  that  Boycotting 
is  different  now  from  what  it  then  was. 
Sir,  I  will  read  a  passage  from  a  speech 
reported  in  Th$  Cork  Daily  Morald  of 
February  9,  1888,  containing  a  defini- 
tion of  strict  and  most  rigid  Boycot- 
ting— 

**  We  put  the  most  liffid  Boycott  on  Cremin 
in  every  other  walk  of  life.  We  deal  with  no 
one  who  supplies  him  with  goods.  Whoever 
works  for  C&emin  most  work  for  him  alone. 
Whoever  associates  with  Cremin  must  have 
him  for  his  sole  companion,  and  this  not  for  a 
spnrt  of  a  month  or  two,  but  until  Cremin 
throws  up  the  farm  he  has  grabbed,  and  makes 
ample  compensation  to  the  boys  against  whom 
he  has  fals^y  sworn." 

Boycotting  is  now  what  it  was  before ; 
it  is  a  criminal  conspiracy,  as  it  was 
then,  to  be  put  down  by  the  law ;  and 
why  is  it  now  to  be  called  merely  exclu- 
sive dealing,  and  compared  to  a  mere 
quarrel  between  a  rector  and  his 
curate,  and  to  other  cases  of  exclu- 
sive dealing,  some  of  which  may  have 
been  matters  of  bad  taste,  not  one  of 
which  approached  to  crime  ?  What 
is  the  other  combination  against  which 
this  Act  has  been  directed  ?  It  is 
the  conspiracy  known  as  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  What  is  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ?  The  Plan  of  Campaign  is  a 
combination  among  the  tenants  of  an 
estate  to  this  effect^'*  We  will  hold  our 
farms,  and,  holding  them,  we  will  our- 
selves dictate  the  rent ;  we  will  pay  a 
portion  of  the  rent  measured  by  our- 
selves to  our  own  agents,  not  to  yours, 
who  will  transfer  it  to  you  if  you  choose 
to  accept  it,  and,  if  not,  we  will  fight 
you  to  the  last  extremity  with  your  own 
money — all  the  while,  remember,  hold* 

Jfr.  Madden 


ing  our  farms  against  you."  Will  any 
lawyer  with  a  sense  of  responsibility 
stand  up  in  this  House  and  say  that  a 
combination  for  this  purpose  is  not  a 
criminal  conspiracy  ?  We  have  not  had 
a  definition  of  it  from  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  liothian, 
because  it  had  not  been  invented  when 
he  was  responsible  for  the  government 
of  Ireland,  or,  no  doubt,  we  should  have 
had  one.  But,  in  the  absence  of  that 
definition,  we  have  something  to  go 
upon.  This  conspiracy  has  come  before 
the  Judges  of  the  land,  and  one  of  them 
on  the  Queen's  Bench  has  declared  that 
it  is  clearly,  distinctly,  and  absolutely 
illegal,  and  that  no  doubt  whatever  can 
be  entertained  on  the  subject.  This  is 
the  second  combination  against  which 
this  A.ct  was  directed.  Does  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  mean,  by  crime,  outrage 
and  murder  ?  In  18H2  he  spoke  of  such 
crimes  as  being  the  sanction  of  Boycot- 
ting, and  so  now  they  may  be  desoribed 
as  the  sanction  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
But,  Sir,  it  is  not  a  question  of  whether 
they  lead  to  outrage  or  murder — the 
combinations  are  themselves  crime.  It 
does  not  matter  whether  they  lead  to 
the  other  crimes  of  outrage  and  murder ; 
they  themselves  are  criminal,  and  every 
man  who  engages  in  them  is  guilty  of 
an  offence  against  the  ordinary  Criminal 
Law  of  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  JohnMorley),  who  was 
recently  Chief  Secretary  for  Irdand, 
said  that  the  two  coercive  conspiracies 
are,  in  his  opinion,  lawful  combinations; 
but  I  confront  him  with  the  opinion  of 
his  Leader  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  to  the 
one,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  as  to 
the  other.  I  am  not  going  to  re-open 
the  question  as  to  the  suppression  of 
certain  branches  of  the  National  League. 
I  will  only  point  out  that  it  was  sup- 
pressed in  those  districts  only  where  it 
was  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  its  operation 
was  to  encourage  those  two  illegal  oon- 
spiracies  of  Boycotting  and  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Therefore,  in  so  far  as  it 
hss  been  interfered  with  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  has  come  into  precisely  the 
same  category  of  inciting  to  unlawful 
acts  and  unlawful  conspiracies.  What, 
then,  becomes  of  the  statement  that  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  has 
been  directed  against  what  is  not  crimei 
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bnt  agamst  politioal  opponents  ?    Is  it 
suggested  that  it  has  been  so  adminis- 
tered as  to  conyiot  innocent  persons  and 
acquit  the  guilty  ?    [An  hon.  Member  : 
Yes.]    I  suppose  that  is  the  meaning 
of  the  attack  on  the  tribunals  by  whom 
the  Act  is  administered.  When  we  refer 
tj  the  tribunals  created  by  the  Act  of 
1882,  our  argument  is  described  as  the 
tu  quoque  argpiment,  or  the  argumenium 
ad  hmninem.      But    it    is  really  much 
more.      When   the  Bill  of    1882  was 
introduced,  the  then  Chief  Secretary, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Diyision  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevel- 
yan),  adopted  exactly  the  same  tribunals 
for  exactly  the  same  duties,  and  de- 
clared that  it  was  a  remedy  for  the  worst 
of  all  evils;  and  after  that  Bill  was 
passed,  credit  was  claimed  for  its  effi- 
cient working.    After  that  Act  had  been 
working  for  years,  I  should  like  to  know 
when  it   was  discovered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  his  tribunals  were 
not  fit  to  try  these  cases?  When  did  the 
Government  of  that  day  announce  that 
discovery  ?    On  the  contrary,  they  took 
credit  for  the  work  done  by  these  tri- 
bunals.   Now,  as  to  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates upon  whom  the  present  attack  has 
been  made.    There  are  73  in  all,  and, 
of  the  73,  60  were  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer,  or  retained  by  him  when  he 
revised  the  list.    Under  the  Act  of  1882 
one  member  of  the  Oourt  must  be  certi- 
fied as  having  legal  knowledge.   Thirty 
of  these  gentlemen  are  now  certified; 
20  were  so  certified  by  Lord  Spencer, 
and  of  the  other  10,  three  are  practising 
barristers.    It  has  been  suggested  in 
this  debate  that  before  these  tribunals 
a  trial  and  a  conviction  are  very  much 
the  same  thing ;  but,  whereas  up  to  the 
end  of  1887  there  were  659  trials,  I  find 
there  were  only  373  convictions.     With 
reference  to  the  question  of  appeals,  the 
statement  was  made,  no  donbt  inadver- 
tently, by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
Oity,  that  under  the  Act  of  1880  there 
was  an  appeal  in  every  case,  whereas, 
under  the  present  Act,  the  appeal  is  only 
the  same  as  in  ordinary  Petty  Sessions 
cases.     Well,  the  fact  is  that  the  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  1882  is  identical 
with  the   provision  in  this  Act.    And 
therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
references  to  what  occurred  in  the  House 
are  not  more  accurate  than  his  refer- 
ences to  the  Act  of  1882,  his  case  as  to 
appeals  is  a  very  poor  one,    I  find  in 


the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  as  reported 
in  The  Timei,  this  passage — 

"  One  need  not  be  a  lawyer  to  understand 
that  there  is  no  claas  of  cases  so  delicate,  so  im- 
portant, reqairing  such  nicety  and  precision  of 
legal  training,  as  cases  turning  on  the  effect  of 
words  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  or  the  construc- 
tion of  those  words." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  thus  con* 
templating  the  decision  by  the  Besident 
Magistrates  of  legal  questions.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  has  said 
that  it  was  within  the  discretion  of  magis- 
trates whether  they  should  state  a  case. 
That  is  not  so.  The  complaint  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  is  that  the  de- 
cision of  legal  questions  must  rest  with 
Eeaident  Magistrates.  The  fact  is  that, 
no  matter  whether  the  sentence  is  one 
month  or  six  months,  the  prisoner  has 
the  right  to  have  a  case  stated  for  the 
Superior  Court,  unless  the  magistrates 
should  consider  his  appeal  to  be  frivolous. 
But  even  in  that  case,  if  it  can  be  shown 
to  the  Superior  Court  that  the  application 
is  not  frivolous,  a  case  must  be  stated. 
Now,  a  large  number  of  appeals  have 
been  taken  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  and  I  think  it  is 
overlooked  in  this  discussion  what  has 
been  the  result  of  those  appeals.  Those 
appeals  go  to  the  County  Court 
Judges,  who  have  nothing  to  hope  or  to 
fear  from  the  Government.  Up  to  the 
end  of  last  year— and  I  am  aware  of  no 
case  since — the  result  has  been  that  only 
one  single  case  has  been  reversed  by  the 
County  Court  Judges.  In  the  case 
which  was  reversed,  additional  evidence 
was  produced  which  was  not  before  the 
Court  below.  Thus  the  decisions  of  the 
removable  magistrates  have  been  con- 
firmed by  irremovable  magistrates  in 
every  case  except  the  one  I  have  quoted. 
Beference  has  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  to  a  case  in  which  it  was 
said  that  the  Court  of  Exchequer  re- 
versed the  decision  of  some  magistrates 
at  Killarney.  I  will  state  the  precise 
reason  why  the  Court  of  Exchequer  re- 
versed that  decision.  There  was  a  pro- 
secution against,  I  think,  five  persons 
for  Boycotting.  Evidence  was  g^ven  by 
Mrs.  Curtin,  whose  name  is  well  known 
to  the  House,  in  one  case  only ;  but  that 
evidence  had  not  been  formally  given, 
as  against  each  of  those  persons. 
It  had  only  been  taken  against  one  of 
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them,  and  the  learned  Chief  Baron  of 
the  Exchequer  admitted  that  if  the  evi- 
dence of  Boycotting  had  heen  given  in 
all  the  oases  as  it  could  have  been  given 
by  Mrs.  Ourtin,  the  matter  being  per- 
sonal to  herself,  the  conviotions  would 
have  been  good.  The  decision  was  re- 
versed because  the  evidence  heard  orally 
before  the  magistrates  was  not  taken 
down  in  writing  in  each  case,  and  there- 
fore was  not  available  for  the  prosecu- 
tion in  the  case  before  the  Court  of 
Exchequer.  I  now  pass  to  instances 
quoted  by  the  hon..  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Parnell).  He  referred  to 
one  case  of  the  Boycotting  of  a  tenant 
farmer  (Connell),  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  mentioned.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's statement  of  the  case'differed  from 
that  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  but  the 
latter  stated  the  view  of  the  facts  which 
was  adopted  by  the  magistrates  who 
tried  the  case.  The  persons  charged, 
having  been  sentenced  to  three  months' 
imprisonment,  of  course  have  a  right  of 
appeal.  We  may,  therefore,  fairly  sus- 
pend our  judment  on  the  conflicting 
statements  of  the  case  until  the  appeal 
has  been  decided.  The  next  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  was 
that  of  Mr.  Blunt.  He  asked  why  Mr. 
Blunt  was  treated  so  differently  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  Well, 
has  the  House  before  it  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  meetiug  of  October 
was  held  at  Woodford  ?  That  meeting 
was  a  continuation  of  a  meeting  held  on 
a  previous  occasion.  [CVim  q^^'Ob, 
oh  ! "]  Why,  only  to-day  I  saw  in  the 
papers  a  reference  to  the  meeting  of 
October  16  as  a  preliminary  meeting. 
That  torchlight  meeting,  at  which  the 
Flroclamation  in  Her  Majesty's  name 
was  burnt,  was  a  preliminary  to  Mr. 
Blunt's  meeting  of  October  23.  It  is 
evident  that  a  meeting  may,  in  certain 
circumstances,  be  permitted,  when  a 
similar  meeting  in  other  circumstances 
would  be  unlawful  in  the  same  place. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  made  an  attack 
upon  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche.  I  think  it  was 
ungenerous  to  describe  Mr.  Boche  as  a 
briefless  barrister,  and  to  refer  to  some 
old   platform  utterances  of  his.    That 

gentleman  was  appointed  by  Earl 
pencer  to  the  very  responsible  post  of 
Sub-Commissioner  under  the  Land  Act. 
[Zatiffhier  from  the  Iruh  Members.'] 
Surely  the  position  of  Sub-Commissioner 
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is  a  position  of  responsibility ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  Earl  Spencer  selected 
him  for  his  merits,  and  I  think  he  made 
an  uncommonly  good  selection.  It  was 
somewhat  ungenerous  to  refer  to 
language  which  Mr.  Boche  used  upon 
the  hustings  long  ago ;  I  dare  say  even 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite have  occasionally  used  s^ong  lan- 
guage of  this  kind.  I  could  understand 
the  reference  if  the  language  had  been 
used  after  his  appointment  to  a  judicial 
position ;  but  to  rake  up  circumstances  in 
which  strong  language  was  said  to  have 
been  used  at  a  former  time,  in  order  to 
attack  Mr.  Koche's  character,  is  cer- 
tainly ungenerous.  The  hon.  Member 
was  also  ungenerous  to  another  gentle- 
man to  whom  he  referred.  The  only 
fact  alleged  against  this  person  is  that 
judgment  was  once  entered  against  him. 
To  suggest  that  a  gentleman  is  neces- 
sarily unfit  to  act  as  a  magistrate  be- 
cause a  judgment  has  been  entered 
against  him  is  an  argument  which  will 
commend  itself  to  very  few.  As  to 
Captain  Seagrave,  the  hon.  Member  is 
under  a  misapprehension.  He  stated 
that  Captain  Seagrave  was  supposed  to 
have  been  selected  for  his  legal  know- 
ledge, but  that  was  not  the  case.  The 
only  accusation  brought  by  the  hon. 
Member  against  Captain  Stokes  was 
based  upon  his  detention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  at  the  close  of  his  trial.  The 
hon.  Member's  appeal  having  been  dis- 
missed, he  reverted  to  his  original  posi- 
tion of  prisoner  under  sentence ;  and  it 
cannot  be  contended  that  a  prisoner  is 
to  be  allowed  to  walk  out  of  Court  pend- 
ing the  preparation  of  a  warrant.  There- 
fore, Captain  Stokes  was  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  arresting  Mr.  O'Brien  directly 
his  appeal  had  been  refused. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (DubUnCo.,N.)  :  The 
Kecorder  said  Mr.  O'Brien  was  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  leave  the  Court. 

Mn.  MADDEN  :  My  recollection 
is  that  he  said  —  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned.  He  had  nothing  more  to 
do  with  the  matter.  Another  of  the 
trivial  cases  which  have  been  brought 
forward  to  sustain  the  heavy  charge  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  is 
that  of  the  foreman  printer  of  The  Cork 
Examiner^  who,  it  is  alleged,  was  prose- 
cuted instead  of  another  person.  I  am 
informed  that  the  man  who  was  prose- 
cuted was  the  only  person  whose  oamQ. 
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appeared  upon  the  register  as  proprietor 
of  the  newspaper,  and  the  only  person 
against  whom  proceedings  could  be 
taken.  With  reference  to  the  obsorva- 
tious  made  about  newsvendors,  I  have 
to  say  that  no  newsvendor  has  been 
arrested  or  prosecuted  until  fully  cau- 
tioned ;  that  these  prosecutions  have  only 
been  instituted  in  the  counties  of  Kerry 
and  Glare,  where  the  dissemination  of 
the  principles  contained  in  certain  news- 
papers was  especially  dangerous;  and 
further,  that  no  one  has  ever  been  pun- 
ished for  selling  the  newspapers  without 
being  given  the  option  of  undertaking 
not  to  repeat  the  offence.  I  submit  that 
these  prosecutions  furnish  no  ovidence  of 
a  harsh  or  partial  administration  of  the 
law.  I  have  some  figures  which  supply 
a  complete  demolition  of  the  suggestions 
that  have  been  made;  they  are  an 
analysis  of  a  Return  of  the  offences  for 
which  373  persons  were  convicted  under 
the  Crimes  Act  in  1887.  The  numbers 
are — S5  cases  of  intimidation,  100  riot 
and  unlawful  assembly,  19  criminal  con- 
spiracy, 18  taking  forcible  possession, 
175  resisting  and  assaulting  constables 
or  bailiffs,  7  for  inciting  to  such  offences, 
and  19  for  publishing  illegal  notices  of 
suppressed  branches  of  the  National 
League.  Will  anyone  say  that  these 
persons  were  convicted  for  acts  un- 
connected with  crime?  Is  there  any 
foundation  at  all  for  the  suggestion 
that  has  been  made,  that  this  Act 
has  been  put  into  force  against  per- 
sons who  were  merely  partakers  in 
lawful  combinations  as  distinct  from 
crime  ?  I  have  gone  through  the  oases 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
submit  that  the  result  of  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  working  of  the  Grimes  Act 
has  been  to  confirm  the  view  that  it  has 
been  wisely  and  temperately  admi- 
nistered, and  administered  aosolutely 
without  distinction  of  persons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*That 
the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned," — {Sir 
Georg$  7V*Ptf/yffn,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

SALE  OF  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY  (IRE- 
LAKD)  ACT  (1678)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
( Jfr.  Lea,  Sir  Jamee  Carry,  Sir  William  Ewarl, 
Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr,  T,  IF,  RutttU,  Mr, 
Jordan,) 

[bill  86.]      SIOOHD  BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 


Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  8.)  said,  that 
last  Session  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  stated  that  this  Session 
he  would  move  for  a  Select  Oommitteo 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  sale  of 
liquor  on  Sunday  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  believed,  in- 
tended to  move  for  the  Committee  on 
Thursday,  and  as  it  was  only  the  proper 
course  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  that  Committee,  he  (Mr.  Lea)  would 
not  do  more  now  than  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  heard  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  assent  to 
the  second  reading,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  after  that  stage  he  should 
move  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Irish  Sunday 
Liquor  Question.  He  begged  to  movo 
the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Lea.) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  that  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  he  desired  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
understanding,  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Lea),  that  after  it  was 
read  a  second  time  it  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  he  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  proposed  to  move  for  on 
Thursday  next.  He  did  not  suppose, 
under  those  circumstances,  it  was  at  all 
necessary  that  the  discussion  should  be 
prolonged. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

MOTIONS. 

0 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP   SITES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  John  Ellis,  Bill  for  giving 
further  facilities  for  the  acquisition  of  Sites  for 
Places  of  Worship,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
M*Arthur,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wilson. 

BVIXpreMented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  93.J 

AGBIOULTUaAL    TBKANOIES    RATIKG     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to  divide 
Rates  between  Landlord  and  Tenant,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr.  C.  T, 
Dyke  Acland,  Mr,  Cobb,  Mr.  Cossham,  and  Sir 
Bernhard  Samuelson. 

HaXpreeenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 
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BOROUGH  FUNDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  amend  an 
Act  of  the  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  years  of 
Her  Majesty^B  reign,  chapter  ninety-one,  in- 
tituled *'  An  Act  to  authorise  the  application  of 
Funds  of  Municipal  Corporations  and  other 
Qt>veming  Bodies  in  certain  cases,"  or^rtf(^  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Richard 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Picton,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
and  Mr.  Woodhead. 

BiUprttented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  96.] 

LOKDON  COAL  AlO)  WIKS  DITTIES 

OONTIKUANCE  BILL. 

Cimtidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Betolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  further  continue  and  appropriate 
the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties. 

Kesolution  reported:  —  Bill  wdered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Hobert  Fowler.  Mr.  Baring, 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Colonel  Hughes,  Mr. 
Webster,  Colonel  Duncan,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt, 
and  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson. 

'SXiXpreeenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  96.] 

HOUSINO  OF  THE  WORKIKQ   GLASSES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Henr}'  Bruce,  Bill  to  fur- 
ther amend  the  Law  relating  to  Dwellings  of 
the  Working  Classes  and  the  Artlzans'  and 
Labourers'  Dwellings  Improvement  Acts,  1875 
to  1885,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Henry 
Bruce,  Major-Genoral  Goldsworthy,  Sir  Wil- 
liam FlowdeD,  Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  White. 

BiUpreeentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  97.] 

office  under  the  ceown  (vacating  of 

seats)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Vacation  of 
Seats  by  Members  of  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament  accepting  Office  under  the  Crown, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  W.  F.  Law- 
rence, Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Mr.  Edmund 
Kobertson,  and  Mr.  Seager  Hunt. 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  98.] 

EmORATION   AND   IMMIGRATION. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  '^  to  inquire  into 
the  Laws  existing  in  the  United  States  and 
elsewhere  on  the  subject  of  the  Immigration  of 
destitute  aliens,  and  as  to  the  extent  and  effect 
of  such  Immigration  into  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  to  report  whether  it  is  desirable  to  impose 
any  and,  if  so,  what  restrictions  on  such  Immi- 
gration, with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records."— (Cop/am  Colomb.) 

PRINTING. 

Orderedf  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters  which  re- 
late to  the  Printing  executed  by  Order  of  this 
House,  and  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  and 
arranging  for  Printing  Retoms  and  Papers 


presented  in  pnrsnanoe  of  Motions  made  by 
Members  of  this  House. 

The  Select  Committee  was  accordingly  itoiJii- 
nated  of, — Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Mr.  Stanafeld,  Mr. 
Raikes,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Sir  George  Russell, 
Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Murdoch,  Mr.  I^xton,  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Ordered,  That  three  be  the  quorum. — {Mr. 
Akert'  Douglae . ) 

kitchen  and  refreshment  rooms 
(house  of  commons). 

Ordered^  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  control  the  arrangements  for  the 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms,  in  the  de- 
partment of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Herbert,  Mr.  A.  H.  Acland,  Mr.  Agg;- 
Gardner,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  William  Corbet, 
Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  Flower, 
General  Goldsworthy,  Colonel  Hambro,  Vis- 
count Lewisham,  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Baron  De 
Rothschild,  Mr.  Shell,  and  Colonel  Malcolm. 

Ordered,  That  five  be  the  quorum. — (Jfr. 
Herbert,) 

LIFE  LEASES  CONTERSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  conversion  of  leases  for  liTee 
into  leases  for  years,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Mr.  Hasting^  Sir 
John  Puleston,  and  Mr.  Radcliffe  Cooke. 

BiUpreeeuied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

ECCLESIASnCAL  CONTUMACY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Sandys,  Bill  to  substi- 
tute deprivation  for  imprisonment  for  con- 
tumacy in  proceeding  under  the  Chunsh  Dia- 
cipUne  Act  of  1840,  and  ''  The  Public  Worship 
Regulation  Act,  1874,*'  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr. 
Wardle,  Mr.  Joicey,  and  Colonel  Saundenon. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  100.] 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Dawnay,  Bill  to  enact 

a  "  close  time  "  for  Hares,  ordered  to  he  brought 

in  by  Colonel  Dawnav,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir 

Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY 
(CORNWALL)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays  in  the  County  of  Cornwall,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr. 
Bickford-Smith,  Mr.  Bolilho,  Mr.  Conybeare, 
Mr.  Courtney,  and  Mr.  M'Arthur. 

Billpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

ACCESS  TO  MOUNTAINS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  secnre  to  the 

Sublic  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains  and 
[oorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton,  Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Sir  U.  Roscoe, 
and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 
BHipreegnted^and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 
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AIXOTliENTS  AOr  (1887)  AlfXNDMERT 

Bnii. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cobb,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Allotment 8  Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be  bron^ht 
in  hj  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  Walter 
Foeter,  Mr.  Seale-Rayne,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner, 
Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  and  Mr.  Winterbotham. 

WlpreBfnt0dt»nd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  104.] 

BSE&  ADXTLTSEATIOir  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Qoilter,  Bill  for  better 
secnring  the  parity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  bo 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  Qoilter,  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck.  Baron  Dimadale,  Mr.  Heneage,  Viscount 
Wolmer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetoon,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and 
Mr.  Gordon. 
BiMpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [Bill  106.] 

UQUOB  TBAPFIO    LOCAL  VETO  (eOOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.)  « 

JReeolvedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in 
borgbs,  wards  of  burghs,  parishes,  and  aistricts 
in  Scotland  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors,  or  otherwise  to  have  efiec- 
toal  control  over  the  Drink  Traffic  within  such 
areas. 

Resolution  reported :  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Bir.  M'Lagan,  Mr.  Lyell,  Dr. 
Gameron,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Cameron  Cor* 
beU,  Mr.  Stewart,  Dr.  Chirk,  Mr.  Monro  Fer- 
guson, and  Mr.  Thorbum. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  106.] 

FBIBITDLT    80CTETIE8  ACT  (1875)   AMEKD- 

UESrr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Norton,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Norton,  Viscount  Folke- 
stone, Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  and  Mr. 
Llewellyn. 

BillpresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

TJHlVIBenY    OP    GLASGOW    (ST.     MVKOo's 

college)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baird,  Bill  for  establishing 
in  the  East  end  of  Glasgow  a  College  of  the 
IJoiversity  of  Glasgow,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Caldwell,  and  Mr.  Mason. 

Biilprtsented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 

HUKICIPAL   BATES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Craig,  Bill  to  make  pre- 
dion for  the  making,  assessment,  and  collec- 
tion of  Municipal  Hates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Craig,  Mr.  Rowntree,  Mr.  Dodds, 
and  Sir  Albert  RoUit. 

Bill^fsml^i^  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  109.] 


OCCUPIXBS'  DISQUALIFICATIOir  BBKOYAL 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whilmore,  Bill  to  relieve 
Occupiers  of  dwelling  houses  and  lodgers  from 
Dirqaalification  as  Voters  at  Parb'amentary 
Elections  by  reason  of  temporary  absence  or 
service,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Whit- 
more,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  Hozier,  and  Mr.  Itf  ow« 
bray. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 10.] 


BUBIALS   BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  BiU  to  amend  the  Burial  Law. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  h^  Mr.  Osborne  Mornin,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Mr.  llUngworth,  and  Mr.  Richard. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  111.] 


BBITISH  AND  IBI8H  IKDrSTBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  for 
the  Defence  of  British  and  Irish  Industry, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Mr.  Charles  Gray,  Mr.  Brookfield, 
Mr.  Norris,  Mr.  Johnston,' Mr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Byron  Reed,  and  Mr.  Maple. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  112.] 


HSTBOPOLITAN     TIBE     BBIOADE 
EXPENSES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Webster,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  regard  to  the  Fire  Brigade  Ex* 
penses,  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr.  Isaacs, 
and  Mr.  Maple. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [Bill  118.] 

MINING   LEASES  (COBNWALL  AND 

DEVON)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Miniog  T'Cases  in 
Cornwall  and  Devon,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr.  Bickford- Smith, 
Mr.  Bolitho,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  M 'Arthur,  and 
Mr.  Seale-Hayne* 

Bill presetttid,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BfU  1 1 4.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'cloc]^. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
TtUBday,  lAth  February ,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— PX7BLIC   Bill— i^ir«/  Reading— 
Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  (12). 

THE  DEATH  OP  MR,  M'NEILL  AT 
BOULOGNE. 

QX7BSTI0N.     OBSBBYATIONS. 

The  Eael  of  DUNRAVEN  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess at  the  head  of  the  Government  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice,  in  connection  with  the 
lamentable  death,  under  very  suspicious 
circumstances,  of  Mr.  M'Neill  at  Bou- 
logne in  December  last.  Your  Lord- 
ships know  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  I  need  not  therefore  further 
allude  to  them ;  but  I  saw  it  mentioned 
in  the  papers  yesterday  that  practically 
speaking  the  further  investigation  into 
the  cause  of  death  has  ceased,  and  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Ptime  Minister,  Whether 
there  has  been  any  communication  be- 
tween the  two  Governments  of  France 
and  England  upon  the  subject,  and 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  that  state- 
ment ;  and  also,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  there  is  a  very  grave  suspicion  that 
a  murder  was  ^committed,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  able  to 
make  any  further  representations  to  the 
French  Government  upon  the  subject? 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  Ain)  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  My  Lords,  I  have  reason  to 
doubt  that  it  is  true,  as  my  noble  Friend 
has  stated,  that  investigation  in  this  case 
has  been  given  up.  Our  latest  infor- 
mation is  that  the  French  Government 
has  assured  the  British  Ambassador  that 
the  inquiry  is  actively  proceeding  at 
Boulogne,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Commissaire  Central e,  and  that  a  spe- 
cial Commiesaire  Las  been  dospatchod 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  Of 
course  I  do  not  know  the  particulars  of 
the  investigation  ;  nobody  probably  but 
the  magistrate  actually  concerned  can 
know  them.  No  doubt  it  is  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  noble  Earl  that  inves- 
tigations of  this  kind  in  France  are 
conducted  not  in  public,  as  with  us, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  quite  privately, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  out  of  the 


power  of  anyone  to  say  whether  the  ia- 
vestigation  was  actively  proceeding  or 
not.  We  have  expressed  to  the  French 
(Government  our  great  anxiety  that  every 
measure  should  be  taken  to  disoover 
the  murderer,  if  murder  there  was,  and 
I  have  not  the  smallest  ground  for  be- 
lieving that  there  will  be  the  slightest 
lukewarmness  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government  in  carrying  out  the  investi- 
gation. 

LAW   AND   JUSTICE  —  APPOINTMENT 
OF  A  PUBLIC  PROSECUTOR. 

QUESTION.      OBSBRYATIONS. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  rose  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  What  pros- 
pect there  was  of  tbe  appointment  of  a 
Public  Prosecutor?    A  general  opinion 
prevailed  that  such  a  public  officer  wa3 
necessary  to  prevent  inequality  in  respect 
to  the  trial  of  persons  under  the  Oiminal 
Law,  and  he  was  prompted  to  ask  the 
Question  by  what  had  occurred  in  refer- 
ence to  one  case  in  London  and  another 
in  Birmingham.    In  London  a  man  was 
tried  for  murder  said  to   be  brought 
about  by  arson,  when  the  jury  brought 
in  a  verdict  of  not  guilty.     The  prisoner 
was  subsequently  tried  for  arson,  found 
guilty,  and  received  an  adequate  punish- 
ment.   The  case  at  Birmingham  was 
that  of  a  man  and  a  woman  tried  for 
the  murder  of  Colonel  Fendall.     The 
Grand  Jury  brought  in  a  true  bill  for 
murder.    A  robbery  dearly  was  com- 
mitted with  violence.    The  clothes  of 
the  murdered  man  were  found  with  the 
parents  of  the  man  who  was  tried  for 
murder.     He  was  found  guilty  of  man- 
slaughter, and  received  a  trifling  punish- 
ment only,  not  being  subsequently  tried 
for  robbery  with  violence,  although  it 
resulted  in  death.    He  submitted  that 
in  the  two  cases  quoted  there  was  a 
great  inequality  before  the  law.    There 
was  additional  cause  for  believing  a  foul 
murder  was  committed  on  the  person  of 
Colonel  Fond  all  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  cabman  who   gave  evidence 
stated  that  ho  had  been  requested  to 
state   by  the  man   and  woman  found 
guilty  of   manslaughter  that  he    had 
found  the  body  in  the  street,  although 
he  had  assisted  in  removing  it  from  £e 
house  where  the  crimes  of  manslaughter 
and  robbery  with  violence  were  com- 
mitted.    There  was  a  great   deal  of 
evidence  in  support  of  the  orime  of 
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mnrder  or  maBslaugliter  together  with 
robbery  with  violence ;  and  why  in  the 
one  case  a  man  should  be  tried  for  arson, 
Laying  heen  acquitted  of  the  crime  of 
murder,  and  in  the  other  the  man  and 
woman  found  guilty  of  manslaughter 
wore  not  tried  for  robbery  with  violence 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  imagine,  unless  it 
was  due  to  the  absence  of  a  .public 
officer  charged  with  the  investigation  of 
such  cases. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbttry)  said,  he  was  not  quite  sure 
that  he  distinctly  understood  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord ;   it  was  not  cer- 
tain what  he  intended  to  convey  by  ask- 
ing the  Question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  recommend  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Public  Prosecutor.     If 
the  noble  Lord  meant  by  a  Public  Pro- 
secutor a  person  charged  with  the  duty 
of  looking    after    any    prosecution    in 
which  his  intervention  was   required, 
such  an  officer  was  already  in  existence. 
By  the  Act  of  1879  a  Public  Prosecutor 
was  appointed,  and  by  the  amending 
Act  of  1884  the  Office  was  vested  in  the 
Solicitor  to    the    Treasury,    who   was 
charged  to  take  up  cases  in  which  no 
private  prosecutor  was  to  be  found,  and 
who  in  fact  often  took  cases  out  of  the 
hands  of  private  prosecutors.  Therefore, 
the  answer  to  the  Question   was  that 
there  was  a  Public  Prosecutor  already 
existing.     He  believed  the  duties  of  the 
Office  were  performed  by  Sir  Augustus 
Stephenson  with  great  skill  and  dili- 
gence, and  he  had  not  heard  of  any 
failure  of  justice  by  reason  of  the  sup- 
posed absence  of  such  an  officer.    Not 
knowing  what  cases  would  be  cited  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  had  not  acquainted 
himself  with  the  details  of  the  two  that 
had  been  mentioned.      But  from   the 
circumstances  that  had  been  stated  he 
did  not  see  how  the  action  of  a  Public 
Prosecutor   could    have    averted    the 
failures  of  justice  which  had  been  sug- 
gested.    As  to  the  case  in  which  per- 
sons were  tried  for  murder  and  con- 
victed of  manslaughter,   the  sentence 
was  the  sentence  of  the  Judgo.     Did 
the  noble  Lord    desire  that   a  Public 
Prosecutor  bhould  be  appointed  to  con- 
trol the  discretion  of  Judges  in  the  in- 
fliction of  punishment  ? 

LoBD  ELLENBOROnOH :  No. 

LoBD  HALBBURT :  Then  he  did  not 
see  what  was  the  object  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  patting  the  case  forward.    The 


offence  of  manslaughter  was  one  in  re- 
spect of  which,  for  obvious  reasons,  there 
was  left  to  Judges  a  very  large  discre- 
tion between  sentencing  to  penal  servi- 
tude and  inflicting  a  fine.  As  to  the 
non -trial  of  the  accused  for  the  robbery 
which  was  involved  in  the  original 
charge  of  murder,  if  in  tho  case  of  a 
robbery  a  person  was  killed  it  could  not 
be  manslaughter,  and  it  must  be  murder. 
He  could  not  say  more  without  knowing 
exactly  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  the 
answer  to  the  Question  would  be  that 
the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
appointing  such  an  officer  as  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  contemplate. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

BILL  PBESBHTBD.      FIBST  BEADING. 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  Stahlbt  of  Pbbstok), 
in  presenting  this  Bill,  said,  it  was  a 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  better  regulation 
of  railway  and  canal  traffic,  and  wasessen- 
tially  the  same  as  the  Bill  which  passed 
through  their  Lordships'  House  last 
year. 

A  Bill  for  the  better  regulation  of 
railway  and  canal  traffic;  and  for  other 
purposes — Presented  (The  Lord  Stanley 
of  Pbeston)  ;  read  1'.    (No.  12.) 

Honse  a^onmed  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  part  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  Uth  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Kitchen 
and  Befreshment  Rooma  (House  of  Com- 
mons) ;  Mr.  Fenwick  diteh, ;  Mr.  Cremer 
added. 

Public  Bills  —  Jle$oluticn»  in  CommitUe  — 
Ordered— Firai  Reading^^lJifj^or  Traffic  Local 
Veto  (Wales)  •  [1171 ;  Liquor  Traffic  Local 
Option  (England)  •  [119]. 

Ordered— First  Reading — Land  Tenure  (Scot- 
land)* [116];  Borough  Funds  (Ireland)* 
ril6] ;  Burgh  PoUce  and  Health  (Scotland)  * 
rU8];  lUining  Accidents  Insoxance  (Soot* 
land)*  [120];  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)*  [121]; 
Land  Law  (Wales  and  Monmouthshire)  * 
[122] ;  Foreshore  and  Fishery  Bights  *  [123] ; 
Agricultural  Tenant's  ImproTcmcnt  Protec- 
tion *  [1  24] ;  Yagranto  *  [125]. 
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into  account,  it  is  considered  that  the 
substitution  of  jute  for  straw  would  not 
lead  to  economy.  Jute  fibre  has  been 
tried  in  this  country,  and,  on  the  ques* 
tion  of  comfort,  it  was  favourably  re- 
ported on  at  first ;  but  subsequent 
Beports  have  been  adverse  to  its  em- 
ployment. Straw  is  still  generally  used, 
because  it  is  considered  the  ideanest 
and,  all  circumstances  taken  into  ao- 
coant,  the  most  convenient  material  for 
the  purpose. 


Q  UEHTIONS. 

POST    OFFICE— DELITERY   AND 
DETENTION  OF  LETTERS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Under 
what  authority,  and  whether^  under 
printed  and  published  Begulation,  the 
Department  claims  to  delay  and  detain 
letters  addressed  to  a  dwelling-house 
where  the  addressee  habitually  resides, 
until  the  name  of  the  addressee  is 
painted  up  or  shown  on  a  plate  ? 

The  POSTMASTERGENERAL(Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University)  :  I 
think,  though  I  am  not  sure,  that  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to  the  case  of  re- 
directed letters  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  No,  I  do  not. 

Mb.  BAIKES  :  In  cases  of  re-direc- 
tion of  letters  for  a  firm  or  Company,  it 
has  been  the  practice  to  require  some 
indication  of  there  being  such  a  busi- 
ness. Indeed,  experience  has  shown 
that  in  many  instances  some  such  pre- 
caution has  been  required  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public.  If  the  non. 
Member  will  give  me  the  particulars  of 
any  case  which  has  involved  hardship 
or  inconvenience,  I  will  have  inquiry 
made  on  the  subject. 

ARMY— BEDDING. 

Mh.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  jute  fibre 
beds  are  used  for  the  Indian  Army  ; 
whether,  as  compared  with  the  straw 
beds  in  use  for  the  British  Army,  which 
require  very  frequent  renewal,  the 
adoption  of  similar  fibre  beds  would 
involve  a  very  large  saving  in  expendi- 
ture ;  whether  such  fibre  beds  have 
been  tried  in  this  country,  and  whether, 
after  eight  months'  trial,  the  War  Office 
pronounced  the  experiment  so  far  suc- 
cessful, and  stated  that  the  men  were 
well  pleased  with  the  material ;  and, 
whether  straw  is  still  used  for  soldiers' 
beds,  and  why  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  am  informed  that  jute  fibre  is  not 
used  as  a  bedding  material  in  the  Indian 
Army.  As  regards  the  British  Army, 
other  considerations  are  involved  be- 
sides the  mere  cost  of  the  material  for 
filling  the  beds ;  and,  taking  all  things 


GENERAL  PRISONS  BOARD  (IRE- 
IAND)-BIBLES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  very  small  print  of 
the  Bible  usually  supplied  to  prisoners 
in  Ireland ;  and,  if  he  could  take  the 
matter  into  his  consideration  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Xing-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  This  matter  has  already  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  General  Prisons 
Board,  who  are  causing  larger-print 
Bibles  to  be  substituted  for  those  re- 
ferred to. 

PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
GALWAY  DOCK. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  In  what 
state  the  Wet  Dock  of  Galway  is  at  pre- 
sent ;  and,  if  this  dock  is  under  the  entire 
control  of  the  Board  of  Works ;  and,  if 
so,  when  it  will  be  fit  to  receive  ships. 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  dock  at  Galway  alluded 
to  is  not  under  the  entire  control  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  whose  position  in  re- 
gard to  the  harbour  is  that  of  receivers 
of  the  tolls.  I  learn,  however,  that  new 
gates  have  been  constructed,  under  the 
supervision  of  the  engineer  of  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners,  to  replace  those 
which  were  destroyed ;  and  that  engineer 
considers  that  the  dock  will  be  in  work- 
ing order  in  about  two  months. 

BRITISH    COLUMBIA-IKTRODUCTION 

OF  RABBITS. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (FUntshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Ooloniee, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  a  private  in- 
dividual has  recently  introduced  a  con- 
siderable number  of  rabbits  into  British 
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Oolumbia;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
immense  injury  has  resulted  to  the 
Australian  Colonies  from  ^similar  intro- 
duction of  rabbits  into  them;  and. 
whether  he  can  state  if  measures  will 
be  adopted,  either  by  the  Qorernment  of 
British  Columbia  or  the  Home  Gorern- 
ment,  to  put  a  stop  to  such  importation 
as  being  injurious  to  the  Colony  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Sir 
HsNBYnoLLAND)(Hampstead):  Ihaye  re- 
ceived no  information  of  the  introduction 
of  rabbits  into  British  Columbia  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers.  I  am,  of  course, 
aware  of  the  great  injury  which  has  been 
wrought  in  the  Australian  Colonies  by 
these  animals ;  but,  as  in  the  case  of 
those  Colonies,  so  also  in  that  of  British 
Columbia,  it  rests  entirely  with  the  local 
Government  to  stop  the  importation,  or 
take  such  other  steps  as  may  be  thought 
necessary.  I  am  not  aware  whether  any 
action  has  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  British  Columbia. 

ZANZIBAR— LAND   DISPUTES. 

Mb.  p.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  there  have  been  disputes  between 
Eoglish  and  German  settlers  as  to  the 
ownership  of  property  about  Taveta; 
and,  whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  to 
define  the  boundaries  of  the  two  spheres 
of  iniuence  with  greater  precision  than 
was  done  by  the  Zanzibar  Delimitation 
Commission  and  the  London  Conference? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jakes  Fbrgussom)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  no  information  as  to 
any  such  disputes.  In  fact,  neither  side 
of  the  frontier  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Taveta  is  as  yet  occupied  by  permanent 
settlers.  Nothing  has  arisen  to  show 
that  any  further  steps  are  required  at 
present  for  the  definition  of  the  boundary, 
as  to  which  the  two  Governments  are 
perfectly  agreed. 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)- 
ATTACK  ON  A  PROTESTANT  CHURCH. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  Be- 
fore  I  put  the  Question  which  stands  in 
my  name  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
is  necessary  that  I  should  supplement  the 
first  paragraph  by  asking  him  whether 
the  Rbv.  Mr.  Allen,  who  was  the  rector, 
had  not  previously  sent  an  apology  for 


not  being  ablo  to  attend  a  Unionist 
demonstration  ?  I  now  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  an  attack 
has  been  made  on  the  Protestant  Church 
of  MuUoughdun,  County  Fermanagh, 
and  all  the  windows  smashed;  if  a 
branch  of  the  National  League  exists  in 
the  district ;  and,  if  any  of  the  perpetra- 
tors of  the  outrage  have  been  made 
amenable  to  justice  ? 

Mb.  H.CAMFBELL(Fermanagh,  S.): 
In  connection  with  the  occurrence  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  his 
answer,  I  beg  to  ask  him  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Catholic  priest  of  the  dis- 
trict, immediately  on  hearing  of  the  out- 
rage, wrote  at  once  to  Mr.  Bloomfield — 
the  party  aggrieved— expressing  his 
strongest  condemnation,  and  declaring 
that  every  assistance  to  discover  the 
guilty  party  would  be  offered  by  the 
priests  and  Catholics  of  the  neighbour- 
hood; and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
some  very  active  members  of  the  Irish 
Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  reside  in  this 
district  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habbcan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  With  regard  to  the  supple- 
mentary portion  of  the  first  paragraph 
just  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Belfast,  I  have  no 
information  beyond  the  personal  know- 
ledge that  the  rev.  gentleman  did  not 
attend  the  mooting  ;  but  I  am  not  aware 
whether  he  sent  an  apology  or  not.  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  he  is  on  good 
terms  with  his  Roman  Catholic  neigh- 
bours. As  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
the  Constabulary  reported  that  between 
the  29th  of  January  and  the  4th  of 
February,  1 1  small  panes  of  glass  were 
broken  in  two  windows  of  the  church, 
which  is  situated  in  a  lonely  place.  At 
present  no  persons  had  been  made 
amenable  for  the  offence.  No  branch  of 
the  National  League  exists  in  that  dis- 
trict. 

NAVY— DOCKYARDS,    &c.— ACCIDENTS 
AT  SHEERNESS. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  case  of  accidents  in  Sheer* 
ness  Dockyard,  the  patients  are  now 
conveyed  to  Chatham,  whereby   their 
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Bufferings  are  increaeecl,  and  their  rela- 
tions put  to  considerable  expense  in 
visiting  them ;  and  whether  the  Admi- 
ralty will  adopt  some  scheme  by  arrange- 
ment with  the  Military  Hospital  or 
otherwise  by  which  they  can  be  received 
and  treated  at  Sheemess  ? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Lord  Oeobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealiug) :  It  has 
been  the  practice  to  send  accident  cases 
occurring  in  Sheemess  Dockyard  to  the 
Itoyal  Naval  Hospital  at  Chatham  for 
treatment  when  the  nature  of  the  injury 
admitted  of  their  removal.  Injuries  of 
a  nature  to  render  removal  undesirable 
would  be  treated  locally  at  the  dispensary 
of  the  Boyal  Naval  Barracks  of  the  Dock- 
yard. Under  those  circumstances,  it 
appears  to  be  unnecessary  to  ask  the 
Military  Authorities  to  receive  accident 
oases.  Since  January,  1 887,  there  have 
only  been  three  oases  necessitating  re- 
moval. 
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NAVY-DOOKYARD  ESTABLISHMENTS 
— SHEERNESS. 

Mb.    KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEN 

gent,  Faversham)  asked  the  First 
rd  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
Admiralty  will  fill  up  the  existing 
vacancies  in  the  different  classes  of 
established  smiths  in  Sheerness  Dock- 
yard, as  has  been  done  in  other 
yards  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Lord  Gbobgb 
Hahiltoit)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Pro- 

{>osals  to  modify  the  Dockyard  estab- 
ishments,  including  a  re- arrangement 
of  the  various  trades  to  meet  modem 
requirements,  are  now  under  considera- 
tion. Pending  a  decision  on  these  pro- 
posals, it  is  not  intended  to  make  any 
additions  to  the  number  of  established 
workmen  in  the  yards. 

INSPECTION  OP  QUARRIES-LEGISLA- 
TION. 

Mb.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  "Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  during  the 
present  Session,  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  inspection  of  Quar- 
ries? 

The  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
aaid,  the  Government  did  not  contem- 
plate at  present  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  refemd  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  KnaiehhuU-HugeMen 


THB     HATTIAN     GOVERNMENT— IM- 
PRISONMENT OF  MR.  COLES. 

OoLONBL  PTJNOAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any 
compensation  has  been  demanded  from 
the  Haytian  Government  for  the  im- 
prisonment of  a  British  subject  named 
Ooles ;  and,  whether  the  statement  of 
the  case  for  compensation,  as  submitted 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown,  can 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fsbqussoi?)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  case  referred  to 
by  my  hon.  and  gallantFriend  has  been 
carefully  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  consultation  with  tiie 
Law  Officers  of  the  Orowu,  and  they 
have  decided  that  it  is  not  one  in  which 
it  would  be  justifiable  to  claim  compen- 
sation from  the  Haytian  Government. 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  present 
the  Correspondence  on  the  subject,  if 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  chooses  to 
move  for  it ;  but  it  is  not  the  practice  to 
publish  the  cases  referred  to  the  Law 
Officers  or  their  opinions.  The  view 
taken  of  the  case  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will,  however,  be  shown  in 
the  Papers. 

CoLONKL  DUNCAN  g^ve  Notice  that 
he  would  move  for  the  Correspond- 
ence, and  would  call  attention  to  the 
subject  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 

POST     OFFICE— POSTAGE    TO    INDIA 

AND  CHINA. 

Mb.  T.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether, 
as  the  Post  Office  saves  £107,000  a-year 
on  the  new  East  India  and  China  Mail 
Contract,  he  proposes  to  make  any  re« 
duction  in  the  postage  on  letters  to  India 
and  China  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr 
Raikes)     (Cambridge    University): 
may  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  W^i^ 
saving  to  which  he  refers  is  simply  a;   reirnJ 
duction  of  the  loss  on  the  India  «^a^^ 
China    Mail    Services.      The    pre^        * 
postage  rates  will  still  leave  a  oonsi< 
able  deficiency  between  the  ezpendi 
and  the  receipts  under  this  head, 
will  have  to  be  made  good  out  of  ibe 
general  Revenues  of  this  countxy»   of 
Lidia,  and  the  Eastern  Colonies;  and  I 
am  not  now  prepared,  theref ore,  to  pro- 
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poae  an;  ndnctloa  of  tbe  postage  rates 
to  India  and  Ohina. 

He.   J.    M.    lifAOLBAN:    Has 
monej  been  applied  to  the  reduotion  of 
postal  ntoB  to  Australia  f 

Hk.  EAIKE8 :  No  decision  has  been 
irriTed  at  with  reference  to  the  postal 
rates  to  Australia. 


FOREIGN  AFFA.IB8-ALLEGED  AGREE- 
MENTS WITH  EnBOPEAN  POWEKS. 
Me.  LABOUOHEEE  {Northampton', 
aabed  the  Under  Secretaty  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  seen 
the  statement  in  Th*  Ninte  Friit  Frtttt 
of  Tieooa,  that  the  Treaties  which  were 
Bigoed  last  year  between  the  Central 
European  Powers — 

"An  (appleiiinited  by  speoisl  MTsngemeiits 
between  lUly,  Austiio,  uid  Great  Britaiii, 
bsTiDg  for  tbeir  object  the  dsfenoe  of  the 
Anitrun  and  Italian  coaata  a^ioat  a  hoitile 
Conntrj;" 

whether  an;  arrangements  of  this 
natuie,orofanyothernatuTe,  inreg;ardto 
the  eontingeut  defence  by  this  country 
of  the  Italian  coasts,  or  of  the  coasts  of 
an;  ether  Oontinental  European  State, 
weie  a  matter  of  diplomatic  correspond- 
^oe  during  last  year ;  and,  whether,  if 
'80,  this  resulted  in  any  arrangement ; 
and,  whether,  if  there  was  any  such 
diplomatic  Correspondence,  he  will  * 
it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
Brrangemmt,  if  any,  resultiDjr  there- 
from? '^* 
,  The  UNDEB  SMn&VTA-RT  cm, 
i        STATE  (8ijJ.™S„^ItHM." 

'       "»  '"■  ""JKr  tiat  we  u»  lod.t  no 

J^uree,  la  inoluded  the  naval — 
ibis  country,  except  such  as  are 
.  known  to  the  House.    In  accord- 
_  ..ith  the  uniform  practice,  I  must 
_.no  to  produce  any  Oorrespondenoe 
ich  has  passed  between  this  country 
-»^d  the  7arioufi  States   of  Europe  in 
regard    to    the    present   condition    of 

"  Mb.  IiABOTICHERE :    Do  I  under- 

[and  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  to  say 

>  no  arrangement  of  any  sort  or  kind 

been  entered  into  with  Italy,  whether 

Igio^  the  N&ral  or  Military  Forces  of 

untry  or  not  ? 

JAMES  FERGUS80N 

poBttion  to  giTe  any  further 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (lEELAMDj-THB 
INQUE8T  AT  MITOHELSTOWN. 
Mr.  COMHINS  (Rosoommoa,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  ;to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  quash- 
ing, by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
Ireland,  of  the  coroner's  inquisition,  by 
which  a  Tsrdiot  of  wilful  murder  was 
found  against  a  District  Inspector  and 
five  members  of  the  S^yal  Irish  Oon- 
Btnbulary  on  the  9th  September  last  at 
Mitchelstown  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  inquisition  was  quashed  on  account 
of  irregular  and  improper  steps  alleged 
to  be  taken  by  the  coroner  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  proceedings,  and  not  on  the 
grounds  that  the  verdict  found  by  the 
jury  was  wrong  or  improper,  or  unsup- 
ported by  the  evidence ;  whether  the 
proceedings  before  the  coroner  having 
thus  become  void,  it  is  the  intention  oi 
the  Crown  to  take  any  steps  for  the  hold- 
ing of  a  new  inquest  by  special  Commis- 
sioners or  otherwise,  as  provided  by  the 
Law  in  oases  of  inquisitions  so  quauied ; 
and,  whether  any  prosecution  before 
magistrates  or  other  magisterial  inquiiy 
has  yet  been  held,  or  direc^ed-t&^-beld, 
into  the  facta  discjgatj-tipon  the  inquest, 
icome  abortive  by  the 
[ashing  of  the  inquisition  above  men- 
tioned ? 

Ths  pabliamentaet  dndee 

SECRETARY  [Colonel  Kma-HAKiiAH) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  quashing  of  the  coroner's  inquisi- 
tion, by  whiim  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder 
was  found  against  a  District  Inspector 
and  five  members  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  on  September  9,  at 
Mitohelstown.  It  is  the  fact  that  the 
inquisition  was  quashed  on  the  ground 
of  the  irregular  and  improper  steps 
alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the 
coroner  in  the  conduct  of  the  proceed- 
ings. The  other  grounds  referred  to  by 
the  hon-  Member— namely,  as  to  whe- 
ther the  verdict  found  by  the  jury  was 
wrong  or  improper  or  unsupported  by 
the  evidence — were  not  discussed  before 
the  Queen's  Bench,  inaemuch  as  it  has 
been  settled  by  authority  that  it  is  not 
oompetent  for  that  Court  to  review  tho 
verdict  oa  any  such  grounda  or  to  look 
into  the  depositions  for  that  purpose. 
The  Crown  do  not  consider  it  necessary 
to  take  any  stepa  for  the  holding  of  a 
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new  inquest.  No  progeoution  before 
magistrates  or  other  magisterial  in- 
quiry has  been  held,  or  directed  to  be 
held,  mto  the  facts  disclosed  upon  the 
inquest. 

IMMIGRATION  OP  DESTITUTE  ALIENS. 
Mb.    SYDNEY    BUXTON    (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of    State  for  Foreign  AflPairs, 
Whether,  pending  such  legislation  as 
may  result  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee  about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  question  of  the  immigration  of 
destitute  aliens,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  will  instruct  Her 
Majesty  s  Consuls  abroad  that,  as  far  as 
lies  m  their  power,  they  should  inform 
intending  immigrants  of  the  overcrowded 
state  of  the  labour  market  in  the  Metro- 
pohs,  and  should  warn  them  against 
coming  to  England  ? 

QmT^^r.  ^NDER  SEORETAKY  of 
KIATE  (Sir  James  Fkhqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N  E.) :  Sir,  the  measures  which 
the  lion.  Member  proposes  would  be  at- 
tended with  considerable  difficulties;  but 
1  will  communicate  with  other  Depart- 
ments, with  a  view  to  consideration  of 
ttieir  practicability. 
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what  is  the  total  cost  per  week  of  Bo^h 
constables  and  officers  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham.  E.) ;  About 
155  constables  and  officers  of  all  grades 
are  employed  in  and  around  the  House 
iheir  cost  IS  estimated  at  about  £300 
per  week. 

AHMY-ENTRANOE  EXAMINATION  AT 

WOOLWICH. 

Mr  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
ff7fi  •  HowoETH)  (Salford,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
Ills  attention  has  been  called  to  the  Re- 
gulations recently  issued  for  the  en- 
trance examination  at  Woolwich  bv 
which,  m  the  scientific  branches  of  the 


SCOTLAND-DISTRESS  IN  THE  HIGH- 

LANDS. 

^?^A\^^r'^l  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
IS  now  m  a  position  to  state  to  the  House 
whatmeasures  of  relief  are  proposed  by 
the  Government  to  alleviatJ,  as  far  as 
possible,  existing  distress  in  the  Hiirh- 
lands  of  Scotland  ?  ^ 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.H.  A 
Macdoijald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An^ 
drew  s  Universities) :  The  matter  is  en- 
gaging the  serious  attention  of  the  Qo- 


intending  immigranta  of  the  overcrowded    A^^,  \  i     "  wjentific  branches  of  the 

tive  value  and  scientiHc  excellence,  and 
correspondingly  discouraged  among  the 
candidates ;  and,  whether  these  BW 

£mpo«ry  ?'""'  "'  P""""«"*'  »'  °-'j 

The  8E0RETAEY  of  8TATE  fMr 

B.8TAHHOPE)(Linooln8hire,Homca«tle1: 
Ihe  new  Regulations  are  intended  to  be 
of  permanent  application.      By  these 
Begulations  the  same  marks  areassianed 
as  under  the  last  Regulations  to  physical 
science;  but  agreater  number  is  awarded 
to  mathematics,  history,  and  lane uaires  • 
so  that  proficiency  in  physical  soienoeij 
will  ooont  for  less  in  the  competition. 
J.  he  subjijct  has  been  very  fully  con- 
sidered by aWaang Committee,  and  the 
preponderance  Ui»sbeen  given  to  those 
subjects  which  are  flwthe  majority  of 
officers  of  the  greatest  pSWtical  import- 
ance, while  they  are  believjsd  also  to  be 
those  least  easily  crammed.  \ 

-     _  „„  „„         KEFORMATOET  AND  INDUSTpAL 

▼emment,  and  they  hope  to  submit  pro-  SCHOOLS,  \ 


shortly. 

THE  HOUSES  OP  PAKLIAMENT-THE 

POLICE. 

S  W^'  ??5^^^^  ^^'^^^^  Green, 
H.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

P^Lvrn"®*  Pi^P'"^*"*'    How   many 
Police  Constables  and  Police  Officers  li 


if^S?« llf*''  »u -^^  ""^"'^  «>«  Secr^ 
(of  State  lor  the  Home  Department   iX 
It  IS  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce    during  this  Session  a  BiU 
founded  on  the  Report  of  the  Reforma- 
5'fM2?3^      '*"'^  ^^"^^  Oommissioi,^ 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (M* 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :   It  ^ 


«J1  grades,  either  in  uniform  oriT^arn  I  .^^^^f "T?^  (Birmingham,  E.) :  It  1 
clothes,  are  at  present  empSyedWnd  1^!,'°  °*Sm.  °/  *^*  Government  to  ^^ 
about  the  HouSes  of  ParfiaStTandt  SsKoJ  «^  "^"^  """  '^^^'^ 
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IRIBH  LAND  GOMMISSION-THB  SUB. 
COMMISSION  FOR  COdNXr  DOWN. 

Mr.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  Per- 
liaps  tho  right  hon.  Qentieman  would 
allow  me  to  sapplement  the  Qaestion 
whioh  stands  in  mj  name,  by  inquiring 
whether  he  was  aware  that  a  large 
number  of  the  applicants  are  tenants  on 
tho  estate  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland?  I  beg  now  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Sub- Commission  appointed  for  County 
Down  has  not  sat  there  since  Noyember 
last  and  is  now  sitting  in  County  Done- 
gal, and  that  it  is  likdy  to  be  occupied 
in  the  latter  county  till  after  Easter ; 
whether  the  landlords  in  Down  are 
enforcing  payment  of  the  old  rents  due 
atNoyember,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  who  applied  before  that 
time  to  haye  fair  rents  fixed  are  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  judicial  rent  from 
the  six  months  previous  to  the  Noyem- 
ber  gale  day ;  whether,  considering  the 
number  of  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
entered  from  County  Down,  he  will  take 
steps  to  haye  sittings  of  a  Sub-Commis- 
sion in  the  county  without  further  delay ; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  when  the 
tenants  may  expect  the  next  sitting  of  a 
Sub-Commission  there  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTABY  UNDER 
8ECBETABY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habican) 
(Kent|  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  No,  Sir.  I  have  no  information 
with  regard  to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon. 
Member  which  is  not  on  the  Paper. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  the  Land  Commissioners  report 
that  Sub-Commissions  are  not  appointed 
for  any  particular  county,  ana  that  in 
fixing  the  sittings  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sions due  regard  must  be  paid  to  the 
interests  of  all  the  districts  concerned. 
The  Commissioners  hope  to  be  able  to 
arrange  for  the  sitting  of  a  Sub-Com- 
mission in  Down  during  the  month  of 
April  next.  Neither  the  Goyemment 
nor  the  Land  Commissioners  haye  any 
information  as  to  the  proceedings  of 
landlords  in  the  County  Down  in  en- 
forcing payments  of  old  rents  due  at 
Noyember.  The  hon.  Member,  how- 
ever, appears  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  regard  to  the  date  from  which 
the  judicial  rent  will  take  efi^ect.  The 
Land  Act  of  last  Session  directs  that  the 
judicial  rent  shall  be  the  rent  payable 


by  the  tenant  of  the  holding  as  from  the 
gale  day  next  after  the  making  of  the 
application ;  and  therefore,  in  Uie  cases 
he  refers  to,  the  rent  for  the  six  months 
preyious  to  November  is  in  no  wise 
affected 

Mr.  M'CABTAN  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  rent  runs  for 
six  months  previous  to  the  1st  of  April, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  date  of  the  sit- 
ting did  affect  the  tenants  in  question  ? 
Am  I  to  understand  from  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  there  is  to  be  no  sitting  of  the  Land 
Commission  until  April  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  am 
afraid  not  before  April  next.  The  Com- 
missioners cannot  arrange  for  an  earlier 
sitting. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  friction  that  appears  .to  prevail,  the 
Government  will  not  take  into  conside- 
ration the  advisability  of  appointing 
additional  Sub-Commissioners  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  This  is 
tho  first  intimation  that  the  Government 
had  of  any  friction  of  the  kind ;  but  if 
any  is  found  to  exist,  the  Government 
will  do  their  best  to  alleviate  it. 

DISTRESS  AMONG  THE  LABOUBINa 
CLASSES  —  APPOINTMENT  OF  A 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  assent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  Commission,  or  a 
Select  Committee,  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  the  distress  and  want  of 
employment  recently  reported  to  exist 
among  the  artizan  and  labouring  popu- 
lation of  many  parts  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  ? 

Mo.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  inquired,  whether  the  Royal  Com- 
mission presided  over  by  the  late  Lord 
Iddesleigh  did  not  have  the  same  object 
in  view  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  was 
about  to  refer  in  my  answer  to  the  fact 
to  whioh  the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes. 
The  subject  of  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  is  one  the  importance  of  which 
is  fully  recognized  by  the  Government ; 
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and  iliey  feel  that  if  it  were  possible  to 
initiate  any  inquiry  likely  to  be  of  ser- 
vice, it  would  be  their  duty  to  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  do  so.  It  is,  howeyer, 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  main 
causes  of  distress  are  well  known, 
having  already  been  inquired  into  and 
reported  on  by  the  Commission  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade  presided  over  by 
the  late  Lord  Iddesleig^.  Any  furtlier 
inquiry,  such  as  that  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member,  might  possibly  have  the 
reverse  effect  to  that  desired.  The  Go- 
vernment will,  however,  most  carefully 
consider  whether  anything  can  or  ought 
to  be  done.  There  are  many  signs  of 
improvement  in  trade  and  of  increased 
employment,  which  the  Government 
hope  will  materially  lessen  the  evils  to 
wmch  my  hon.  Friend  alludes. 

SCOTLAND— LOCAL  GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  to  introduce  this  Session  a 
Local  Oovemment  Bill  for  Scotland  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is  not 
anticipated  that  there  will  be  time  this 
Session  for  Parliament  to  consider  a 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Scotland. 
Leave  will  be  asked  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  question  of  local  go- 
vernment boundaries  in  Scotland — as  was 
done  last  year  in  regard  to  England — so 
as  to  facilitate  the  passing  of  a  Local 
Qovemment  Bill  for  Scotland  in  the 
ensuing  Session. 

FACTORY  ACTS— THE  "SWEATING" 
SYSTEM  AT  THE  EAST  END  OF 
LONDON. 

Mr.  PICKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  ''  sweating  "  system  which 
is  prevalent  especially  in  the  East  End 
of  London ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  introduce  a  Bill  during  the 
present  Session  to  deal  with  the  evik  of 
such  system  ? 

Thb  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  Se- 
cretary of  State,  some  time  ago,  in- 
structed the  Ohief  Inspector  of  Factories 
to  institute  special  inquiries  into  this 
system  at  the  East  End  of  London,  with 
the  help  of  Inspectors  drawn  for  the 
purpose  from  other  districts.    The  Be- 

Jfr.  W,  U.  Smith 


port  of  the  Ohief  Inspector  is  daily  ex- 
pected ;  and  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  mate- 
rially assist  the  Government  in  deciding 
whether  anything  can  be  done  by  le^s- 
lation  to  remedy  the  evils  complained  of . 

MOTIONB. 


MEETING   OF   THE   HOUSE    (ASH 
WEDNESDAY). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will  meet  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock."— ( lf>.  William 
Henry  Smith,) 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
said,  ho  rose  to  protest  against  this 
unnecessary  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and,  as  he  did  last  year,  he 
would  this  year  challenge  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  161 ;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  70.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered^  That  the  Order  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address 
have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices 
of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day,  and 
To-morrow  of  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day.— (i^r.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN   ANSWER    TO  HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRAOIOUS.SPEECH. 
[thisd  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [ISth  February].— [See  page 
64.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  paragraphs  ten  and  eleven, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  —  <*  Hamblj 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that  the  por* 
tion  of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  See*^ 
slon,  whioh  was  of  an  ameliorative  character*, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  wherear 
the  repressive  legislation  of  the  Session  ha*: done 
much  to  alienate  the  sympathy  and  respect  of 
Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  as  well  as  much  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  harshf 
partial,  and  mischievous."— (ifr.  Parnell.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 
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ORIMIKAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDUBB 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887,  AND  LAND 
LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ACTION 
OF  THE  EXECUTl  VE.— RESOLUTION. 

Sib  GEOEGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) :  I  rise,  Sir,  as  early 
as  possible  in  the  debate  to  accept  my 
share  of  the  oballengo  which  was  thrown 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  we  have 
an  objection  to  criticize  the  Government 
in  a  place  where  we  could  be  answered. 
It  was  certainly  a  taunt  for  which  he 
had  no  ground  up  to  that  moment.  It 
was  to  save  the  time  of  the  House  that 
we  forebore  from  discussing  the  Irish 
Question  at  large  on  the  Address.  We 
thought  we  had  the  sense  of  the  House 
with  us — and  I  am  bound  to  say  I  think 
we  had  the  approbation  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  ~ when  we  determined  to 
defer  our  remarks  about  Ireland  until 
there  was  an  Amendment  before  the 
House  which  clearly  raised  the  difference 
between  the  Government  and  their 
critics.  We  now  have  such  an  Amend- 
ment, and  I  hope  that  I,  at  any  rate, 
shall  be  able  to  clear  myself  of  having 
said  anything  outside  the  House  which 
I  am  afraid  to  say  within  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  our  having 
spoken — I  am  not  sure  of  his  exact 
words — ^before  excited  audiences.  Now, 
we  are  not  responsible  for  our  audiences ; 
but  we  are  responsible  for  the  things  we 
say  to  them ;  and  not  once  or  twice,  but 
a  dozen  times,  I,  for  my  own  part,  have 
said  that  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
worked  was  one-sided,  misdirected,  and 
oat  of  sympathy  with  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland ;  that  that  Act  has 
done  little  to  suppress  crime,  but  a  great 
deal  to  alienate,  and  I  think  lately  even 
to  shock,  public  opinion ;  and  especially 
that  there  was  no  sign  that  it  was 
settling  and  pacifying  the  country,  if  to 
settle  and  pacify  the  country  be  to  make 
the  country  acquiesce  in  the  system  of 
government  that  at  present  exists.  I 
repeat  those  statements  now.  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  yesterday  said 
that  I,  as  Secretary  for  Ireland,  spoke 
of  the  Grimes  Bill  of  1882  as  a  remedy 
for  the  worst  of  all  evils,  and  that  I 
claimed  credit  for  its  efficient  working. 
If  by  "the  worst  of  all  evils  "  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  meant  crime 
actually  committed,  then  I  think  that 
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in  the  state  in  which  Ireland  was,  tha 
Act  was  an  efficient  remedy.  I  thought 
so  then,  and  I  think  so  now,  and  it  is  by 
the  standard  of  that  Act  and  its  results 
that  I  wish  to  judge  whether  or  not  the 
coercive  policy  of  the  Government  has 
succeeded,  as  the  Government  claim,  or 
not.  With  regard  to  the  statistics  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  upon  which 
he  bases  his  claim,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  remember  that  I  had  no 
opportunity  of  debating  the  Grimes  Bill 
last  Session  in  this  House ;  but  I  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  newspapers  which  attracted 
a  certain  amount  of  attention,  and  I 
confined  myself  to  the  limited  question 
of  the  difference  between  the  main  pro- 
visions of  that  Bill  and  the  Act  of  1882, 
and  I  predicted,  and  I  think  with  some 
justice,  that  there  would  be  a  difference 
in  the  spirit  in  which  the  two  Acts 
would  be  worked.  Now,  I  will  take 
the  effect  of  these  Acts  exactly  in 
the  form  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  the  House  to  look  at 
thenk  He  takes  the  six  months  which 
include  January,  1887,  as  a  test  of  the 
state  of  things  before  his  Act  was 
passed,  and  he  shows  that  495  agra- 
rian crimes  were  committed  during  that 
period.  Then  he  takes  as  a  test  of  the 
success  of  the  Act  the  six  months  which 
include  January,  1888,  and  shows  that 
864  agrarian  crimes  were  committed 
during  that  period,  and  he  says  that 
there  is  a  diminution  of  26  per  cent. 
Now,  with  regard  to  our  own  Act,  I 
will  take  the  six  months  which  included 
January,  1882.  During  that  time  there 
were  2,903  agrarian  crimes,  or  nearly 
six  times  the  amount  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  in  Ireland.  I 
will  then  take  the  six  months  which 
include  January,  1883 — that  is  to  say, 
the  first  six  months  of  the  operation  of 
our  Bill— and  I  find  that  the  outrages 
in  these  six  months  had  fallen  to  698 ; 
that  is  to  say,  less  than  twice  as  much 
as  those  to  which  the  Act  of  the  present 
Government  has  reduced  them,  so  that 
our  Act  reduced  outrages  by  more  than 
75  per  cent  in  the  period  in  which  the 
Bill  of  the  Government  has  reduced 
outrages  by  26  per  cent,  and  that  in 
the  period  which  the  Government  wishes 
to  have  taken  as  a  test. 

The  CHIEF  8ECEETART  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester, 
E. ) :  It  has  been  three  times  stated  that 
I  have  put  forward  these  statistics  as  the 
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test  of  the  working  of  the  Aot.  I  have 
over  and  over  again  said  that  it  was  not 
the  real  test. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  I 
quite  agree  that  figures  are  not  every- 
thing; hut  ohviously  this  was  one  of 
his  tests,  and  it  was  the  test  to  which 
he  specially  referred.  This  result  does 
not,  I  think,  justify  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Government ;  hut  it  justifies 
a  comparison  hetween  the  two  Bills. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
our  GovernmeDt  proceeded  against 
three  and  a-half  persons  in  the  case 
of  every  agrarian  crime,  which  was 
decidedly  more  than  in  the  case  of  his 
Government.  Now,  I  do  not  quite 
understand  this  calculation,  heoause  if 
we  take  the  larger  number  of  agrarian 
outrages  we  hi^  to  combat  and  apply 
that  calculation,  we  should  have  had  to 
proceed  against  about  10,000  people; 
while,  if  we  take  the  smaller  number, 
we  should  have  had  to  proceed  against 
about  2,400.  I  have  a  note  taken  at  the 
Irish  Office,  by  which  it  appears  that 
we  proceeded  against  1,218  people ;  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  there  is  some  dis- 
crepancy which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  explain.  I  do  not,  however, 
care,  because  the  question  is  not  how 
many  people  we  proceeded  against,  but 
whether  we  were  proceeding  against  the 
right  people.  My  main  objection  to  the 
Bill  of  laet  year  was  that  it  contained  a 
clause  directed  against  unlawful  associa- 
tions, and  that  that  clause  was  so  drawn 
as  to  include  the  National  League.  The 
Act  of  1882  had,  also,  a  clause  against 
unlawful  associations  specially  framed 
to  exclude  such  organizations  as  the 
National  League,  but  to  indude  such 
organizations  as  the  Invincibles  and  the 
worst  form  of  Ribbon  Societies.  Now, 
under  this  Bill,  which  has  reduced  real 
crime  only  by  one- fourth,  a  very  great 
number  of  persons  have  been  punished 
for  taking  part  in  proceedings  which 
were  not  unlawful  before  the  Bill 
was  passed.  Under  the  Bill  of  1882, 
which  in  six  months  reduced  crime, 
not  by  one-fourth,  but  to  one-fourth, 
of  what  it  had  been,  how  many  people 
does  the  House  think  were  punished 
for  taking  part  in  an  unlawful  as- 
sociation ?  According  to  the  notes 
which  I  collected  when  I  was  Irish  Se- 
cretary, during  those  six  months  only 
one  person  was  punished.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  most  rightly  say 
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that  we  had  the  10th  clause,  under 
which  we  could  prohibit  meetings,  and 
that  his  only  power  of  prohibiting  meet- 
ings, besides  the  very  dubious  one  of 
forbidding  them  by  Proclamation,  is  to 
proceed  under  the  clause  as  to  unlawful 
association.  I  will  take  that  clause 
likewise ;  and  I  find  that  under  the  10th 
section  we  proceeded  against  16  persons. 
So  that  in  the  process  of  reducing  real 
crimes  from  2,900  to  700  there  were  17 
persons  proceeded  against  in  Ireland  for 
taking  part  in  associations  and  for  at- 
tending meetings ;  but  in  the  process  of 
reducing  crime  from  490  to  360  the 
Government  have  placed  in  prison  an 
enormous  multitude  of  people,  as  I  will 
show,  solely  for  taking  part  in  the  work  of 
associations  and  for  attending  meetings. 
Why,  1 9  people  have  been  punished  for 
publishing  proceedings  of  suppressed 
meetings  of  the  National  League ;  and 
for  that  single  new  crime  more  people 
were  punished  in  six  months  than  we 
punished  under  the  Bill  of  1882  for  all 
political  crimes  whatever.  Now,  there 
is  a  statement  which  I  and  others  made 
outside  Parliament  which  has  been  Yerj 
much  challenged,  and  that  is  that  the 
Bill  created  a  new  crime.  Now,  I  am 
no  lawyer;  but  I  have  been  brought 
into  contact  with  a  very  unpleasant  side 
of  the  Criminal  Law  largely,  and  I  know 

Serfectl^  well  that  when  you  can,  and 
0,  punish  people  for  something  you 
could  not  punish  them  for  before  you 
must  have  created  a  new  crime.  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  list,  not  of  unknown  per- 
sons, but  of  Members  of  Parliament,  in 
prison.  I  find  that  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan, 
ex-Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  was  punished 
with  imprisonment  for  two  months  for 
publishing  in  Th0  Nation  reports  of 
meetings  of  Irish  branches  of  the  Na- 
tional League ;  that  Mr.  Alderman 
Hooper,  one  of  the  Members  for  Cork, 
had  two  months  for  publishing  reports  of 
suppressed  branches ;  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  National  League,  Mr.  T.  Hairing- 
ton,  was  sentenced  to  six  weeks'  imprison- 
ment for  publishing  in  Thelunrrp  Sentinel 
reports  of  suppressed  meetings ;  Mr.  E. 
Harrington  to  one  month  for  a  similar 
offence;  and  Mr.  Cox  to  four  months 
for— I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying — 
inciting  people  to  join  an  unlawful 
assembly  which  is  called  the  National 
League ;  and  the  principal  evidence,  so 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  for  that  crime, 
which  I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think 
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he  did  oommit,  was  tbat  he  was  Btated 
to  have  said  that  he  hoped  soon  to  be  a 
paying  member  of  the  League.    He  has 
paid  pretty  dearly ;  but,  on  the  whole, 
I  thiDk,  not  too  high  a  price,  becauee 
these  ore  cases  which  will  do  more  than 
anything  else  to  bring  about  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  difficulty.     The  Oo- 
vemment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  E.   Gladstone)  reduced    crime  by 
2,200  in  six   months,    and    only    im- 
prisoned one    Member  of   Parliament 
during  that  time ;  but  now  we  have  12 
Members  of  Parliament  who  are  either 
imprisoned,  or  as  good  as  imprisoned, 
during  six  months  in  which  real  crime 
has  been  diminished  by  the  infinitesimal 
number  of  1 20  or  1 30.    But  it  is  not  only 
the  case  of  Members  of  Parliament.  Men 
are  punished  for  printing  these  reports 
and  for  hawking  tnem  about  the  streets. 
Men  are  taken   to  prison  literally  in 
droTOS  under  circumstances  which  throw 
the  most  remarkable  light  upon  the 
list  of  crimes  which  figured  large  in  the 
end  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
speech  last  night — a  list  of  crimes  which, 
when  I  come  to  examine  them,  appear 
very  much  less  criminal  than  they  did 
before.      There  were  about  370  persons 
convicted,  and  of  these  275  were  con- 
victed for  unlawful  assembly,  rioting, 
and  resisting  the  police.      Here  is   a 
statement  of  one  of  those  crimes.    A 
National  League  meeting  was  held  in 
the  house  of  a  priest.    The  evidence  of 
the  main  crime  is  that  men  known  to 
belong  to   the  National  League  were 
seen  going  to  the  house.    Two  of  the 
police  went  into  an  outhouse  and  heard 
people    talking   loudly.      There    were 
several  men  playing  at  football  in   a 
neighbouring     field.      They    gathered 
round  the  police,  hooted  them,  groaned 
at  and  pushed  them  away,  possibly  with 
violence.     A  number  of  them  were  tried 
and  sentenced  to  14  days'  imprisonment, 
and  thej  were  taken  off  in  pairs  hand- 
cuffed.    The  magistrate  said  he — 

"  Considered  the  defendants  were  guilty  of 
unlawfully  assembling,  but  that  they  had  no 
intention,  in  the  first  instance,  of  interfering 
with  the  police.  The  district  had  been  very 
peaceable  for  a  long  time." 

Now,  I  am  not  going  to  blame  the 
magistrate ;  it  was  his  business,  I  should 
think,  to  convict  them.  They  had  to  be 
punished ;  but  they  were  punished  be- 
cause in  a  district  which  had  been  peace- 
able for  a  lon^  time  the  National  League 


was  forbidden  to  assemble.     If  ever 

there  was  a  case  of  sin  coming  by  the 

law  this  was  a  case.    Six  rnont^  ftgo,  I 

earnestly  warned  the  Oovemment  not  to 

proclaim    the    National    League.      At 

kanturk,  nine  men  were  charged  with 

attending   a  meeting  of  the  National 

League.    There  were  no  aggravating 

circumstances  at  all.     It  was  a  meeting 

with  closed  doors  of  an  association  which 

was  legal  before  this  Act  passed.    But 

the  Besidcnt  Magistrate  said — 

"  There  was  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  that  there 
was  a  meeting  of  a  branch  of  the  National 
League,  and  that  the  defendants  attended," 

and  five  of  them  were  sentenced  to  two 
months'  imprisonment.  Now,  my  belief 
is  that  when  these  statistics  come  to  be 
examined  it  will  be  found  that  the 
enormous  majority  of  cases  are  caused 
by  the  fact  that  the  National  League 
has  been  proclaimed,  which  it  was  not 
before  this  Act  passed ;  and  if  that  is  not 
the  creation  of  a  new  crime,  if  it  is 
necessary  that  every  sound  lawyer  should 
say  that  no  crime  had  been  created — 
well,  there  are  some  of  us  here  who  may 
console  ourselves  for  not  being  lawyers. 
On  this  point  I  would  rather  put  wnati 
have  to  say  in  the  form  of  legal  phraseo- 
logy, and  I  happily  have  the  means  of 
doing  so.  On  Friday  last,  Ohief  Baron 
Palles  and  Mr.  Justice  Andrews  sat  on 
a  question  as  to  the  validity  of  the  con- 
viction of  the  proprietor  of  The  JFexford 
People,  which  was  argued  on  a  case 
stated  by  the  Besident  Magistrates.  The 
Lord  Ohief  Baron  asked  if  counsel  pro- 
posed to  argue  whether  the  7th  section 
created  a  new  crime  or  not.  Mr.  Carson 
said  he  did  not.  The  Ohief  Baron  said-— 

"  I  think  it  is  important  there  should  be  an 
argument  in  this  matter.  The  publication  of  a 
meeting  of  the  Irish  Land  League  "— 


he  means  the  National  Leagu< 

"  with  the  view  of  promoting  its  objects  would 
be  an  o£fence  at  Common  Law  independently  of 
tho  7th  section,  provided  the  Irish  Land  League 
was  at  Common  Law  an  illegal  association.  But 
it  becomes  a  crime  under  the  7th  section 
whether  the  Land  League  is  or  is  not  at  Com- 
mon Law  an  illegal  association,  so  that  io  that 
sense,  in  my  opinion,  it  creates  a  new  crime. 
The  section  prevents  a  person  from  saying  in 
Court  that  the  association  referred  to  is  not 
an  illegal  association,  and  in  that  sense  does  it 
not  make  a  new  crime  P  *' 

Now,  I  do  not  for  a  moment  mean  to 
say  that  this  will  be  the  ultimate  opinion 
of  Ohief  Baron  Palles — it  would  be 
hardly  respectful  to  say  so— but  it  puts 
happily  into  legal  phraseology  an  opinion 
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.  which  is  largely  held  on  this  side  of  the 
House ;  and  when  we  consider  that  the 
enormous  number  of  persons  who  haye 
been  punished  criminally  in  Ireland 
have  been  punished  in  consequence  of 
the  creation  by  the  Act  of  a  crime  which 
was  not  a  crime  before,  and  which  never, 
in  our  opinion,  ought  to  have  been  made 
so,  then  I  think  that  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  is  not  justified  in  saying 
that  the  objections  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Farnell)  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  were  *' trivial  in  the 
extreme."  We  are  told  you  cannot 
properly  punish  poor  men  who  commit 
crime,  unless  you  punish  those  whose 
speeches  encourage  the  opinions  and 
feelings  which  make  them  commit  crime. 
I  see  the  Lord  Advocate  present,  and 
he  recently  said — 

"  Yoa  ought  not  to  make  too  mnch  of  treat- 
ing Members  of  Parliament  as  ordinary  pri- 
soners, when  the  victims  of  their  speeches  are 
treated  in  the  same  manner." 

That  is  a  common  doctrine  and  a  very 

Slausible  one,  but  it  is  one  of  the  most 
angerous  doctrines  that  could  be  laid 
down.  As  to  crime,  there  is  no  doubt 
about  the  nature  of  the  Act,  and  there 
is  generally  no  doubt  as  to  the  fact  that 
a  crime  has  been  committed ;  but  if  you 
punish  speeches  on  the  ground  that  they 
lead  to  crime,  you  bring  in  a  serious 
thing.  You  bring  in  private  judgment 
AS  to  whether  the  speech  leads  to  crime ; 
you  bring  in  political  prejudice,  Party 
animosity,  and  a  number  of  things  that 
ought  to  be  kept  out  of  criminal  juris- 
diction. When  a  Government  shows 
that  it  is  punishing  men  for  having 
made  speeches  leading  to  crime,  then  it 
is  landed  among  some  of  the  most  melan- 
choly deeds  in  history.  What  was  it 
but  this  principle  earned  to  an  extreme 
which  led  to  the  execution  of  Gordon  in 
Jamaica ;  and  on  our  own  soil  what  was 
it  that  led  to  the  terrible  and  cruel  per- 
secutions in  England  and  Scotland  in 
1793  and  1794,  except  that  certain 
speeches  were  made  at  certain  meetings  ? 
To  this  day  those  poor  men  are  called 
martyrs.  Those  were  the  cases  of  which 
Mr.  Fox  said  that  it  was  difficult  to 
think  of  such  things  calmly  when  you 
were  alone,  much  less  to  discuss  them 
calmly  in  public.  I  venture  to  say  that 
those  words  were  not  at  all  too  strong 
to  express  the  sickening  feeling  which 
many  have  felt  at  the  imprisonment 
beginning  to  be  inflicted  in  such  multi- 
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tude  and  in  such  magnitude  upon  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland.  The  late 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sul- 
livan) and  the  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  G.  Harring- 
ton) had  been  Parliamentary  Colleagues 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for  many 
years,  and  they  had  been  their  Colleagues 
with  the  knowledge  of  everybody  that 
they  were  members  of  the  National 
League.  They  voted  with  them  in 
the  same  Lobby ;  they  were  spoken 
to  courteously  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  spoken  to  often  even 
more  than  courteously.  Now,  all  of  a 
sudden,  you  tell  them  that  all  along 
they  have  been  committing  crime  for 
which  they  have  to  be  punished.  It  is 
a  still  more  serious  thing  when  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  take  refuge  in  what  I 
cannot  but  regard  as  a  pretext  that  they 
have  been  encouraging  crime.  Now,  we 
all  of  us  view  the  outbreak  of  crime  with 
regret — the  Gentlemen  of  whom  I  spoke 
view  the  outbreak  of  crime  with  positive 
disma}'.  It  is  a  shame  to  their  country,  a 
shame  to  their  cause.  It  certainly  would 
postpone  the  triumph  of  that  cause,  and 
perhaps  ruin  it  altogether.  I  believe 
there  is  no  man  who,  sinoe  the  day  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  passed,  has  worked 
harder  to  discourage  crime  than  the 
Secretary  of  theNational  League.  No  one 
who  listened  to  the  speech  which  he  made 
last  year  on  the  proclamation  of  the 
National  League  will  fail  to  remember 
how  eloquent  and  how  earnest  he  was 
in  deprecating  crime.  What  the  hon. 
Member  said  he  sincerely  felt.  No  one 
who  listened  to  the  speech  could  doubt 
it,  and  even  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  acknowledged  that,  what- 
ever their  motives,  the  denunciations 
of  Irish  Members  had  done  much  to 
diminish  crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man declared  that  the  National  League 
could  make  crime  smaller  in  amount  by 
exerting  itself,  and  that  it  did  so. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  And  make  it 
larger. 

Sib  GEORGE  TRBVELYAN :  Yes  ; 
larger.  The  power  of  Mr.  Harrington 
was  admitted  by  the  Chief  Seoretaiy, 
and  I  ask  is  it  right  that  you  should 
cut  off  these  Leaders  of  the  Irish  people, 
thereby  in  the  long  run  incurring  the 
danger  of  driving  many  of  the  Irish 
people  back  to  the  guidance  of  desperate 
secret  societies  ?  I  have  been  charged 
with  saying  that  the  inhabitants  of  no 
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other  oountiy  in  the  world  except  Ire« 
land  can  be  arrested  on  English  soil  for 
a  crime  that  is  political  and  nothing 
else.    I  repeat  that  here.    An  English- 
man cannot  be  arrested  on  English  soil 
for  such  a  crime ;  it  does  not  exist  by 
English  law.    A    European    foreigner 
cannot  be  arrested,  because  the  Boyal 
Commission  of  1878  on  the  Extradition 
of  Oriminals — a  Commission  which  in- 
cluded Lord  Selbome,  Lord  Blackburn, 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockbum,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
— reported  that  a  criminal   is  not  to 
be  surrendered  unless,  in   pursuit  of 
some  political  purpose,  some  foul  crime 
such  as  assassination  or  incendiarism  has 
been  committed  and  has  been  committed 
by  him  personally.    But  an  Irishman 
can  be  arrested  in  England  for  a  crime 
for  which  an  Englishman  would  not  be 
arrested,  and  on  account  of  which  wo 
should  not. dream  for  a  single  moment 
of  giving  up  a  Continental  foreigner  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  his  Government. 
It  is  quite  true  that  crime  has  dimi- 
nished, and  so  far  as  it  has  diminished  I 
believe  it  is  mainly  due  to  the  legit^lation 
of  last  Session  with  regard  to  land.    I 
admit  whatever  share  in  the  merit  of 
the  passing  of  the  legislation  the  Solici- 
tor General  for    Ireland    thought  fit 
to   claim.      The    legislation    itself    is 
passed ;   that  is  what  we  care  about ; 
anyone  may  take  credit  for  it.    That 
diminution  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the   Government    brought   forward    a 
Bill  revising  Irish  rents — a  Bill  brought 
in  a  year  too  late,  and  which  the  Liberal 
Party  urged  on  a  year  before.     How- 
ever,  it  was    better    late   than  never. 
When  by  that  legislation  Parliament  pro- 
nounced that  these  unjust  rents  were  no 
longer  to  be  paid  something  was  done  to 
diminish  crime.     We  are  fortified  in  this 
opinion  by  the  opinion  of  the  County 
Court  Judge  of  Cork,  who  said  that  the 
effect  of  the  Act  would  be  that  all  rentals 
in  the  South  of  Ireland  would  be  reduced 
SO  to  33  per  cent — a  reduction  which 
would  bear  heavily  on  the  landlords. 
No  doubt  it  would,  as  it  had  already 
borne  heavily  on  the  English  and  Scotch 
landlords  who  had  made  the  reductions 
spontaneously.     But  the  crime  would 
have  been  still  more  reduced  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  allowed  the  Commissioners 
to  do  what  was  being  done  now  in  the 
North  of  Scotland — namely,  to  deal  with 
arrears   of  excessive  rent.     I   repeat 


here  what  I  said  elsewhere,  that  many 
men  were  being  deprived  of  the  homes 
they  had  built  and  the  land  they  had  re* 
claimed  and  improved  because  they  can- 
not pay  the  arrears  of  unjust  rents  which 
Parliament  had  pronounced  to  be  unjust. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tried  at  a 
public  meeting  to  convict  me  of  an  unfair 
statement,  because  he  said  in  the  three 
months  I  was  Chief  Secretary  there  were 
835  evictions,  whereas  in  the  past  three 
months  there  were  only  182.  Why, 
those  three  months  were  the  three 
months  that  came  close  upon  the  Land 
Bill  of  last  Session,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  passed.  Under  the 
Bill,  practically,  notice  of  ejectment  be- 
came possible,  after  which,  on  the  lapse 
of  six  months,  the  tenant  lost  all  part  in 
his  holding  and  his  home,  and  I  must 
say  it  is  playing  with  words  to  draw 
any  distinction  between  evictions  and 
those  notices  of  ejectment  which  have 
been  falling  so  freely  on  many  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland.  But  there  is  one 
way  in  which  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman 
can  falsify  my  words,  and  I  hope  he  will 
take  it.  Let  him  bring  in  a  Bill,  even 
at  this  late  hour,  dealing  with  arrears  of 
unjust  rent.  Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  say  a 
word  as  to  the  clause  of  the  Amendment 
which  speaks  of  the  administration  of 
the  Act  as  being  partial.  In  1884 
agrarian  outrages  had  come  down,  under 
the  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
to  between  700  and  800.  One  main 
reason  was  that  the  Government  had 
hhd  an  opportunity  of  showing  their  im- 
partiality between  different  classes  and 
parties  in  Ireland.  That  was  the  occa- 
sion when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
spoke  of  the  Goverument  as  having 
sailed  on  an  even  keel.  At  that  time  the 
popular  Party  were  trying  to  hold  meet- 
ings in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  when- 
ever they  announced  these  meetings  the 
Orange  Party  at  once  announced  their 
intention  oi  holding  a  counter-meeting, 
and  urged  the  Government  to  suppress 
the  Nationalist  meetings.  The  course  that 
the  Government  took  was  to  refuse  to  be 
bullied  by  the  Orangemen,  and  to  send 
as  many  men  as  were  necessary  to  see 
that  the  meeting  of  the  Nationalist  Party 
in  Ulster  was  held  without  interruption, 
and  the  belief  that  the  Government  were 
trying  to  deal  fairly  between  bothParties 
was  much  increased  by  the  fact  that  they 
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were  roundly  abused  for  doing  so ;  and 
there  was  no  one  who  abused  them  more 
roundly  than  a  certain  eminent  lawyer, 
who  praised  the  Orangemen  as  patriots  for 
their  conduct,  and  charged  the  Gbvem- 
ment  with  bloodguiltines?,  because  one  life 
was  taken  among  a  crowd  of  armed  men. 
This  gentleman,  who  is  in  private  life  a 
kindly  and  honourable  man,  but  who, 
after  such  speeches  as  that,  ought  never 
even  to  have  held  a  Government  brief, 
at  such  a  crisis  as  the  second  reading  of 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill,  was 
actually  made  a   Judge  of  the  High 
Court.     But  something  happened  after- 
wards which  proved  that  this  was  only 
part  of  a  policy.    The  time  came  for  the 
Government  to  show  whether  they  were 
impartial  or  not.   The  Protestant  Home 
Eulers  announced  that  they  were  going 
to    hold  a  meeting    at    Tyrone.    The 
Orangemen    adopted  their   old  system 
of   announcing  a  counter-meeting,  and 
said  there   would  be  a  riot;  but  the 
Government,  instead  of  protecting  both 
meetings,  if  necessary,  proclaimed  them 
both.    They  gave  up  that  system  which 
had  been  established  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  by  our  Government  with  abso- 
lute  success,  and,  we  thought,  for  ever, 
that  there  was  to  be  freedom  of  speech, 
unless  the  Government  thought  it  would 
lead  to  actual  crime.      Some  months 
later  the  Protestant  Home  Bulers  an- 
nounced a  meeting   at  Dromore,   and 
again    the    Orangemen    announced    a 
counter-meeting.   Again  they  asked  the 
Government  to  proclaim  the  Nationalist 
meeting,   and  again  the    Government 
proclaimed  both.  So  that  now  this  state 
of  things  has  come  about — that  here  is  a 
county  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  where 
there  is  not  any  pretence  that   crime 
prevails,  in  which  Parties  are   nearly 
balanced,   but    where    all    chances   of 
political  action  is  destroyed  for  both 
Parties,  because   the  Government  are 
afraid  or  unwilling  to  stand  up  to  the 
Orangemen.    I  thought  the  other  day, 
when  the  Government  sent  700  men  to 
arrest  a  parish  priest  in  another  corner 
of  Ulster,  that  a  very  small  fraction  of 
that  number  might  have  enabled  the 
Nationalists  of  Ulster  to  ^joy  that  right 
of  public  meeting  whicH  is  exactly  a<i 
much  their  property  as  the  rents  are  the 
property  of  the  landlord.    Well,  now, 
there  has  been  a  good  deal  said,  both  at 
public  meetings  and  at  City  dinners, 
about  the  manner  in  which  the  Opposi- 
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tion  have  attacked  the  Ministers  of  the 
law,  the  police,  and  the  Judges.     So  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  that  charge  cannot 
be  made  against  me,  if  people  will  only 
quote  the  words  and  not  take  their  own 
impressions.      I   do  not  believe    that 
during  the  whole  Becess  I  have  said 
anything  against  the  subordinates  of  the 
Government    or    its  judicial    officers. 
There  is  one  exception — when  I  criticized 
the  extraordinary  latitude  which  Crown 
counsel,  who  are  conducting  these  cases, 
have  allowed  themselves.    I   saw    on 
Saturday  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
to  make  an  apology  for  what  seems  to 
me  to  have  been  a  most  heartless  thing 
which    he   said   against  a  man    who, 
although  he  was  nothing  but  a  plaintiff 
in  a  civil  action,  was  still  a  Government 
prisoner;   and   I    must  own  that  the 
cross-examination,  as  conducted  yester- 
day,  shows  that  the  example    of  the 
leader  was  not  lost  upon  his  junior. 
But  there  is  something  worse  than  that, 
and  that  is  the  trial  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Irish  National  League.     Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  enter  into  that  trial,  bat 
will  only  say  this — that  it  was  a  trial 
which  peculiarly  required  decency  and 
care    and    moderation    of   treatment. 
Well,    the    Crown    counsel    actually 
taunted  the  gentleman  who  was  con- 
ducting the  defence  because  he  had  not 
committed  acts  which  would  place  him 
inside  a  gaol.    That  I  consider  to  be  an 
utterance  which  is  quite  unparalleled  in 
modem  Courts.    And  I  maintain  that  it 
is  not  offensive  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
Long  Eobe,  but  complimentary  to  them, 
to  say  that  it  is  utterly  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  our  Courts.     It  may  be  said 
that  these  are  chance  utterances ;  but  it 
is  these  chance  utterances  which  show  the 
real  inner  mind.  It  is  a  very  serious  thing 
indeed  to  political  prisoners  when  the 
inner  mind,  the  real  spirit,  of  the  ser- 
vants whom  the  Government  employs, 
whom  it  honours,  and  whom  some  day 
it  will  place  upon  the  Judicial  Bench,  is 
such  as  these  utterances  show.     Now, 
Sir,  to  conclude,  I  come  to  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Amendment,  for  it 
is  a  consideration  which,   in   the  long 
run,  can  alone  settle  this  great  contro- 
versy.    Is  this  policy  settling  and  paci- 
fying and  conciliating  Ireland  ?  Is  it,  or 
is  it  not,  alienating  the  sympathy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Irish  subjects,  as  the  Amend- 
ment  contends,    and    decreasing  their 
respect  for  the  law  as  it  now  is?    Out- 
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aide  two  counties  or  parts  of  three  coun- 
ties which  all  lie  together — that  is,  over 
nine-tenths  of  Ireland — the  whole  ooun- 
tiy  is  represented  by  gentlemen  of  one 
way  of  thinking.  Such  unanimity  was 
never  known  in  the  world  before,  or  in 
any  part  of  it.  Of  these  Bepresenta- 
tives,  in  the  course  of  six  months,  one 
out  of  seven  is  either  in  prison,  or  on  his 
way  to  prison,  or  on  his  way  out  of 
prison.  What  has  been  the  effect  on 
the  mass  of  the  people  ?  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  of  the  wonderful  demonstra- 
tion of  the  solid  middle  class,  represent- 
ing the  thrift  and  diligence  and  back- 
bone of  the  country,  which  took  place 
when  right  hon.  Gentlemen  holding  the 
views  of  the  Government,  though  sitting 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  went  over  to 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  it  so  happens,  most 
unhappily  for  Ireland,  that  the  munici- 
pal representation  is  purely  middle  class. 
The  municipal  franchise  is  fixed  at  such 
high  figures  that  in  large  towns  of 
80,000  or  50,000  inhabitants  there  are 
only  a  few  hundred  voters.  For  every 
1,000  Parliamentary  voters  there  are 
only  about  100  municipal  voters.  If, 
then,  there  is  any  test  of  middle  class 
feeling,  it  is  the  feeling  of  the  municipal 
voters,  the  Town  Councillors,  and  the 
Mayors.  I  should  much  like  to  have  a 
Return  of  the  number  of  Mayors  and 
Corporations  and  Commissioners  of  im- 
portant towns  which  did  not  give  a  wel- 
come to  Lord  Eipon  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley).  I  think  it 
would  be  a  very  cheap  and  short  Beturn 
indeed.  There  is  another  test,  one  that 
seems  to  me  a  much  more  certain  test, 
that  this  policy  is  not  pacifying  Ireland, 
which  is  borne  out  by  reluctant  wit- 
nesses. Two  years  ago  those  Gentlemen 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
who  support  the  Government,  not  only 
were  willing  to  give  self-government  to 
Ireland  under  certain  conditions,  but 
were  quite  unanimous  that  the  panacea 
for  Ireland  was  local  government — ex- 
tended local  government.  We  were 
always  hearing  how  we  were  to  give  a 
sense  of  responsibility  to  Irishmen  by 
training  them  in  habits  of  public  and 
local  business,  and  so  guiding  them  to 
better  things.  That  was  two  years  ago. 
Two  months  ago  the  Prime  Minister 
went  down  to  Liverpool  and  stated  that 
the  Government  were  going  to  make 
great  concessions  in  the  way  of  extend- 
ing   local    institutions    in     England, 


Scotland,  and  Wales.  But  Ireland  was 
to  have  none  of  them,  because  the  coun- 
try was  in  a  state  in  which  she  was  not 
fit  to  receive  them,  and  Members  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  tbe  House  accepted 
this  position.  That  is  to  say,  that  six 
months  of  the  government  of  Ire- 
land by  Lord  Carnarvon  and  tbe 
then  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  who,  for  quite  different 
reasons  than  his  opinions '  on  the 
Irish  Question,  I  am  glad  to  see  has 
rejoined  the  Government,  for  I  have 
always  entertained  a  deep  respect  for 
him,  and  I  am  pleased  to  see  him  in 
his  right  place  again — six  months  under 
Lord  Carnarvon  and  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  a  policy  of  no  coercion 
and  conciliation,  produced  such  an  effect 
that  those  who  are  now  Liberal  Union- 
ists said  that  Ireland  must  have  a  great 
extension  of  local  government.  The 
Crimes  Act  has  been  administered  by  the 
present  Government  for  six  months,  and 
it  has  brought  Ireland  into  such  a  state 
that  we  are  told  that  she  cannot  have 
equal  laws  with  England,  and  that  there 
must  be  no  extension  of  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  for  an  indefinite  period. 
Now,  I  think  that  that  is  a  very  pain- 
ful and  rather  humiliating  confession. 
It  is  a  confession  which  we,  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  for  the  most  part,  will 
never  agree  to  make.  We  consider  that 
Ireland  cannot  be  governed  by  coercion, 
by  unmixed  coercion  above  all,  but  that 
she  must  be  governed  by  a  policy  of 
concession.  We  consider  that  the  hearts 
of  Irishmen  may  be  won  by  sympathy 
and  confidence,  and  by  an  earnest  desire 
to  show  that  you  understand  what  they 
want,  what  they  wish,  and  what  they 
need.  They  never  can  be  won  by  such 
a  policy  as  is  now  being  administered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  if  that  announcement 
on  my  part  is  inconsistent  with  what  the 
Liberal  Unionists  were  saying  two  years 
ago  when  they  called  for  local  govern- 
ment for  Ireland,  and  said  that  they 
should  be  able  to  govern  the  country 
with  no  coercion — if  it  is  inconsistent 
with  that,  let  it  be  inconsistent ;  but  I 
am  quite  certain  it  is  right. 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  that  he  had  looked  forward 
with  great  interest  and  considerable 
curiosity  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan).    He  had  listened 
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with  admiration  to  tho  lucid  speeches 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
frequently  maSe  in  that  House,  and  he 
had  always  regarded  him  as  man  en- 
dowed with  a  specially  lucid  and  logical 
mind ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  had  anxiously  looked  forward 
to  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  as  to  how  it  came  ahout  that 
he  was  on  the  present  occasion  support- 
ing a  Yote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Most  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  far  as  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  could 
understand  it,  went  to  show  that  he  had 
entirely  changed  his  opinion  as  to  the 
character  of  the  National  League.  The 
National  League,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  far  from 
being  a  criminal  organization,  and  was 
an  organization  which,  at  the  present 
moment,  employed  its  influence  in  the 
repression  of  crime.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — and 
that  showed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
courage — that  ho  was  not  afraid  to  make 
use,  inside  the  walls  of  that  House,  of 
language  that  he  had  used  outside.  But 
that  was  not  always  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  former  times, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  exactly 
the  opposite  opinion  ;  and  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  wished  to  learn  from  him 
why  he  had  changed  his  opinion,  and 
on  what  ground.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  them  on  that  point  ahsoliitely 
no  information  whatever.  He  especially 
objected  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland,  on  the  ground  that  it  was, 
according  to  him,  a  dangerous  thing  to 
interfere  with  freedom  of  speech,  which 
he  said  this  Act  interfered  with.  Was 
that  always  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson) should  like,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  to  refresh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  memory.  He  would  not 
quote  anything  with  the  intention  of 
annoying  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  it  was  perfectly  fair,  from  his 
(Colonel  Saunderson's)  point  of  view,  to 
try  and  learn  how  the  wonderful  change 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  about.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  speech  on  that  very 
subject  at  Taunton,  on  the  17th  of 
October,  1886.     He  then  said— 

'*  Land-grabbers  are  denounced  to  the  Ten- 
goance  of  the  mob  in  printed  notices  and  in 
Yiolent  language.    When  Lord  Spencer  was  in 
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Ireland  this  was  a  punishable  offence.  A  meet- 
ing  was  held  near  an  evicted  farm  for  the  pur- 
pose of  intimidation.  Three  Members  of  Par- 
liament denounced  five  men  to  the  mob.  Lord 
Salisbury  took  no  steps  to  call  these  men  to 
accoanti  for  they  were  part  of  the  majority  who 
put  him  in  Office." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  held  an 
entirely  different  view.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  believe  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  Government  were 
justified  in  taking  the  steps  which  he 
thought  Lord  Salisbury  ought  to  have 
taken,  and  which  he  and  Lord  Spencer 
took  when  they  were  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  ?  Did  he  believe 
the  National  League  was  exactly  the 
same  as  the  Land  League  which  went 
before  it,  or  did  he  believe  that  it  had 
changed  ?  Were  its  Leaders  the  same, 
or  were  they  not?  Were  the  means 
taken  to  carry  out  the  decrees  of  the 
League  the  same,  or  were  they  not? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech, 
pointed  out  that  there  appeared  to  be 
a  wonderful  unanimity  in  the  Irieh 
population  manifested  by  the  fact  that 
there  were  some  85  Gentlemen  returned 
to  that  House  unanimously  in  favour  of 
the  opinion  expressed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  But  was  that 
always  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinion  ?  He  would  again  refresh  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  memory.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  that  House, 
not  very  long  ago,  when  he  held  the 
same  views  as  those  which  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  and  his  hon.  Friends  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  held 
about  the  present  situation — 

"  It  is  not  only  the  landlords  and  the  red-hot 
Orangemen  who  feel  apprehension  ;  hut  it  is 
everyone  who  hns  offended  the  Land  League— 
or  the  National  League,  as  it  was  aftorwards 
called— hy  not  taking  an  active  part  in  its  sup- 
port ;  everyone  who  has  asserted  his  legal  right 
to  work  for  whom  he  likes,  or  to  take  farms 
from  whom  he  likes;  anyone  who  has  taken 
any  part  in  hringing  to  justice  those  whom  the 
oigans  of  the  now  dominant  Administration  and 
Party  regard  as  victims  and  martyrs;  every 
quiet  citizen  and  every  member  of  that  minori^ 
which  would  not  be  in  a  minority  if  both  Par- 
ties would  join  in  a  determination  that  law  and 
order  should  no  longer  be  trifled  with  in  Ire- 
land any  more  than  it  is  trifled  with  in  York- 
shire or  Somersetshire." 

That  was  what  he  (Oolonel  Saunderson) 
had  always  contended.  He  could  not 
deny  the  fact  that  85  Members  were 
returned  in  Ireland,  and  that  they  sat 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  for  he  had 
ocular  demonstration  of  it ;  but  he  did 
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deny  absolutely  ibat  fbey  were  returned 
by  the  free  choice  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  believed — and  every  man  who  really 
understood  the  Irish  Question  and  who 
viewed  it  apart  from  Party  issues  held — 
that  when  law  and  order  wera  estab- 
lished in  Ireland  and  every  organiza- 
tion, whatever  its  name  might  be,  which 
now  arrogated  to  itself  the  authority  of 
laying  down  the  law  was  got  rid  of,  the 
Irish  people  would  return  a  very  dif- 
ferent representation.     Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  had  also  changed 
their  views  in  comparing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four).    An    extraordinary    thing    was 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  sud- 
denly fallen  in  love  with  the  memory  of 
Mr.  Forster.     '*  He  was  a  man,"  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell), 
and  the  hon.   Member    compared  the 
course  pursued  by  Mr.  Forster  with  the 
course  pursued  by  his  (Colonel  Saunder- 
Bon's)  right  hon.  Friend,  and  remarked 
that  it  was  like  the  scratches  of  a  cat 
compared  with  the  paw  of  the  British 
Lion.    Hon .  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  had.  in  past  times,  drawn 
comparisons  which  were  not  very  com- 
plimentary to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  would  quote  the  remarks  of  a  very 
eloquent  and  experienced  orator,  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  opposite,  who 
was  one  of  the  leading  lights  of  the 
country,   and    to    whom   they    always 
listened  with  great  attention.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  in  the  year 
1884,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland— so   that   it  was  not 
very  ancient  history— said — 

*'In  their  time  they  had  been  told  hard 
tilings  of  the  Tory  Government,  and  those  hard 
things  were,  every  one  of  them,  well  deserved. 
Bat  they  had  not  for  some  years  a  chance  of 
seeing  whether  a  Liberal  Government  was  not 
as  hard  in  its  heart  and  as  hypocritical  in  its 
professions.  They  understood  being  kept 
down  by  force  by  the  iron  rule  of  some  man 
like  Cromwell ;  bat  they  did  not  nnderstand 
being  ruled  by  men  of  tho  mould  of  Earl  Bpen- 
ccr  and  some  of  his  Colleagues.  Dean  Swift 
had  once  suid  —  'It  was  no  shume  to  be  con- 
quered and  held  down  by  a  lion  ;  but  no  man 
should  bo  controlled  by  a  rat.'  " 

If  that  comparison  was  accurate,  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  thought  they  on 
his   side  had  the  advantage;  because 


when  the  rat  fought  with  the  cat  it 
generally  got  the  worst  of  it.     It  was  to 
him  a  lamentable  thing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  after  all  that  he  had 
done  in  the  past  when  he  was  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  when  he  had 
repeatedly  stood  up  in  that  Honse  to 
maintain  the  policy  from  which,  after 
all,  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Party 
had  never  swerved,  should  now,  with- 
out explanation,  have  turned  his  back 
on  all  bis  former  convictions  and  pro- 
fessions.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speaking  not  so  very  long  ago,  in  1 886, 
as  to  the  Home  Bule  policy,  declared 
that  until  every  Constitutional  method, 
both  inside  and  outside  of  the  House, 
had  been  exhausted,  he,  for  one,  would 
never  consent  to  it.    It  appeared  to  him 
(Colonel    Saunderson)    that   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  laboured  under  an 
extreme  difficulty  on  the  present  oooasion. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence in  the  Govennment.    It  asked 
them  to    condemn    the    policy  of  the 
Government.      Why?     Because    Her 
Majesty's    Government  were   carrying 
out  and  putting  into  effect  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  the  House  itself  had 
passed.    So  that  if  the  House  were  to 
accede  to  the  Amendment,  and  pass  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  it  would 
pass  a  deliberate  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence in  itself ;  and  he  conceived  that 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  at  present 
constituted,  was  not  likely  to  do  that. 
He  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
with  great  attention  ;  and  he  might,  in 
passing,  say  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  seemed  to  have  misunderstood 
some  expressions  from  the  Ministerial 
side.    They  were  anxious  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks;    and    as    he 
spoke  in  so  very  low  a  tone  they  thought 
there  was  no  discourtesy  in  asking  him 
to  speak  a  little  louder.    For  himself, 
when  the  hon.  Member's  speech  e^^n- 
cluded.    he    asked   himself   what   had 
become  of  Home  Bule  ?    It  was  nowhere 
to  be  found.     The  hon.  Member  had  no 
confidence  in  the  Government,  not  be- 
cause they  refused  to  bring  forward  a 
Home  Bulo  measure,  but  because  they 
put  in  force  the  Coercion  Act.     Home 
Kule  had  fallen  into  the  background. 
He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  would  like  to 
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know  whetbor  it  was  dead  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  devoted  part  of  his  speech  to 
an  historical  episode  of  which  they  had 
had  very  varying  accounts — namely,  the 
celebrated  interview  with  Lord  Gamar- 
Ton;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  was  of  opinion  that  Lord 
Salisbury  was  at  that  time  inclined  to 
grant  Home  Bule.  Lord  Salisbury,  on 
the  other  hand,  distinctly  stated  that 
that  was  not  the  case,  and  that  there 
never  enterod  his  mind  any  idea  of 
giving  Home  Sole.  They  thus  had  the 
assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
contradiction  of  Lord  Salisbury  on  the 
otfaer;  and  he  (Oolonel  Saunderson) 
thought,  from  Lord  SalisbuTj's  position 
and  the  estimation  in  which  the  country 
held  him,  that  his  statement  would  be 
taken  as  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  allegations.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  went 
on  to  inform  the  House  that  it  was  not 
his  intention,  or  that  of  his  followers,  to 
obstruct  the  course  of  Business.  He 
(Oolonel  Saunderson)  was  very  glad  to 
hear  it.  They  would  no  longer  have 
those  interminable  debates,  and  those 
weary  miles  of  walking  through  the 
Division  Lobby  till  long  after  the  dawn 
of  morning.  Both  sides  of  th^  House 
would  rejoice  in  that  fact.  The  hon. 
Member  was  anxious  to  get  on  with  the 
Business  of  the  country  that  interested 
the  whole  Empire.  He  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson) could  not  say  that  he  felt  very 
grateful  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
they  knew  his  motives.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  had  an 
interview,  which  was  published  in  Th$ 
Freeman*8  Journal^  and  he  concluded  that 
it  was  authentic.  In  that  interview  the 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  the  correspon- 
dent of  that  newspaper  why  it  was  that 
he  and  his  Friends  did  not  intend  to 
pursue  a  policy  of  Obstruction ;  and  it 
was  probable  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  understood  the 
nature  of  the  hon.  Member's  policy. 
At  any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  his  speech,  appeared  to  sympathize 
with  it.  At  the  interview  in  question, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell), speaking  of  the  condition  of  the 
Unionist  Party,  said — 

'*  These  dissensions  are  more  likely  to  arise 
out  of  questioDS  connected  with  the  proposed 
English  legislation  than  upon  the  Irish  Qaes- 
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tion.  We  may,  therefore,  expect  a  Ministerial 
crisis  at  any  time  daring  the  Session,  arising, 
as  I  have  said,  out  of  some  English  rather  than 
the  Irish  Question.  With  these  considerations 
in  Tiew,  it  will  he  politic,  I  think,  for  the  Irish 
Members  and  the  £nglish  Radicals  to  do  eyery- 
thing  that  they  possibly  can  to  facilitate  the 
Government  Business  during  the  coming 
Session." 

So  that  it  was  not  absolutely  because 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  followers  were 
inclined  to  facilitate  the  progress  of 
Public  Business,  but  because  he  and  his 
Friends  above  the  Gktngway  opposite 
had  the  amiable  hope  that  when  they 
reached  the  County  Government  Bill 
the  Unionist  Party  would  be  spread- 
esgled  on  the  Serbonian  bog  of  political 
difficulty.  One  could,  therefore,  un- 
derstand the  reasons  which  were  to 
induce  the  Nationalist  and  the  Radical 
Party  to  offer  no  obstruction  to  Public 
Business.  The  hon.  Member  had  last 
night  spoken  evidently  with  great  care 
and  considerable  preparation;  but  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  must  say  that  in 
listening  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber he  thought  his  attack  on  the  Go- 
vernment was  about  the  weakest  that 
had  ever  been  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  They  were  asked  to  con- 
demn the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment because  it  was  harsh,  unjust^ 
and  had  been  a  failure.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  had  proved 
any  one  of  those  three  propositions. 
The  hon.  Member  thought  the  policy  of 
the  Government  was  harsh  because  an 
hon.  Member  had  not  been  provided 
with  food  and  drink  on  his  way  to  Ire- 
land. He  (Colonel  Saunderson)  did  not 
know  where  the  hon.  Member  got  his 
information ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  it 
was  incorrect.  Nobody  would  keep 
food,  much  less  drink,  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
alluded.  Before  the  House  came  to  a 
final  decision  as  to  whether  they  would 
approve  or  condemn  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  House  should  realize  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Government  found 
themselves  in  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment had  to  confront  the  deliberate 
action  of  the  Leaders  of  the  National 
League,  and  also  the  deliberate  action 
of  the  allies  of  the  National  League- 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite. 
Now,  he  could  inform  the  House,  in  a 
very  few  words,  the  accuracy  of  which 
no  hon.  Member  could  deny,  what  the 
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action  of  the  National  League  in  Ireland 
was.  The  National  League  in  Ireland 
and  its  Leaders  had  openly  stated,  over 
and  over  again,  that  their  object  was, 
in  the  first  place,  to  tarn  out  the  land- 
lords, and  after  that  to  overturn  the 
anthoritj  of  the  Grown.  \_Cri$s  of 
**  No !  "J  He  had  the  quotations  which 
proved  this  with  him,  and  oould  read 
them  to  the  House,  if  it  desired ;  but  he 
took  that  for  granted,  because  they  had 
said  it  over  and  over  again.  **  We  shall 
go  on,"  said  the  hon.  Member  for  one 
of  the  Divisions  of  the  county  of  Oork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)— who,  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  regretted,  was  not  now  in 
the  House — 

"  We  shall  go  on  unconqnered  nnd  nncon- 
qaerable  until  landlordism  is  trampled  into  the 
last  ditch,  and  then  we  will  haul  down  the  flag 
of  British  ascendancy  in  Ireland.*' 

How  did  they  propose  to  do  it  ?    The 
landlords  were  to  go  first.     They  were 
an  unpopular  class — they  were  supposed 
to  be  the  butts  for  the  shafts  of  all  men 
who  bad  nothing,  and  who  wanted  to 
get  something.     He  was  happy  to  say 
that  they  did  not  intend  to  shoot  them, 
but    only  to  starve    them.      A.nd  the 
National  League  proceeded  thus.     The 
Flan    of    Campaign    dictated    to    the 
tenants  on  what  terms  they  should  deal 
with  their  landlord ;  the  tenants  were  to 
give  so  much  and  no  more ;  and  then, 
if  the  landlord  proceeded  to  extremity 
and  evicted  the  tenant  who  could  pay, 
and  who  would  pay  if  he  were  allowed, 
the  National  League  stepped    in   and 
said  that  no  one  should  take  the  farm. 
So  long  as  the  National  League  could 
prevent  land- grabbing,  so  long  would 
they  be  masters  of  the  agrarian  situation. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  of  that.    Hon. 
Members  below  the  Qangway  knew  that 
as  well  as  he  did  as  an  Irish  landlord. 
Therefore,  every  attempt  was  made  by 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  to  intimidate 
the  Irish  people,  and  to  prevent  them 
from  taking  an  evicted  farm ;  and,  in 
fact,  to  prevent  land  from  becoming  a 
marketable  commodity.    Now,  it  gave 
liim  the  greatest  satisfaction  in  reading 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
— and  lie  always  read  them  with  great 
attention  and  with  great  profit— it  gave 
him  the  greatest  satisfaction  to  see  how 
persistently  they  denounced  land-ffrab- 
bing.      They  would  not  denounce  land- 
grabbing  unless  they  very  well  knew 
that  the  Irish  tenants  were  inclined  to 


come  to  terms.  They  would  not  hold 
up  the  land-grabber  to  public  exe- 
cration and  denounce  him  as  they  did 
unless  they  knew,  in  fact,  that  the 
moment  that  the  law  was  made  supreme 
in  Ireland  the  tenant  would  become  just 
as  amenable  to  it  as  any  other  subject 
of  the  Queen.  He  desired  to  point  out 
what  had  been  said  on  that  subject  by 
leaders  of  Irish  opinion  opposite.  In 
August  last  year  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  went  over  to 
Dublin  and  made  a  speech  which  was 
reported  in  The  Freeman^s  Journal.  He 
(Oolonel  Saunderson)  always  quoted 
from  Tha  Freeman^B  Journal  or  UniUd 
Ireland.  In  that  speech  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber held  up  to  public  execration  those 
Irishmen  who  had  ventured  at  any  time 
to  run  counter  to  the  law  of  the  National 
League.  That  was  the  key  of  the  whole 
question.  If  they  could  at  once  break 
down  and  destroy  that  organization 
which  now  terrorized  the  Irish  people, 
the  Irish  people  would  become  amenable 
to  the  law,  and  would  rejoice  in  the 
concessions  which  had  been  made.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  said — 

<<  They  say  we  have  practised  an  insidioos 
form  of  intimidation.  I  want  to  say  plainly 
that  I  intend  to  practise  the  same  form  of  in- 
timidation in  spite  of  aU  proclamations  or  per- 
secutions they  can  enforce.  If  the  operations 
of  the  Leag:ae  in  the  past  can  he  correctly  de- 
scribed by  intimidation,  then,  I  say,  I  intend  to 
practise  them  and  to  preach  them." 

Then  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say 
— and  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  asked 
the  House  to  mark  these  words,  be- 
cause, in  one  moment,  he  would  show 
conclusively  how  they  had  acted  in 
Ireland— 

**  Now,  let  me  say  this— that  if  there  bo  a 
man  in  Ireland— and  I  do  not  believo  there  is— 
base  enough  to  back  down  and  turn  his  back  on 
the  fight  now  that  coercion  has  been  passed,  I 

? ledge  myself,  in  the  face  of  this  meeting,  that 
will  denounce  him  from  public  platforms  by 
name  " — 

they  all  know  what  denouncing  a  man 
from  a  public  platform  meant  in 
Ireland —  » 

**  and  I  pledge  myself  to  tho  Qovemmcnt  that, 
let  that  man  be  whom  he  may,  his  life  will  not 
be  a  happy  one  either  in  Ireland  or  across  the 
sea." 


f> 


They  intended  to  dog  his  steps  to  the 
uttermost  partj  of  the  earth.  They  all 
knew  what  that  denunciation  meant; 
they  dogged  the  steps  of  Carey. 

IFourih  Night.'] 
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"  I  know  perfectly  woll/'  continuod  the  bon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  *'  what  I  mean,  and 
you  know  wbat  I  moan  ;  ** 

and  be  (Colonel  Saunderaon)  wibhed  to 
sbow  the  House  of  Oommons  what  the 
hon.  Member  did  mean,  and  what  was  the 
result  of  what  he  said.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  in  his 
speech  of  the  previous  day,  made  a 
candid  admission  to  the  House  that  the 
efforts  of  the  Govemment  to  suppress 
the  League  were  an  absolute  failure — 
that  so  far  from  suppressing  those 
branches  which  the  Oovernment  ima- 
gined had  been  suppressed,  thev  wore 
in  full  force,  and  carried  on  their  accus- 
tomed  work,  and  were  duly  reported  in 
certain  organs  of  the  Press.  That 
especially  referred  to  two  counties — the 
counties  of  Kerry  and  Clare — where  the 
National  League  was  suppressed.  He 
thought  it  would  be  of  interest  to  the 
House  to  learn  what  a  branch  of  the 
National  League  in  Kerry  had  done; 
how  it  carried  on  its  work,  and  what 
had  been  its  effect.  The  House  would 
remember  that  land-grabbing  at  all 
cost,  even  at  the  cost  of  blood,  was  not 
to  be  permitted.  He  would  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  whom  he  was  happy 
to  see  in  his  place,  to  some  prophetic 
words  which  he  had  used  in  bygone 
days.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*'  What  is  meant  by  Boycotting  P  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  combined  intimidation ;  in  the 
second  place,  it  is  combined  intimidation  made 
nso  of  tor  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  private 
liberties  of  choice  bv  fear  of  ruin  and  starva- 
tion ;  in  the  third  place,  that  being  what  Boy- 
cotting is  in  itself,  we  must  look  to  this— that 
the  creed  of  Boycotting,  like  every  other 
creed,  requires  a  sanction,  and  that  the  sanc- 
tion of  Boycotting— that  which  stands  in  the 
rear  of  Boycotting,  and  by  which  alone  Boy- 
cotting can  be  made  thoroughly  effective — is 
the  murder  which  is  not  denounced." 

He  would  show  the  House  that  the 
words  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman, 
founded  upon  a  Knowledge  which  he 
had  gained  in  the  administration  of 
Ireland,  were  absolutely  justified  by  the 
facts  which  had  since  occurred.  There 
was  a  man  who  had  inherited,  with  his 
brother,  a  farm  in  Kerry,  One  of  the 
brothers  died  and  left  his  half  of  the 
farm  to  a  son — Edmond  Fitzmaurice — 
who  was  in  Australia.  A  neighbour 
tried  to  get  possession  of  the  land  ;  but 
one  of  the  brothers — ^James  Fitzmaurice 
-—resisted  the  attempt,  and  spent  a  large 
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sum  in  law  costs  defending  his  brother's 
rights.  The  brother  Edmond  came  back 
from  Australia,  and  he  proved  to  be  in- 
solvent ;  he  could  not  or  he  would  not 
pay.  At  any  rate,  the  landlord  of  the 
estate  evicted  both  tenants,  and  put 
back  in  possession  of  the  farm  the  elder 
brother.  The  National  League  inter- 
fered ;  it  would  not  allow  the  two 
brothers  to  come  to  terms ;  and  so  the 
elder  brother  remained  in  possession,  of 
the  farm.  And  now  he  would  show,  in 
passing,  how  the  National  League 
worked.  There  was  a  bog  on  this  estate 
as  to  which  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
contention.  The  National  League  inter- 
fered, and  the  Lixnaw  branch  passed 
resolutions  condemning  any  man  who 
would  venture  to  take  any  of  it.  But 
at  last  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  Lix- 
naw branch  of  the  League,  and  this  was 
the  result-^ 

'*  Mr.  Michael  J.  Quilter  read  the  report  of 
last  meeting,  as  published  in  Th^  Kerry  WmlUff 
Reporter,  and  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  the  first  resolution  had  reference 
only  to  a  particular  portion  of  the  Ahabeg  bog 
— namely,  the  part  adjoining  Muckenagh  and 
Clounlongher,  and  commonlv  known  as  the 
Lower  Bog.  Ezclnsiye  of  thu.  there  is  an  ex- 
tensive area  of  bog  in  Ahabeg,  and  the  League 
is  not  opposed  to  persons  purchasing  turbary 
there  as  usual.  The  public,  therefore,  will  not 
suffer  the  slightest  incouTenience  from  com- 
pliance with  the  resolution  in  reference  to  the 
portion  aboye  specified. " 

Therefore,  in  this  country,  which  was 
supposed  to  be  a  civilized  community, 
there  was  an  organization  which  arro- 
gated to  itself  the  right  of  punishing  or 
not  punishing  men  who  should  freely 
deal  in  the  matter  of  bog.  They  were 
not  to  be  inconvenienced  in  any  way — 
that  was  to  say,  they  were  not  to  be 
murdered.  Three  days  after  this  the 
following  notice  appeared  in  order  to 
emphasize  the  decision  of  the  branch. 
The  notice  was  posted  up,  and  ran  as 
follows: — 

*'  Take  notice  that  if  any  person  takes  bog  at 
Ahabeg  (8.  M.  Hussey^s),  near  Fitzmaurice*s 
evicted  farm,  he  will  be  made  to  feel  the  weight 
of  the  invincible  arm  of  Captain  Moonh'ght.*' 

The  National  League  then  proceeded 
to  deal  with  this  unhappy  Fitzmaurice. 
A  meeting  was  held  on  the  23rd  of 
January  last  year,  the  Bev,  P.  Nolan, 
P.P.,  supposed  to  be  a  Christian  clergy- 
man, in  the  chair,  and  it  was  resolved*^ 

"  That  as  James  Fitzmaurice  acted  the  part 
of  special  constable  to  S.  M.  Hussey  at  Ahabeg 
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on  the  14ih  intt.,  we  ooniidor  that  his  net^h* 
boon  ihould  hold  no  farther  intercourse  with 
him." 

That  was  to  say,  he  was  Boycotted.  But 
that  was  not  enough.  Another  meeting 
of  the  same  branch  was  held  on  June  12 
last  year,  and  the  following  resolution 
was  unanimously  adopted : — 

*'  Resolved, — ^That  as  James  Fitsmaarice,  of 
Ahabeg,  still  persists  in  allowing  his  cattle  to 
ffxaae  on  the  farm  from  which  his  brother 
£dmond  was  recently  evicted,  and  refoses  to 
give  any  explanation  to  the  League  in  extenua- 
tion of  his  conduct,  we  hereby  ciul  on  the  public 
to  mark  him  as  a  land-grabber  of  the  most  in- 
human type." 

What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Sir George Trevely an) 
say  to  that  ?  Now,  he  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son)  came  almost  to  the  finitl  episode 
which  illustrated  the  action  of  the 
National  League  in  Kerry  and  else- 
where, and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  was  as  active  now  as  ever  it 
was.  An  article  appeared  in  The  Kerry 
Sentinel  of  October  25,  1887,  signed  '*  E. 
Harrington."  The  hon.  Member,  whom 
he  was  glad  to  see  opposite,  signed  his 
name  to  the  article,  and  stated  the  reason 
why  he  adopted  that  unusual  course — a 
very  honourable  proceeding  on  his  part. 
The  hon.  Member  said^ 

<*A  land-grabber  and  a  rack-renter  are 
deservedly  as  odious  at  one  side  of  the  barony 
bounds  as  at  the  other.  Samuel  Murray 
Hussey,  for  instance,  is  no  lovelier  in  Annas- 
caul  than  he  is  in  Ahabeg." 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  desired  to  explain 
that  the  artide  he  had  signed  referred 
to  the  action  of  Mr.  Hussey  in  goinff 
upon  the  estate  in  question,  accompanied 
by  the  Sheriff,  with  purchase  agree- 
ments in  one  hand  and  notices  to  quit 
in  the  other ;  and  the  other  article  re- 
ferred to  the  action  of  Mr.  Hussey  in 
purchasing  the  estate  after  the  tenants 
had  oombmed  to  offer  £65,000  for  it, 
and  were  prevented  from  offering 
£75,000  for  it.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  read  the  whole  article 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  he  was 
prepared  to  stand  by  every  word  of  it. 

OoLONSL  SAUNDERSON  remarked, 
that,  of  course,  it  was  not  for  him  to  im- 
pute motives  to  any  man.  He  was  only 
reading  what  the  hon.  Member  wrote. 

Me.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON : 
Ton  did  impute  motiv&.  Read  the 
whole  article. 


CoLOKBL  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  might  read  the 
whole  article  if  he  wished  to  do  so. 
What  he  himself  wished  to  point  out, 
what  he  had  a  right  to  point  out,  and 
what  he  would  point  out,  was  that  this 
article  appeared  in  The  Kerry  Sentinel 
three  days  after  the  resolution  which 
condemned  this  unhappy  man  to  death 
had  appeared  in  that  journal. 

MR.ED  WARD  HARRINGTON  said, 
that  with  regard  to  that  resolution,  he 
might  say  that  the  article  was  written 
and  was  signed  in  London  at  a  time 
when  he  could  not  have  seen  the  issue 
of  this  paper  in  which  the  resolution 
appeared.  [ Cries  of  **  Oh !  "J  He  was 
as  truthful  as  any  man  in  that  House ; 
he  had  condemned  the  crime  referred  to 
as  heartily  as  anyone ;  he  had  done  every- 
thing to  aenounce  it ;  and  he  now  repu- 
diated the  accusation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  that 
he  had  made  no  imputation  whatever 
upon  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON; 
Read  the  whole  article. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  he  was 
stating  what  had  taken  place.  Aii  inno- 
cent man  had  been  murdered.  The 
resolution  was  passed  by  a  branch  of  the 
National  League  on  the  23rd  of  October, 
and  the  article  he  had  quoted  was 
written  on  the  25th  of  that  month.  Of 
course,  he  accepted  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  he  had  not  seen  the 
resolution  when  he  wrote  that  article; 
but  the  fact  of  the  article  appearing  so 
soon  after  the  publication  of  the  resolu- 
tion was  a  very  unhappy  coincidence. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  terms  of  the  resolution,  as 
it  was  an  illustration  of  the  nature  and 
character  of  the  organization  which  the 
Government  was  bound  to  crush  and 
destroy.  The  terms  of  the  resolution 
were — 

*'  We  again  call  upon  the  public  to  mark,  by 
every  Constitntional  means,  their  disapproval 
of  the  conduct  of  James  Fitzmaurice,  who  has 
been  so  base  and  inhuman  as  to  grab  his 
brotiier's  land." 

**  Every  Constitutional  means ! "  What 
were  those  means  ?  The  effect  of  that 
resolution,  which  professed  to  urge  the 
adoption  of  Constitutional  means,  was 
to  condemn  the  man  referred  to  to  death. 
What  was  the  result  ?  Not  very  long 
afterwards — only  last  month — the  man 
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was  done  to  death — was  cruelly  mardered 
*-bj  the  acolytes  who  carry  out  the  law 
of  this  organization,  and  who  understand 
too  well  the  meaning  of  this  resolution. 
While  this  unfortunate  man  was  travel- 
ling along  the  road  with  his  daughter 
he  was  murdered  in  the  most  cruel  and 
shameful  manner,  And  what  was  the 
crime  which  he  had  committed,  for 
which  he  was  so  punished  ?  He  was  a 
land-grabber.  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  that  House  and  that  this  country 
would  sanction  the  existence  of  an  orga- 
nization which  took  upon  itself  to  decree 
a  man  to  death  for  doing  that  which  he 
had  a  perfectly  legal  right  to  do  ?  He 
had  just  as  much  right  to  protection  as 
the  highest  in  the  land.  And  it  was  be- 
cause Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment  were 
tackling  this  organization,  and  meant  to 
destroy  it,  that  they  were  attacked  by 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  true  inte- 
rests of  their  country,  and  to  the  inte- 
grity of  the  Empire.  They  deserved 
the  support  of  every  man  who  had  at 
heart  the  safety  of  the  Empire.  He  de- 
sired to  say  a  word  about  the  policy 
which  had  been  pursued  by  the  Col- 
leagues of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  He  was  happy  to  say  that 
the  efforts  of  those  whose  policy  it  was 
to  defeat  the  law  in  Ireland  had  not 
been  successful ;  but  a  new  morality 
had  been  propounded,  principally  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) — namely, 
that  if  the  law  was  not  liked,  or  pressed 
heavily,  or  was  supposed  to  be  unjust,  a 
man  had  a  right  to  break  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  support  of  that  pro- 
position, had  instanced  the  case  of 
Hampden  and  the  celebrated  Boston  tea 
case,  which  was  the  cause  of  the  Ameri- 
can War.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  those  who  thought  with  him,  in 
propouuding  these  views,  were  making 
an  addendum  to  the  Commandments, 
and  giving  a  new  version  of  the  Deca- 
logue by  making  it  read — "  Thou  shalt 
not  steal,  except  from  a  landlord."  That 
was  the  policy  of  the  new  Party,  which 
was  now  led  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone).  It  was  a  very  serious 
thing  that  English  Gentlemen,  who  had 
occupied  high  positions  in  the  State, 
were  desirous  of  deliberately  handing 
over  the  Irish  people  to  those  who  dis- 
obeyed the  law  of  the  land .  The  success 
of  the  Separatist  Party  depended  upon 
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the  fulfilment  of  two  profihecies.  They 
had  two  prophets.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had  prophesied 
that  England  could  never  be  master  of 
her  own  Parliament  as  long  as  Irish 
Members  remained  within  its  walls. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
ought  to  remember  this — that  if  they 
acted  throughout  this  Session  with  the 
courtesy  and  decorum  which  had  dis- 
tinguished their  conduct  at  its  begin- 
ning, thoy  would  ruin  the  reputation,  as 
a  prophet,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  still  held  that  view  ;  but  he 
had  to  deal  with  a  far  grimmer  prophet, 
who  had  prophesied  that  the  law  could 
not  be  maintained  in  Ireland  because  it 
was  dressed  in  a  foreign  garb.  If  that 
prophecy  could  be  fulfilled— if  it  oould 
be  shown  that  that  House  was  incapable 
of  maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ireland, 
he  admitted  that  there  was  no  other  way 
out  of  the  difficulty  than  by  surrendering 
all  authority  in  Ireland  to  the  National 
League,  which  was  able  successfully  to 
oppose  the  administration  of  the  law. 
No  effort  had  been  spared  to  render  it 
hard  and  difficult,  and  even  impossible, 
for  Her  Majestv's  Government  to  main- 
tain law  and  order  in  that  country.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  belonged 
to  a  nationality  that  had  never  been  law- 
abiding,  and  never  would  be.  He  re- 
cognized the  qualities  of  the  nationality 
to  which  those  hon.  Members  belonged ; 
and  any  statesman  who  wished  to  settle 
this  question  must  remember  that  an 
Irishman  was  not  a  man  who  naturally 
sympathized  with  law  of  any  kind.  He 
recognized  the  virtues  of  his  country- 
men ;  but  this  was  one  of  their  defects, 
which  constituted  the  chief  difficulty  of 
governing  the  race  to  which  he  belonged. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had,  how- 
ever, to  confront  not  only  Irishmen, 
but  the  phalanx  of  191  Scotch,  Eng- 
lish, and  Welsh  Members,  which  was 
led  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  was  support- 
ing a  policy  which,  he  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  ventured  to  maintain,  had  never 
been  adopted  by  any  responsible  states- 
man in  the  history  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taught  them 
what  his  policy^eant  in  his  celebrated 
speech  at  Nottingham.  That  speech  was 
not  altogether  fortunate.    It  appeared 
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to  him  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
had  embarked  in  the  trade  of  romancing. 
This  was  very  easy.  A  man  had  only  to 
visit  a  country  he  intended  to  romance 
about,  and  on  his  return  he  had  the 
enormous  advantage  of  being  able  to 
say — *'  Oh,  I  have  been  there ;  and  you 
have  not.'  The  right  hon.  Oenileman 
had  himself  been  made  one  of  the  first 


victims  of  successful  romance  bv  the  hon . 
Member  for  the  Hozton  Division  of 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  who  was  not 
only  a  politician,  but  a  Professor.  He 
(Oolonm  Saunderson)  did  not  know  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  was  a  Professor ; 
but  he  hoped  it  was  not  of  any  of  the 
exact  sciences.  He  rather  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member*  was  a  Professor  of 
some  of  those  sciences  which  dealt 
with  the  imagination.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  came  over  fresh  from  Ireland 
and  whispered  into  the  ears  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  story  which 
had  a  foundation  only  in  his  fervid  and 
vivid  imagination,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  immediately  seized  the 
opportunitv  to  repeat.  He  should  not 
allade  to  the  matter  further,  because  the 
story  had  been  withdrawn  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  received  a  lawyer's 
letter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  same  speech,  had  also  coined  a  motto 
and  a  watchword  for  his  Party,  and  had 
inscribed  upon  the  banner  under  which 
his  Party  were  to  march  the  words — 
''  Bemember  Mitchelstown."  The  motto 
had  not  been  very  successful.  ''  Be- 
member Mitchelsto wn  "  simply  meant — 
''Down  with  the  police."  He  would 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
if  "  Kemember  Mitchelstown ''  appeared 
on  one  side  of  the  banner,  on  the  reverse 
should  be  inscribed  the  words — *'  Be- 
member Dopping."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  use  language 
which  he  (Oolonel  Saunderson)  hoped  he 
had  since  regretted.  In  that  speech  at 
Nottingham  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  tmng  to  undermine  the  authority  of 
the  Government  and  the  authority  of  the 
police,  went  on  to  take  away  their  cha- 
racter, and  to  describe  as  a  man  worthy 
of  universal  execration  a  policeman 
who  died  bravely  in  the  performance  of 
his  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
was  true,  guarded  himself  in  his  denun- 
ciation.   He  said — 

'*  A  sergeant  of  the  name  of  Whelehan  was 
wickedly  and  deplorably  murdered." 

And  then  he  went  on  to  say— 


"  Well,  that  was  in  conseqaence  of  a  raid,  as 
it  was  called,  made  on  the  house  of  an  obnoxious 
person— a  person  who  was  obnoxious,  I  believe, 
without  crime." 

He  guarded  himself  even  there—'*  I  be- 
lieve without  crime."  Proceeding,  he 
said — 

*'  That  raid  was  a  crime,  a  gross  crime,  and 
it  ended,  whether  designedly  or  not,  by  blood- 
shed, which  by  law,  I  apprehend,  would  be 
justly  termed  murder." 

Of  course,  it  would.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  continued — 

"  How  was  that  raid  brought  about  P   It  was 
brought  about  by  consultation,  and  who  were 
the  parties  that  consulted,  and,  if  1  may  say  it, . 
so  got  up  the  raid  ?  *' 

And  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  show  that  this  very  Whelehan 
was  the  man  who  had  conspired  to  get 
up  this  raid .     [  Cries  of  •  *  Quote !  "] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Bead  my 
words. 

CoLONSL  SAUNDEBSON  said,  he 
had  every  intention  to  quote,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  absolutely  bore  out 
what  he  had  said.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

"  Among  them  was  a  man  paid  and  employed 
by  the  police,  and  known  to  be,  from  his  own 
confession,  of  the  worst  character." 

With  that  he  quite  agreed.  He  went 
on  to  say— 

<'  Tho  parties  charged  have  no  opportunity  of 
speaking  for  themseWes ;  but  what  appears, 
according  to  the  facts  before  us,  is  that  this 
informer  was  for  a  long  period  known  as  a  man 
of  worthless  and  base  character— that  he  was 
paid  by  tho  police  two  sums  of  money  imme- 
diately before  the  meeting  at  which  the  raid 
was  arranged,  and  that  he  went  to  tho  meet- 
ing. 

There,  he  thought,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  misinformed.  The  meeting 
at  the  quarry,  at  which  the  raid  was 
arranged,  was  not  a  meeting  got  up  by 
a  paid  agent  of  the  police,  but  it  was  a 
meeting  at  which  this  informer  was, 
and  like  the  ruffian  he  was,  and  like  a 
scoundrel  of  the  lowest  typo  as  he  was, 
he  sold  his  information.  He  (Oolonel 
Saunderson)  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  he  was  Prime  Minis- 
ter, must  have  had  some  experience  in 
buying  information  with  regard  to  his 
present  Colleagues.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  described  the  death  of 
Sergeant  Whelehan,  and,  although  he 
had   condemned    the    act   of    killing 
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Wheleban,  proceeded  to  give  an  in- 
fitanoe  in  the  last  century  of  men  who 
had  been  in  a  eimilar  manner,  as 
he  said,  induced  to  commit  a  capital 
offence.  He  stated  that  after  they  had 
received  a  very  lenient  punishment,  the 
people  took  their  punishment  into  their 
own  hands,  thereoy  instituting  a  com- 
parison— an  exact  comparison — between 
this  Sergeant  Whelehan,  who  had  died 
like  a  brave  man  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty,  and  these  dastardly  ruffians  in  the 
last  century. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  never 
mentioned  Sergeant  Whelehan  in  con- 
.neotion  with  thepayment  of  money. 

OoLONBL  SAUNDERSON  said,  he 
never  meant  to  state  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  mention  Sergeant  Whe- 
lehan  

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes ;  you 
did. 

CoLOWBL  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  evidently  meant 
to  convey  that  Sergeant  Whelehan  was 
a  means  of  carrying  into  effect  an 
outrage  for  which  money  had  been 
paid.  Whether  Sergeant  Whelehan 
had  paid    ■ 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not 
mention  it.     Quote  my  words. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  he 
never  meant  to  insinuate  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlettaan  said  that  Whelehan  was 
the  man  who  paid  the  money ;  but  what 
he  said  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  Nottingham  speech,  held  up 
Whelehan  to  public  execration  as  the 
man  who  carried  out  a  put-up  job. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  at  aU,  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
wondered  ?  What  did  he  mean  by  in- 
stituting this  comparison?  He  went 
on  to  say — 

"  A  body  of  men  enteared  into  a  conspiracy  to 
induce  two  other  men  to  commit  a  capital  crime. 
The  two  men  were  executed  for  the  crime.  It 
afterwards  became  known  that  they  had  been 
induced  to  commit  it  by  these  four  men,  who 
conspired  together  for  the  purpose.  These  four 
men  were  tned  and  sentenced  to  be  put  into 
the  pillory  for  the  conspiracy.  That  was  the 
sentence  of  the  Judee  and  the  Court  upon  them  ; 
but  the  sentence  of  the  people  was  a  good  deal 
stronger  than  the  law  as  administered  by  the 
Judge  and  the  Court.  I  am  not  going  to  justify 
what  was  done.  I  am  only  going  to  show  what 
materials  we  are  dealing  with,  and  what  sort 
of  view  the  people  of  England  are  likely  to  take 
upon  matters  of  that  kind ;  for  the  act  of  those 
men  was,  to  my  mind,  very  closely  analogous 
to  the  action  of  the  police  in  this  instance.  The 
police  substantially  conspired — " 

Cohnel  Saunderson 


he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  supposed  that 
included  Whelehan — 

*'  after  the  manner  of  these  four  men,  and  in 
their  case  the  public  indignation  burst  out  upon 
them.  One  was  actually  put  to  death  by  the 
people,  and  another  was  beaten  and  maltxiated 
within  an  inch  of  his  life." 

How  about  this  indication  of  the  method 
of  dealing  with  the  poUoe  in  Ireland? 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
tlio  police  in  Ireland,  if  treated  in  a 
similar  manner,  would  be  killed  or 
beaten  within  an  inch  of  their  lives. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
tinued— 

*'  Do  not  suppose  I  justify  this,  but  I  am 
seeking  to  point  oat  what  might  happen  when 
such  a  case  called  forth  such  a  manifestation, 
not  among  criminals,  but,  apparently,  a  fair 
average  portion  of  the  population  in  England." 

So  that  if  the  Irish  people,  naturally 
understanding  the  obvious  meaning  of 
these  words— whatever  the  real  meaning 
might  have  been ;  no  one  ever  knew  the 
real  meaning  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man—if the  Irish  people,  a  quick-witted, 
hot-headed  people,  who  habitually  acted 
in  these  matters  without  very  much 
thought,  acted  on  the  broad  hint  which 
was  naturally  conveyed  in  this  language, 
and  did  wreak  their  vengeance  on  the 
police,  they  would  be  acting,  according 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  as 
criminals,  but  as  respectable  members 
of  the  population.  He  had  already 
detained  the  House  far  too  long;  bat, 
before  he  sat  down,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  one  more  point.  The  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  op- 
posed because,  it  was  said,  free  speech 
did  not  exist  in  Ireland.  He  wondered 
whether  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
ever  read  United  Ireland.  Did  they 
ever  read  the  speeches  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way ?  He  read  United  Ireland,  and  he 
must  say  that  the  way  in  which  they 
bad  ransacked  the  dictionary  for  words 
and  phrases  of  vituperation  to  apply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  did  great  credit  to 
their  ingenuity.  They  appeared  to  have 
got  at  last  to  the  end  of  their  tether,  for 
they  had  now  adopted  two  expressions 
which  he  had  never  before  heard  as 
applied  to  any  statesman,  or,  indeed,  to 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  called  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
"Ventriloquist  Balfour"  and  ''Sleuth 
Tiger."    Why,  freedom  of  speech,  so 
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long  a«  it  was  not  employed  to  hound 
on  the  Irish  people  to  break  the  law  of 
the  land,  was  absolute.    Hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  knew  perfeotly 
well  that  they  could  devote  all  tideir  elo- 
quence and  all  their  ingenuity  of  re- 
searcb,  for  which  they  were  so  celebrated, 
to  abusing  and  holding  up  to  execration 
the  present  Government  and,  in  main- 
taining their  own  political  opinions.  But 
now  they  devoted  all  their  eloquence, 
not  to  the  advocacy  of  the  national  aspi- 
rations of  the  people,  but  to  abusing  the 
Government,   and  especially  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland;   and,  therefore,  so  far  as  the 
charge   of   freedom   of  speech  having 
been  taken  away  was  concerned,  it  fell 
to  the  ground.    Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  told  them, 
or  had  implied,  that  there  were  signs  of 
a  union  of  hearts.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  went  to  Ireland 
recently,  and  had  a  very  pleasant  time. 
He  wondered  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  really  tell  the  House 
that  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Irish 
were  now  a  loyal  people.    He  was  very 
much  struck   by  an  utterance  of  the 
Mayor  of  Waterford,  who  waited  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  present 
him  with  an  address.   In  his  speech  that 
gentleman  said — **  We  are  born  rebels, 
and  we  will    always   remain  rebels." 
A  union  of  hearts !    Well,  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)   had    seen   it    sometimes. 
He   saw   it    the    other   day.    A  very 
remarkable  circumstance  occurred  which 
indicated  that  there  was  a  union    of 
hearts — a  union  which  in  former  times 
he  should  never  have  conceived  possible. 
A  Club  was  established  in  South  Tippe- 
rary,  and,   if    he  remembered  rightly, 
the  members  chose  the  names  of  two  dis- 
tinguished men  as  Patron  Saints — they 
called  the  Club  ''  The  Tanner-Gladstone 
Athletic  Club."    The  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  the  Member  for    the    Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Tre- 
velyan)  appealed  to  the  speeches  made 
in  the  House,  and  said  that  they  could 
judge  by  those  speeches  that  a  great 
change  had  taken  place.    They  could 
not  judge  by  speeches  made    in    the 
House  of  Commons.     To  find  the  union 
of    hearts    let    them    go    beyond    the 
Atlantic. .  Did  hon.  Members  who  spoke 
in  the  House  of  Commons  with  great 
caution   and    care   observe   the    same 
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language  when  they  appealed  to  the 
passions  of  their  countrymen?  He 
would  take  one  case.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  was  remarkable  for  the  able 
speeches  he  made  in  the  House  on  sub- 
jects which  he  thoroughly  understood, 
and  he  was  always  listened  to  in  the 
House  with  the  respect  which  his  abili- 
ties deserved.  But  the  hon.  Member 
was  the  last  man  they  would  imagine 
would  be  willing,  if  necessity  arose,  to 
wage  open  war  with  the  British  Empire ; 
and  yet  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  went 
over  to  America  the  other  day,  just  at 
the  time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  was  saying  at 
Nottingham  that  his  Irish  allies  were 
conspicuous  for  their  moderation,  he 
made  a  very  remarkable  speech,  and  a 
quotation  from  it  was  the  last  quotation 
he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  would  make. 
He  wished  to  quote  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  order  to 
show  that  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
union  of  hearts  had  as  yet  been  com- 
pleted. Speaking  at  New  Jersey  on 
the  ]6th  of  October,  1887,  the  hon. 
Member  said — 

**  I  thank  the  purely  American  portion  of  the 
audience ;  hecause  for  the  rest,  or  those  who, 
like  myself,  have  the  blood  of  the  Irish  race  in 
their  veiDS,  it  is  a  matter  of  course,  almost,  that 
they  should  he  here :  and  it  is  almost  a  matter 
of  course  that  my  countrjrmen,  whom  I  now  see 
before  me  in  varied  uniforms  below — bearing 
arms  in  a  manner  which  I  am  not  accustomed 
to  see  in  Ireland — it  is  natural  that  they  should 
be  here.  Their  martial  ardour  is  the  same  as 
it  has  been  in  all  ages,  and  they  are  able  to 
manifest  the  feeling  that  is  deep  in  their  souls, 
that  if  only  they  had  the  chance  to  rescue  Ire- 
land from  the  present  position,  every  man  of 
them  would  be  ready  to  serve.  I  know  that 
there  are  within  the  United  States  emissaries  of 
the  British  Government  anxious  to  earn,  or 
prepared  to  earn,  the  pay  which  is  drawn  from 
the  Secret  Service  Fund  of  the  Grovemment. 
If  such  a  man  is  here,  I  invite  him  to  report 
that  h^e  in  public  I  state  what  I  know  to  be  a 
fact — that  in  whatever  war  Great  Britain  may 
be  involved,  that  whatever  Power  she  may  have 
to  struggle  with,  that  Power  can  count  upon 
100,000  Irish  arms  to  fight  under  her  nag 
against  Great  Britain." 

And  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  point 
out  that  there  was  a  remarkable  pecu- 
liarity about  these  men,  and  that  was 
that  they  intended  to  fight  without  pay. 
Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  May  I  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to  keep 
to  the  quotation, 
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Colonel  SAUNDERSON  Baid,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Arthur  0*Connor) 
had  not  spoken  in  the  debate  as  yet; 
and,  therefore,  he  (Oolonel  Saunderson) 
would  leave  it  to  him  to  re-deliver  the 
speech  in  the  House  of  Oommons  if  he 
thought  fit.  L  ^rU»  of  ''  Oh !  '']  He 
thought  his  speech  had  been  quite  long 
enough ;  and,  if  he  were  to  quote  all  the 
speeches  of  all  hon.  Q^ntlemen  whom  he 
might  quote,  his  speech  would  occupy 
many  more  hours.  What  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  now  f  And  with 
this  point  he  intended  to-oonclude.  They 
were  confronted  by  a  Party  who  had 
done  for  themselves  the  worst  thing  that 
any  Party  could  do — they  had  covered 
themselves  with  ridicule.  No  -Party 
could  survive  ridicule.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  went 
over  to  Ireland  and  told  his  followers 
that  in  former  times  the  Irish  people 
were  not  afraid  when  the  shadow  of  the 
gallows  fell  across  their  path,  and  asked 
whether  they  would  now  be  afraid  of 
the  plank  bed.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Oolonel  Saunderson)  that  they  were 
very  much  afraid  of  prison  clothes.  As 
a  result  of  this  agitation,  people  had 
learned  how  any  man  could  become  an 
Irish  martyr.  ALL  a  man  had  to  do  was 
to  be  put  in  gaol,  and  to  refuse  to  wear 
the  prison  clothes ;  or  he  had  to  wear 
the  prison  clothes,  and  then  refuse  to 
take  them  off.  No  cotirse  had  ever  yet 
succeeded  which  had  been  founded  on 
the  contempt  and  the  ridicule  of  man- 
kind; and  he  believed  for  this  reason 
that  the  cause  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site was  doomed  to  failure.  The  hopes 
of  the  Government's  opponents  were 
entirely  founded  on  the  possibility  of 
the  disruption  of  the  Unionist  Party. 
Majorities  equally  great  had  faded 
away ;  but  no  majority  of  the  present 
kind  had  ever  yet  been  seen  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Former  majorities 
were  Party  majorities.  Party  majorities 
were  liable  to  disruption  and  to  failure ; 
but  the  majority  in  that  House  was  not 
a  Party  majority — it  was  a  patriotic 
majority.  The  Party  opposite  very 
nearly  succeeded  in  carrying  their 
policy;  but  they  failed  because  they 
found  themselves  confronted  by  men 
who  loved  their  country  more  than  their 
Party,  and  who  loved  the  allegiance 
they  owed  to  the  State  more  than  the 
allegiance  they  owed  to  a  Leader.  The 
Party  opposite  was  bound  to  fail  in  the 


future  for  that  reason ;  and  in  looking 
forward — as  he  now  looked  forward- 
to  a  resolute  Government  in  Ireland,  he 
saw  the  only  foundation  that  could  be 
made,  and  that  foundation  was  respect 
for  law  and  order ;  and  upon  that 
foundation  he  trusted  and  prayed  he 
might  live  to  see  his  country  happy  and 
contented. 

Mb.  LABOITOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  speech  which  they  had 
just  listened  to  was  a  very  important  one, 
because  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  spoke,  not  only  in 
his  individual  capacity  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  but  also  as  the  head  of  an 
important  Party.  No  doubt,  most 
Members  had  seen  that  the  previous 
day  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
elected  Sessional  Chairman  of  what 
might  be  called  a  new  Fourth  Party  on 
that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House. 
That  Party  was  supposed  to  be  composed 
of  Gentlemen  from  Ulster;  but  they 
could  not  get  two  good  enough  men  to 
act  as  Whips  without  getting  an  English 
Member — the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald) — to  act 
as  one  of  their  Whips.  He  did  not 
know  what  were  the  intentions  of  this 
Party ;  but  he  heard  with  surprise  the 
peroration  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  when  he  said  that  the 
Unionist  Party  would  never  be  divided, 
and  that  they  were  the  really  patriotio 
Party.  If  so,  why  had  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  moved  his  place  to 
below  the  Gangway  and  put  himself  at 
the  head  of  a  separate  Party  or  "  Cave  " 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House  ? 
For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
could  only  see  one  reason,  and  that  was 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  re- 
presented the  landlords  of  Ireland,  who 
were  afraid  that  the  Conservative  Party 
would  not  give  sufficient  care  to  their 
interests.  The  object  in  view  in  forming 
this  Cave  was  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Government  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
bring  in  some  sort  of  a  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  or  to  rob  in  some  way  the  British 
Empire  for  the  sake  of  that  pack  of 
drones  which  existed  in  Ireland  still. 
He  wondered  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  did  not  consider  it  was 
an  ill  bird  that  fouled  its  own  nest. 
Although  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man was  an  Irishman,  yet  he  was 
never  tired  of  describing  the  majority 
of     his     countrymen     as     murderers 
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and  scoundrels.  [Oolonel  Saundebson  : 
Never!]  Surelj  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  could  find  some  Englishman 
to  do  his  dirty  work  for  him  ?  What  would 
he  have  thought  of  an  Englishman  who 
should  go  to  Ireland  and  describe  the 
majority  of  his  own  fellow-countrymen 
in  that  way?  Why,  English  people 
would  despise  him,  and  he  was  not 
surprised  that  Irish  Gentlemen  utterly 
despised  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
when  he  made  such  statements  in  this 
House. 

Colonel  SAUNDEESON  explained 
that  he  had  never  said  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  said  it  was  the  minority,  not 
the  majority. 

Mb.  LABOIJOHERE  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Oeatleman  would  be 
unable  to  convince   that    side    of  the 
House   on  that  point.    Two  and  two 
made  four,  and  three  was  more  than  two. 
He  should  have  thought  that  even  a 
Conservative  intellect  would  admit  that. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  read 
a   number  of  extracts  from  speeches 
showing  that  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion haa  changed  their  minds  in  reference 
to  their  political  opinions.      He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  hoooured  them  for  it.     It 
was  the  business  of  a  statesman,  when 
he  found  he  had  pursued  a  course  in 
governing  his  country  which  proved  a 
failure,  to  change  his  mind.    Well,  let  it 
be  admitted,  once  for  all,  the  fact  was 
recognized,  and  so  waste  no  more  time 
upon  the  matter.     But  he  was  surprised 
at  the  charge  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman.  When  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
first  sat  in  that  House  as  a  Badical  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  sat  near  him. 
He  sat  there  as  a  Badical,  and  now  he 
complained  that  it  was  utterly  monstrous 
for  politicians  to  change  their  minds. 
With  regard  to  the  charges  brought  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  against 
the  Land  League,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
would  refer  to  the  murder  of  Fitzmaurice 
in  Kerry.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man accused  the  Land  League  of  being 
responsible  for  that  murder.   An  anony- 
mous proclamation  was  put  out ;  but  was 
the  League  to  be  held  responsible  for 
every  anonymous  proclamation  that  was 
put  out  in  Ireland  ?    Then  a  branch  of 
the  Leag^ue  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  they  desired  that  the  dis- 
approbation   felt  against    Fitzmaurice 
for  havings  taken  an  evicted  farm  should 
be    shown     by    Constitutional  means. 


The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  asserted 
that  this  was  an  incitement ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  be 
just  the  reverse.  Was  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  not  aware  of  what 
they  all  knew,  that  the  National  League 
was  less  powerful  in  Clare  and  Kerry 
than  in  any  other  counties  in  Ireland? 
These  counties  had  been  honeycombed 
by  secret  societies  ;  but  the  League  had 
done  its  best  to  prevent  murder  and 
outrage  from  taking  place  by  those 
societies?  It  was,  however,  in  these 
counties  that  the  Government  suppressed 
the  League,  which  stood  between  the 
landlords  and  the  authors  of  outrage. 
Was  it  thought  that  there  were  no 
murders  in  Clare  and  Kerry  before  the 
League  existed  ?  If  there  were,  why  on 
earth  should  any  that  occurred  since  be 
put  down  to  the  League  ?  No  matter 
what  crime  had  occurred  in  Ireland,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  read  a  series 
of  garbled  extracts,  and  said  the  League 
was  responsible  for  everything.  Declar- 
ing that  the  aim  of  the  Irish  was  to  un- 
dermine the  authority  of  the  Crown,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  asked 
for  quotations,  and  then  he  said  he  had 
them,  but  he  would  not  read  them,  and 
would  take  them  for  granted.  That  was 
an  old  trick  of  his,  and  it  was  a  charac- 
teristic one ;  he  was  always  taking 
things  for  granted,  which  was  what  his 
opponents  would  not  do.  Judging  from 
his  speech,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man might  have  been  expected  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  rather  than  the 
Address,  because  he  did  not  seem  to 
think  that  coercion  had  succeeded.  But, 
of  course,  no  Ministry  would  ever  come 
before  Parliament  and  say  that  the 
policy  which  they  had  initiated  had  been 
unsatisfactory.  The  hon.  and  gallsmt 
Member  wanted  more  coercion,  however ; 
but  he  was  not  likely  to  get  it,  for  the 
Government  were  not  absolute  idiots — 
he  would  grant  them  that — and  they 
must  know  that  coercion  as  they  prac« 
tised  it  would  not  be  allowed  to  last  for 
ever.  During  the  Eecess  there  had 
been  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the 
Press  to  delude  the  English  public  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  The  papers  said 
everything  was  going  on  smoothly; 
evictions  would  quickly  cease,  and  the 
Government  would  have  the  people  be- 
lieve that  if  only  the  Tories  remained  in 
power  a  little  longer  the  Irish  would 
give  up  Home  Buloi  and  would  probably 
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raise  a  statue  to  the  eminent  uncle 
and  nephew  who  had  originated  the  new 
polioy.  But  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  as- 
sertedi  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
the  position  in  Ireland  was  what  Mar- 
shal Badetzky  said  the  position  of 
Austria  was  in  Italy;  he  said  the 
Austrian  Empire  ceased  beyond  his 
camp,  and  so  in  Ireland  the  power  of 
the  Gh>yernment  ceased  beyond  the 
powers  exercised  by  the  Courts  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates  and  the  localities 
occupied  by  the  police.  The  Govern- 
ment were  quite  right  to  denounce  the 
alliance  between  the  English  and  the 
Irish  democracies,  for  it  had  only  to 
continue  for  Home  Bule  to  be  certainly 
granted  to  Ireland.  The  Irish  people 
would  not  give  up  Home  Bule  as  long 
as  the  English  Liberal  Party  were 
united  with  them ;  and  it  could  be 
carried  only  by  the  continued  alliance  of 
the  democracies  of  the  two  countries. 
The  Amendment  stated  that  the  action 
of  the  Government  had  been  harsh, 
partial,  and  mischievous.  No  one  could 
have  studied  what  had  taken  place  dur- 
ing the  Becess  without  seeing  that  the 
Act  had  not  only  been  so  applied,  bat 
that  it  had  been  perverted  to  uses  that 
had  not  been  intended.  The  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  any  attack  upon  the  Execu- 
tive or  upon  the  Tory  Party  was  an 
attack  upon  the  very  principles  of 
government,  and  they  had  sought  to  put 
down  all  Constitutional  opposition  and 
all  political  agitation  against  the  ruling 
powers  in  Ireland.  The  difficulty  in 
bringing  this  home  to  the  English 
people  really  arose  from  the  over- 
abundance of  the  material ;  while,  when- 
ever the  action  of  the  Government  was 
called  in  question,  the  Chief  Secretary 
confined  himself,  in  reply,  to  vague 
generalities  and  clap-trap  about  law  and 
order,  the  sort  of  thing  that  Caiaphas 
and  Pilate  would  have  said  if  they  had 
been  accused  of  their  crimes;  they 
would  have  said  they  were  the  instru- 
ments of  law  and  order,  and  if  there  had 
been  a  Pre£s  in  Jerusalem  the  organs  of 
the  Pharisees,  and  Saddncees,  of  the 
moneyed  classes  and  the  publicans, 
would  have  said  that  they  represented 
the  rich  and  the  intellectual,  with  whom 
mere  miserable  artizans  and  the  scum  of 
the  population  were  not  to  be  compared. 
With  regard  to  the  Mitcheletown  aflPray, 
the  last  Session  came  to  an  end  without 
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the  possibility  of  bringing  home  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  had  really 
occurred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  said, 
«  Bemember  Mitchelstown ! "  The  Chief 
Secretary  could  do  nothing,  or  was 
afraid  to  do  anything,  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  when  the  words 
were  repeated  by  a  little  boy  in  Ireland 
he  clapped  him  into  prison.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  asked — "  Whero  is  the  en- 
thusiastic telegraphist  who  said,  '  Be- 
member  Mitchelstown  ? ' "  There  he  sat 
(pointing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman), 
and  he  would  be  able  to  defend  that 
advice.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
hear!]  These  Mitchelstown  proceed- 
ings took  place,  not  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  but  under  the  Common  Law, 
and  that  showed  what  went  on  in 
Ireland ;  the  Government  commenced 
in  violation  of  the  law,  culminated  in 
murder,  and  instead  of  bringing  the 
offenders  to  a  fair  trial,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
his  Friends  had  done  everything  they 
could  to  shield  them  from  the  conse- 
quences of  their  acts.  Of  the  events  at 
Mitchelstown  the  Chief  Secretary  gave 
a  version  in  thatJHouse.  It  is  so  long, 
and  he  did  not  see  exactly  how  much  to 
give.  He  had  therefore  referred  to  it 
thus,  and  that  account,  received  from 
the  instrument  of  his  policy,  waa  ab- 
solutely and  entirely  incorrect. — (See 
8  Hansnd,  [321]  230-1-2.) 

Thb  CHIDF  SECRETAETfobIRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaiiFOUb)  (Manches- 
ter, E.),  interposing,  said,  in  his  recol- 
lection his  impression  was  that  his  state- 
ment had  consisted  of  quotations  from 
The  FreematCs  Journal. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  had 
yesterday  referred  to  The  Times*  report, 
which  did  not  contain  any  mention  of 
The  Freeman^s  Journal.  What  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  stated  in  the  House  about 
the  matter  was  absolutely  incorrect.  He 
had  always  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  especially  careful 
in  matters  of  evidence,  for,  as  a  philoso- 
pher, he  was  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's) 
favourite  philosopher.  He  had  sat  at 
the  feot  of  that  Gamaliel.  He  had 
read  his  Defence  of  Philosophic  Doubt 
until  he  almost  doubted  of  his  own  exist- 
ence. Tet  when  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  became  Irish  Chief  Secretary  he 
furgot  all  his  philosophy.  The  reason 
was  that  there  were  exigencies  required 
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of  an  Irisli  Secretary  which  were  not  to 
be  found  in  the  calm  fields  of  philosophy. 
It  was  a  melancholy  thing  for  a  philoso- 
pher to  be  plunged  by  the  exigencies  of 
his  position  into  matters  like  this— to  have 
vile  instruments  to  carry  out  his  orders, 
and  to  believe  them,  or  rather  to  pretend 
to  believe  them.  The  Government  had 
placed  Mitchelstown  in  the  charge  of 
Captain  Seagrave,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed by  a  Tory  Government  a  year 
freviously  a  Eesident  Magistrate  in 
reland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pledged  himself  in  that  House  that  no 
Besident  Magistrate  should  adjudicate 
under  tho  Crimes  Act  who  had  not 
satisfied  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  his  legal 
knowledge.  It  was  well  known  that 
Captain  Seagrave  possessed  no  legal 
knowledge  whatever,  and  yet  he  was 
every  day  adjudicating  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  The  other  gentleman  in  command 
at  Mitchelstown  was  Mr.  Brownrigg,  a 
County  Inspector.  He  had  come  across 
that  gentleman,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  was  one  of  the  most  out- 
rageous ruffians  he  had  met  with  in  his 
life,  and  that,  whether  with  excitement 
or  with  wine,  he  had  the  manner  of 
being  intoxicated.  Soon  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  meeting  in  the  market 
pi  ace,  a  reporter  was  seen ,  wedged  in  with 
16  policemen,  to  approach  within  a  few 
yards  of  the  wagonette  in  which  were 
the  speakers.  He  invited  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  inform  the  House  under 
what  law  the  Government  claimed  the 
right  of  forcing  a  reporter  through  a 
crowded  meeting.  He  admitted  that  the 
police  might  claim  to  occupy  positions  in 
a  crowd  in  order  to  maintain  order ;  but 
there  was  no  right  to  push  the  people 
aside  in  order  to  put  a  reporter  in  their 
place.  He  would  admit  for  a  moment 
that  the  Government  had  the  right  to 
force  the  reporter  in  ;  but  he  would  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
September,  1880,  an  Order  was  issued 
to  the  following  effect— that  in  cases 
where  Constabulary  shorthand  reporters 
attended  meetings  permission  should  be 
asked  of  the  chairman.  Why  was 
that  Order  eo  distasteful  to  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  It  was  because  of  nis 
arbitrary  instincts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  pose  in  Ireland  as 
a  firm  man,  and  did  not  care  sixpence 
whether  people  were  killed  or  not.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  in  for  main- 
ta^ng  the  divine  right  of  policemen  in 


Ireland.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  bravery  of  these  police ;  but 
they  were  only  brave  when  they  had 
bayonets  and  batons  in  their  hands.  He 
(Mr.  Laboucbere)  distinctly  accused  the 
Government  of  having  violated  the  law 
by  having  created  a  disturbance  in  their 
endeavour  to  force  a  reporter  through  the 
crowd,  and  afterwards  of  making  a 
gross  and  unprovoked  attack  upon  tho 
people  in  trying  to  do  what  District  In- 
spector Irwin  had  said  it  was  impossible 
they  could  do — namely,  effect  an  entry 
into  the  meeting.  Was  it  then  sur- 
pribing  that  the  people  should  defend 
themselves  ?  He  contended  that  if  a 
man  was  wrongfully  attacked  by  a 
policeman  he  was  justified  in  defending 
himself  and  in  knocking  the  policeman 
down  if  he  could.  Eventually  the  police 
ran  away,  and  of  course  a  few  stones 
were  thrown  after  them.  It  was  only 
natural  that  that  should  be  bo.  An 
attempt  was  made  by  the  police  at  the 
inquest  to  show  that  they  fired  in  order 
to  protect  their  comrades  who  were  re« 
turning  to  the  barracks.  But  it 
was  proved  that  Sergeant  Leahy,  the 
only  one  of  the  police  who  was  at 
first  left  outside,  had  returned  to 
the  barracks  before  the  firing  began. 
Then,  one  of  the  policemen  who  was 
eaid  to  be  injured  admitted  that  tho 
mark  disappeared  from  his  face  in  a 
week.  Only  one  of  them,  Sergeant 
Leahy,  was  at  all  seriously  injured. 
The  police  fell  out  at  the  inquest,  and 
contradicted  themselves  with  that  won- 
derful readiness  which  persons  of  the 
character  that  these  men  had  been 
shown  to  possess  could  do  when  they 
wanted  to  shift  responsibility  of  their 
actions  on  others.  Their  animus  was 
shown  by  the  answers  of  the  men,  who 
stated  that  they  deliberately  fired  at 
individual  persons,  and  tried  to  kill.  Ho 
did  not  think  that  in  any  case  that  had 
ever  been  investigated  a  soldier  had 
stated  he  had  aimed  and  hoped  to  kill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  tho  Harbour  Di- 
vision of  Dublin  (Mr.  Timothy  Harring- 
ton) had  been  accused  of  having  used 
strong  and  abusive  language  to  the  wit- 
nesses. Well,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  he  did  use  strong  language ;  but  it 
was  equally  true  that  the  language  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  the  witnesses  was 
outrageous.  Sergeant  Kyder  said — 
''Tou  know  the  side  the  murderers 
were  on,   you   and  your  colleagues." 
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He   (Mr.   Labouohere)   would  like  to 
know  what  would  bethought  in  Tx>Ddon 
if  such  language  was  addressed  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend   the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Bussell) 
when   lie   was   defending  the   persons 
accused  in  connection  with  the  riot  at 
Trafalgar  Square  ?  A  District  Inspector 
who   had  been  44  years  in  the  force, 
after  listening  to  the  evidence  eiven  by 
the  police  and  brought  forward  by  the 
Government,   was   driven   to  say  that 
they  were  nothing  but  a  pack  of  per- 
jurers.    With  reference  to  the  action  of 
County  Inspector  Brownrigg  in  inducing 
the  unfortunate  men  under  him  to  swear 
that  he  had  not  given  them  the  order  to 
fire,  Irwin  need  not  have  dreaded  re- 
sponsibility if  ho  had  remembered  the 
good  friend   he  had  in  the  right  hon. 
entleman    the  Chief   Secretary,   who 
said — ''Let  them   commit   what    they 
like,  let  them  commit  murder,  let  them 
perjure    themselves,    let    them    swear 
black  is  white,  let  them  get  up  evidence 
in  their  own  barracks,  and  lot  them  pro- 
duce those  perjurers."    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    would    say  —  **  They    are 
right.    I  applaud  them  ;  'if  they  only 
kUl  a  sufficient  number  of  men,  I  will 
give  them  some  mark  of  my  favour." 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  ask  whe- 
ther Irwin  was  still  in  the  police  force  ? 
For  Irwin,    who  was   second   in  com- 
mand,  had  brought  a  distinct  charge 
against  County  Inspector  Brownrigg  of 
endeavouring,  by  means  of  perjury,  to 
alter  the  evidence  to  be  given  before 
the  Court.  Was  Irwin  still  in  the  force  ? 
He  thought  it  very  possible  that  he 
was.     If  such  things  had  taken  place  in 
England,   the  people  would  have  in- 
sisted, as  in  the  case  of  Endacott,  that 
an  investigation  should  be  held  to  dis- 
cover the  guilty  man ;  and  either  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Irwin  or  County  Inspec- 
tor Brownrigg  would  have  been  dis- 
missed.    He  accused  the  police,  when 
they  went  back  to  their  barracks,  of 
having  deliberately  fired   with  the  in- 
tention of  killing,  for  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  plea  for  the  firing 
was  that  the  barracks  was  attacked, 
and  that  the  police  fired  only  at  those 
who  were  throwing  stones.    The  facts, 
however,  were  that  an  old  man  and  a 
boy  were  killed  129  feet  from  the  bar- 
racks, and  a  carman,  who  it  was  ad- 
mitted   had   nothing    to  do  with  the 
stone- thro  wing,  was  shot  297  feet,  or  99 
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yards,  from  the  barracks.     If  the  right 
hou.    Gentleman  had   ever  played    at 
cricket,  he  must  know  thaC  it  was  im- 
possible to  throw  even  a  oricket  ball 
100  yards.     For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  would  be  satisfied  to  stand 
at  a  distance  of  100  yards,  and  allow 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman    to    throw 
stones  at  him  all  day  long.     District 
Inspector  Irwin  swore  that  he  particu- 
larly ordered  the  police  not  to  fire  at  a 
house  opposite  the  barracks,  as  there 
were  women  and  children  at  the  win- 
dows ;  but  the  marks  afterwards  found 
on  the  walls  showed  that  the   police 
actually  did  fire  at  the  house.    With 
regard  to  the  breaking  of  the  windows 
of  the  barracks,  how  many  panes  had 
been  broken  by  stones  as  a  matter  of 
fact?    Three  only.     He  asserted,  fur- 
ther, that  at  the  time  this  took  place 
there  was  no  attack  being  made  on  the 
barracks,  and  that  it  was  childish  and 
ridiculous  to  say   that  any  reasonable 
person  could  have  dreaded  that  they 
would  have  been  taken  by  assault,  or 
{hat  the  police  were  in   any   sort  of 
danger  of  their  lives.    No  doubt,  some 
men  had  followed  the  police  when  they 
retired ;  but  they  had  been  called  back, 
and  perhaps  a  few  boys  had  thrown 
some  stones,  but  no  assault  had  been 
made  upon  the  barracks ;  and  it  was  in 
a  state  of  panic  and  desire  for  vengeance 
that  the  police  had   fired  out  of  the 
windows.   His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillon) 
said  that  the  police  batoned  men  who 
were  cowering  on  the  ground,  and  one  of 
them  was  only  prevented  by  an  officer  from 
thrusting    his   sword-bayonet    through 
a  man.     Then    came    the    inquest    at 
Mitchelstown,  and  a  verdict  of  murder 
was  brought  in  against  Brownrigg  and 
five  policemen.    The  Government  had 
done  their  best  to  quash  it  by  legal 
chicanery.     One  ground  was  that  jurors 
had  conversed  with  others  during  the 
trial.     For  his  own  part,    he   doubted 
whether  in  London  a  single  Coroner's 
inquest  took  place  without  this  happen- 
ing, such  inquests  being  held  in  the  most 
loose  and  ramshackle  fashion.     Other 
grounds  were  that  the  Coroner  and  his 
clerk    were  with  the  jury  when  they 
retired,  and  that  the  Coroner  had  not 
conducted    himself    impartially.     That 
was  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  for  his  own 
part,  he  thought  that  the  Coroner  had 
acted  with  impartiality.    Then  it  was 
said  that  Mr.  Harrington  had  abused 
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Bome  of  the  witnesses,  and  that  12  of  the 
jurors  were  Nationlists,  so  that  beoaase 
*^  Peter  the  Packer  "  was  not  allowed  to 
come  down  to  Mitchelstown  and  pack 
the  jury,  the   whole  proceedings  were 
qaaehed.    Another  ground  alleged  for 
setting  aside  the  yerdict  was  that  no 
sworn  officer  was  in  charge  of  the  jury 
when  they  retired  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  theOoroner  said  Uiat  he  had  put 
the  jury  in  charge  of  Head  Constable 
Sulliyan.    Sullivan  had  seen  the  jury  to 
their  room,  but  had  not  remained  there, 
having  got  certain  directions  from  his 
officer.    It  was  evident  that  this  had 
been  done,  because  the  police,  expecting 
a   yerdict    against   them,    wanted   an 
opportunity  of  quashing  it.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Court  had  set  aside  these 
grounds,  and  although  they  had  quashed 
the  verdict,  had  done  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  jury  had  not   been  properly 
summoned.    He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
himself  been  present  and  had  seen  what 
took  place,  with  two  other  hon.  Members 
of  that  House ;  and  they  in  that  House 
openly  accused  the  police  of  deliberate 
murder  in    this  case.    He  wanted  to 
know  what  would  have  happened  if  this 
had  taken  place  in  Trafalgar  Square  ? 
Things   were    done   in  Ireland  which 
would  not  be  permitted  here.    In  that 
country  a  man  if  he  was  on  the  side  of 
the  Government  was  protected  from  the 
consequences    of   his   own    acts.    The 
criminal  classes  there  were  the  Execu- 
tive and  their  myrmidons  and  instru- 
ments.    He  had  stated  the  facts  of  the 
case;    he    had    nothing    extenuated, 
naught  set  down  in  medice.      He  had 
taken  the  police  evidence,  and  had  rather 
toned  it  down  than  exaggerated  it.     To 
sum  up  the  charges  he  made,  he  accused 
the  police  distinctly  of  having  violated 
the  law  by  sending  a  reporter  to  this 
meeting,  and  of  havibg  created  a  dis- 
turbance by  forcing  the  reporter  through 
the  crowd  in  front  of  the  speakers,  in- 
stead of  sending  him  round  at  the  back  ; 
he  accused    the    police  afterwards    of 
making  a  gross  and  unprovoked  attack 
on  the  people,  in  endeavouring  to  do 
what  Mr.  Irwin  had  said  it  was  impos- 
sible  for  them  to  do ;  and  he  accused 
the  police  when  they  had  gone  back  to 
their  barracks  of  having  killed  an  old 
man,  a  boy,  and  a  car-driver,  who  was 
admitted  to  have  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  affair,   when  there  was  no  attack 
upon   the  barracks  going  on.    It  was 
cniidiflh  to  assert  either  that  the  barracks 


could  have  been  taken  by  assault,  or 
that  the  police  were  in  any  danger  at 
that  time.  He  also  accused  the  police 
of  having  tried  when  they  were  in  the 
barracks  to  concoct  evidence  and  to  in- 
duce Mr.  Irwin  to  withdraw  a  statement 
which  was  true,  and  to  swear  to  the 
contrary  in  a  Court  of  Law.  Finally, 
he  accused  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  of  not  only 
condoning  this  conduct,  but  of  making 
himself  a  party  to  it  by  the  subsequent 
action  he  had  taken.  What  he  claimed 
was  that  a  certain  investigation  should 
be  made  into  the  whole  case,  and  he  and 
his  Friends  said — they  had  a  right  to 
say— that  until  this  investigation  had 
taken  place  the  Government,  while  at- 
tacking men  every  day  and  dragging 
them  before  Eesident  Magistrates  for 
selling  newspapers  and  so  forth, 
were  condoning  and  encouraging  mur- 
der. 

Sia  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hack- 
ney, S.) :  I  do  not  rise  to  take  any  part 
in  the  general  discussion  of  the  subject 
matter  of  the  Debate  on  the  Address  on 
the  particular  Amendment  before  the 
House ;  but  I  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  make  some  observations  upon 
a  reference  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  respecting  what  is  known  as 
the  **  Dopping  "  incident.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  in  a  manner  which  was 
almost,  if  not  quite  insulting,  and  which 
was  certainly  ungenerous,  stated  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  that  he  had 
made  an  apology  to  Colonel  Dopping, 
on  which  account  he  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son) would  not  dwell  further  on  the 
incident,  but  that  it  was  to  be  noted 
that  such  apology  was  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  after  he  had  received  a 
lawyer's  letter,  and  not  before.  In 
other  words  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  this— that  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  finding  himself  in  a 
position  in  which  he  ought,  as  an  honour- 
able man,  to  make  an  explanation  and 
apology,  did  so  only  under  stress  and 
threat  of  legal  proceedings.  As  I  am 
conversant  from  my  own  personal  knoir- 
ledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  I  think  it 
right  to  state  what  those  facts  were.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  before  any  question  of  legal 
proceedings,  consulted  me  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  and  he  stated 
that   bis   strong  impression  was  that 
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hd  &ad  not  used  with  reference  to 
his  account  of  the  Dopping  incident, 
the  word  ^Moaded"  in  connection  with 
the  gun  which  Colonel  Dopping  is  sup- 
posed to  have  carried,  and  he  was  a}so 
able  to  point  to  the  fact,  which  had 
been  corroborated  by  statements  made 
to  myself,  that  other  persons  present  at 
the  Nottingham  meeting  were  of  the 
opinion  that  that  word  had  not  been 
used.  But  I  pointed  out  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
that  in  my  judgment  the  use  or  non-use 
of  the  word  **  loaded  "  made  no  material 
difference  in  the  matter,  and  that  un- 
questionably the  inference  that  might 
very  fairly  be  drawn,  and  would,  in  my 
judgment,  be  naturally  drawn  from  the 
context  wa9  that,  whether  the  word 
*^  loaded  "  was  or  was  not  used,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  intended  to  convey,  or 
at  least  that  the  words  were  susceptible 
of  conveying,  and  so  it  would  be  under- 
stood, that  the  gun  was  in  fact  loaded. 
In  those  circumstance  I  suggested  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  the  proper  and 
honourable  course  for  him  to  pursue 
was  this — to  omit  altogether  from  the 
republication  of  his  speech  the  passage, 
some  statements  in  which  were  in  ques- 
tion and  disputed,  and  to  append  as 
the  reason  for  not  republishing  in 
full  what  he  had  said  at  Nottingham, 
a  statement  that  he  should  regret 
being  a  party  to  the  publication  of 
any  statement  affecting  any  man  which 
was  in  any  material  respect  impugned  in 
fact.  Upon  my  making  that  communi- 
cation to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  he  at 
once  said  that  if  the  view  which  I  had 
presented  was  the  correct  one,  which  he 
was  quite  willing  to  assent  to,  he  ought 
not  to  stop  at  merely  the  omission  of  a 
particular  passage  or  at  any  explanatory 
or  apologetic  note.  He  said  he  thought 
he  owed  more  to  Colonel  Dopping,  and 
that  if  the  impression  which  I  thought 
naturally  conveyed  by  the  speech  was 
one  generally  entertained,  he  thought 
he  owed  it  to  Colonel  Dopping  to  ad- 
dress a  personal  explanation  and  apology 
to  Colonel  Dopping  himself ;  and  he  did 
80  express  his  intention  of  so  communi- 
cating in  that  sense  with  Colonel  Dopping, 
as  I  know,  before  there  was  any  ques- 
tion or  threat  of  a  letter  from  the 
solicitor  or  any  suggestion  of  any  lesal 
proceedings  whatever.  I  think  it  is  due 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  this  state- 
ment should  be  made  by  someone  who 
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knows  the  facts — and  I  know  them 
myself — in  answer  to  the  ungenerous 
allusion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
and  I  thank  the  House  for  allowing  me 
to  make  this  explanation. 

Mr.  C0MMIN8  (Roscommon,  S.) 
said,  the  Amendment  before  the  House 
traversed  the  statement  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  that  agrarian  crime  had 
diminished  in  Ireland  altogether  with 
the  power  of  conspiracy  and  coercion. 
The  Amendment  traversed  that  state- 
ment, and  declared  that  if  there  were 
an  amelioration  in  the  condition  of  the 
country  it  was  owing  to  the  remedial 
legislation  of  last  Session,  and  that  the 
repressive  legislation,  so  far  from  tending^ 
to  diminish  crime,  had  done  much  to 
alienate  the  sympathies  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  that  the  administration  of 
that  oppressive  legislation  had  been 
harsh,  brutal,  oppressive,  cruel,  and  mis- 
chievous. He  did  not  think  the  pro- 
position in  the  Amendment  was  one  at 
all  difficult  to  make  out.  It  had  been 
pretty  well  made  out  in  the  arguments 
of  the  speakers  who  had  preceded  him 
in  this  debate,  and,  what  was  more,  in 
the  answer  of  the  Government  to  those 
arguments.  Whether  the  Goyemment 
would  change  ground  and  make  a  dif- 
ferent answer  or  not  as  the  debate 
went  on,  ho  did  not  know;  but  he 
took  it  that  the  general  lines  of  their 
answer  had  been  indicated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Mad- 
den). Both  these  Gentlemen  tried  to 
make  out  their  case  by  giving  the  House 
certain  statistics ;  and  he  (Mr.  Commins) 
had  a  few  words  to  say  with  regard  to 
those  statistics.  It  was  odd  that  these 
statistics  should  have  been  presented  to 
the  House  and  discredited,  at  the  very 
moment  they  were  presented,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary who  produced  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  he  placed 
no  reliance,  or,  at  any  rate,  very  little 
reliance,  upon  statistics.  That  was  a 
feeling  which  was  shared  by  both  sides 
of  the  House,  particularly  with  regard 
to  statistics  made  up,  as  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary told  them  these  were  made  up, 
by  the  tools  of  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land. The  case  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  out  from  the  statistics 
had  been  entirely  discounted  by  the 
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right  Kon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who 
had  told  them  that,  60  far  from  this  re- 
presaiye  legislation  bringing  about  a 
better  state  of  things,  little  or  no  pro- 
gress had  been  made  in  securing  either 
obedience  to  the  law  or  respect  for  it. 
If  that  were  the  fact,  it  was  difficult  to 
see  what  was  the  good  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief   Secretary's  sta- 
tistics, and  what  yalue  was  to  be  placed 
upon  his  argument  on  the  propositions 
stated  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  admitted  the  whole  case 
set  up  by  the  Amendment.     But  it  was 
not  enough  that  the  case  should  be  ad- 
mitted by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury.    The  country  should  be    made 
aware  of  the  fact,  and  should  be  told 
how  it  came  to  be  a  fact.    He  (Mr. 
Commins)  must  complain  of  these  sta- 
tistics which  had  been  furnished.  There 
were  no  statistics  produced  in  the  first 
instance ;  and  it  was  only  because  of  an 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Ijothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  that  any  were  furnished  at  all. 
The  House  would  have  been  left  in  the 
dark,  and  the  Btatistics  which  have  been 
produced — meagre  as  they  were — would 
not  have  been  given  had  they  not  been 
called  for^ho  would  not  say  by  the 
taunts  of  the   right  hon.   Gentleman, 
because  he  was  not  given  to  taunting 
anybody,  but  by  his  justifiable  state- 
ment that  it  was  odd  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  come  into  the  House  with- 
out a  scrap  of  evidence  in  support  of 
the  necessity  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Coercion  Act.     Well,  as  ho  (Mr.  Gom- 
mins)  had  said,  he  complained  of  these 
statistics.     Thev  aflfordod  them  no  in- 
formation.     The  Ilouee  had  experience 
of  other  Coercion  Acts,  and  of  what  had 
been  done  by  another  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — namely,  the  late  Mr.  Forster — 
who  when  he  brought  in  his  Coercion  Act 
in  1881,  and  afterwards  during  its  ad- 
ministration, always  fairly  and  lionestly 
produced  statistics  to  the  House  to  let 
them  see  what  were  the  real  facts  and 
allegations  by  whith  he  sustained  his 
position.     They  were  able  to  judge  by 
the  fitaiibtics  furnished  by  Mr.  Forsler 
whether  the  things  which  were  called 
'*  Agrarian    offences "    were    agrarian 
offences  or  not.    They  were  able  to  tell 
whether  a  certain  crime  ought  to  figure 
as  ooe  crime  or  as  400  crimes,  but  they 


were  not  able  to  make  that  distinction  in 
the  case  of  the  statistics  produced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary.  Mr.  Forster  had  always 
given  them  the  names  and  the  places  in 
each  case,  and  also  the  date  of  the  oc- 
currences.    He  had  given  particulars 
of  every  case  he  included  in  the  statistics 
which  he  brought  forward  in  justifica- 
tion of  his  administration,  and  in  that 
way  the  House  was  enabled  to  form  an 
adequate  idea  of  the  sort  of  things  relied 
upon  as  outrages.     It  had  transpired  in 
the  course  of  a  debate  that  one  "  out- 
rage "  in  the  Government  statistics  was 
a  case  in  which   a  man  was  detected 
nailing  up  a  threatening  letter  to  him* 
self  on  his  own  door.    If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
gave  them  names  and  dates,  how  many 
cases  he  relied  on  would  turn  out  to  be 
fictitious    offences    such  as    this?     It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  how  many 
of  the  "outrages  "  consisted  of  setting 
fire  to  furze   bushes  on  the  roadside, 
pushing  the  coping-stones  off  a  wall, 
and  things  which  would  be  considered 
of  such  an  exceedingly  trivial  nature 
that  one  would  not  whip  a  small  boy  for 
them.     Things  of  this   kind    used  to 
figure  in  Mr.  Forster's  returns  as  out- 
rages, and  it  would  be  interesting  to 
know  how  many  of  the  373  offences, 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary,  relied  now 
for  the  justification  of  the  present  pro- 
cedure would  turn  out  to  be  duplicate,* 
triplicate,   and   quadruplicate    offences 
committed  at  one  and  the  same  time. 
It  would  be  interesting  to  know  how 
many  of  the  offences  consisted  of  making 
wry  faces  at  policemen — and  they  knew 
that  offences  of  that  kind  were  com- 
plained of,  and  that  people  had  been 
punished    for    them — and    the    Qouso 
would  also  like  to  know  how  many  of 
the  "  outrages  "  were  slanders  such  as 
that  which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  had  fallen  into  inadver- 
tently, and  how  many  of  the  offences 
consisted   of  people   shouting  for  joy 
because   the    hon.  LI  ember  for  North 
East  Cork  (Mr.  William  O'Brien)  had 
come  home  from  gaol,  or  because  of  their 
admiration  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  LotLian.    All  these  things  came 
under  the  category  of   "offences"  in 
Ireland.    How  many  of  these  offences 
were  included  in  the  statistics  mentioned* 
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by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  ?  In  those  statistics  it 
was  at  present  difficult  to  say  under 
what  bead  the  oITences  would  come, 
whether  tbey  would  be  classed  under 
''  unlawful  assemblages,"  ''rioting,"  or 
*'  inciting  to  conspiracy."  If  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  wOuld  only  give  them 
the  names  it  migbt  enable  them  to  show 
that  the  offences  were  perfectly  ridicu- 
lous, and  that  it  was  absurd  to  have 
special  legislation  to  deal  with  them. 
This  being  the  case  the  House  was  not 
assisted  in  any  way,  nor  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  assisted  in 
any  way,  by  the  Eetums  he  had  given, 
and  the  House  was  thrown  back  on 
the  consideration  of  the  accounts 
they  saw  in  the  public  Press  for 
forming  their  judgment  on  the  state 
of  Ireland,  although  those  reports 
were  sometimes  incorrect  and  wild,  and 
not  always  perfectly  reliable.  But  be- 
fore passing  from  the  statistics  he  should 
like  to  know  whether,  in  the  list  of 
crimes,  the  right  hon.  Gontleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  included  cases  where 
there  had  been  no  convictions — such  as 
the  case  of  the  Mitchelstown  murder, 
and  the  murder  of  Hanlon  by  the  pob'ce 
at  Youghal  ?  These  might  be  given  ; 
but  if  the  House  were  furnished  with 
the  names  and  dates  of  the  cases  the 
state  of  things  would  be  different.  If 
murders  of  this  kind  were  considered 
crimes  bv  the  Government  they  should 
ho  GO  treated ;  and  yet  how  did  the  Go- 
vernment treat  these  cases?  In  the 
case  of  the  Mitchelstown  murder  the 
House  was  aware  that  the  inquest  took 
a  considerable  amount  of  time,  and  they 
knew  that  a  Coroner's  inquest  was  prac- 
tically the  only  procedure  of  a  criminal 
nature  in  Ireland  which  did  not  entirely 
depend  upon  the  initiative  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  Coroner  was  one  of  the 
remnants  they  had  in  that  country  of 
the  old  institutions.  The  Coroner  was 
the  people's  officer,  and  he  was  the  only 
man  who  did  not  depend  either  on  Go- 
vernment sanction,  Government  instiga- 
tion, or  Government  support.  If  the 
Coroner  were  a  Government  official,  they 
probably  would  not  have  inquests  at  all 
in  Ireland;  but  as  he  was  not  under 
them,  and  derived  his  powers  from  the 
old  Common  Law,  one  of  the  old  liber- 
ties of  the  people  still  remained.  When 
Sublic  massacres  took  place  like  that  at 
[itohelstown,  and  that  of  Belmullet, 
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and  that  of  Ballyragget  —  cases  that 
they  were  too  familiar  with— the  Coro- 
ner, of  course,  instituted  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  cause  of  death  of  the 
victims.  The  Coroners  in  Ireland  might 
not  have  much  to  do.  They  were  not 
perfectly  au  fait  with  the  technicalities 
of  procedure  as  Coroners  were  in  Eng- 
land, where  they  had  a  great  deal  to  do 
in  inquiring  into  death  because  of  rail- 
way accidents,  colliery  accidents,  the 
execution  of  criminals,  and  so  on. 
Coroners  get  a  great  deal  more  practioe 
in  England,  and  were  more  clever  in 
doing  their  work,  and  were  more 
familiar  with  those  technicalities  than 
they  were  in  Ireland ;  yet  he  (Mr.  Oom- 
mins)  would  venture  to  say  that  there 
was  not  one  inquisition  out  of  20  which 
took  place  in  England  the  verdict  of 
which  the  Gt)vernment  would  not  be 
able  to  set  aside  if  they  urged  such 
pleas  as  had  been  urged  in  the  case  of 
the  Mitchelstown  inquest,  for  the  reason 
that  Government  officials  were  incul- 
pated. Verdicts  of  Coroners'  inquests 
had  been  set  aside  in  numerous  instances 
in  Ireland,  the  latest  of  which  was  the 
Mitchelstown  case.  They  had  had  from 
an  eye-witness  the  particulars  of  what 
had  occurred  in  the  Coroner's  Court  on 
the  9th  of  September  last  at  Mitchels- 
town, and  this  occurred  within  the  six 
months  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary's  statistics  re- 
ferred. Anybody  who  read  the  story  of 
the  Mitchelstown  massacre  would  see  at 
once  that  there  was,  at  any  rate,  a 
primd  facie  case  against  the  police,  not 
only  of  murder,  but  of  a  most  aggra- 
vated form  of  murder.  It  was  a  case 
which  involved  not  only  the  destruction 
of  human  life,  but  an  outrage  upon 
public  liberty,  and  the  guilt  of  the 
police  was  brought  home,  not  only 
by  the  evidence  of  partial  witnesses, 
but  evidence  extracted  from  the  un- 
willing lips  of  members  of  the  force 
itself  who  were  participators  in  the 
affair.  The  finding  of  the  jury  upon  that 
evidence  was  not  impeached,  but  the  ver- 
dict had  been  upset  on  a  question  of  Eome 
formality  such  as  occurred  as  the  locking 
up  of  the  jury — the  jury  holding  its  in- 
quiry in  an  hotel  parlour  where  there 
was  no  jury  box  and  no  material  appli- 
ances to  separate  the  jury  from  the  pub- 
lic, in  consequence  of  which  members  of 
the  jury  spoke  to  somebody  during  the 
progress  of  the  case.    The  Government 
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pleaded  also  such  teclmicalities  as  this, 
that  their  own  officer",  who  was  in  charge 
of  the  jury,  walked  out  of  the  jury  room 
during  the  course  of  the  proceedings,  and 
also  some  irregularity  in  the  summoning 
of  the  jury.     These  were  the  sort  of 
things    on    which    the    verdict  of  the 
Mitchelstown  jury  was  impugned ;  and 
there  were  a  lot  more  small  irregularities 
which  could  be  found  out,  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  in  England  were  it  necessary 
for  the  Goyernment  to  attempt  to  upset 
a  verdict  in  order  to  procure  immunity 
for  their  tools.  The  verdict  of  the  jury  to 
which  he  referred,  however,  was  unim- 
peachable so  far  as  the  evidence  was 
concerned  — it   was  unimpeachable  to 
the  mind  of  every  impartial  man.     Sup* 
pose  such  a  thing  as  the  quashing  of  a 
verdict  had  occurred  in  this  country. 
Suppose  the  meeting  had  taken  place  in 
Trafalgar  Square ;  they  had  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  integrity  of  the  law  in  this 
country ;  and  what  would  the  law  have 
done — what  would  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  have  done?    Why  they  would 
have  directed  two  or  three  commissioners 
to  hold  another  inquest  without  further 
examination  of  the  bodies  of  the  deceased 
persons ;  the  evidenco  which  would  in- 
criminate or  exculpate  the  police  would 
have  been  hoard,  and  a  new  verdict  would 
have  been  returned.     Did  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  do  anything  of  that  sort 
in  the  MitaheUtown  case  ?     He  had  been 
told  to-day  across  the  Floor  of  the  House 
that  the  Government  intended  to  do  no- 
thing of  the  kind.    Well,  what  was  in- 
variably done  in  this  country  when  a 
Coroner's  inquisition  returned  a  verdict 
against   anyone   of    murder,   or    man- 
slaughter?    The    Coroner    issued    his 
warrant  as  he  was  bound  to  do,  that 
warrant  wa?  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
police,  and  the  accused  party  was  taken 
before    the    magistrates.      Depositions 
were  also  taken  before  the  magistrates 
with  a  view  of  prosecuting  so  far  as  the 
Coroner's  jury  had  found  anyone  guilty. 
Had  anything  of  the  kind  been  done  in 
connection  with  the  Mitchelstown  case  ? 
Nothing^  of  the  kind.     No  magisterial 
inquiry    hod  been  hold  and  no  deposi- 
tionshacl  Icon  laid  before  the  magistrates 
or  taken  l>y  the  magistrates,  and  the 
answer  be  had  received,  when  he  had 
put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  as  to  whether  it  was  the  intention 


of  the  Government  to  take  any  such  steps, 
was  in  the  negative.  It  was  open  to  tne 
Gt)vernment  stili  to  do  something ;  but 
that  was  the  way  in  which  they  treated 
occurrences  which  took  place  in  Ireland 
— occurrences  which  were  stigmatized 
solemnly  as  murder.  The  Government 
condoned  these  offences.  They  con- 
sidered it  a  crime  to  commit  what  he 
might  call  a  contraction  between  a  boo 
and  a  cheer,  and  boys  were  sent  to  gaol 
for  it ;  but  the  homicide  of  a  man  in  the 
public  streets  was  considered  no  offence 
whatever,  and  on  technical  grounds  an 
inquisition  of  a  jury  was  quashed  and  the 
tools  of  the  Government  were  exculpated. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  himself  told 
them  that  it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to 
distinguish  what  were  agrarian  offences 
and  what  were  not.  But  an  agrarian 
offence  meant  an  offence  that  arose  out 
of  the  condition  of  the  country,  and 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  case  referred  to  was  not  an 
agrarian  offence,  he  (Mr.  Commins) 
would  like  to  know  on  that  supposition 
what  was  an  agrarian  offence.  The 
statistics  which  the  Government  put 
forward  could  be  sent  upwards  or  down- 
wards,  just  as  it  suited  the  purpose  of 
the  Government  to  show  a  large  or 
small  amount  of  agrarian  offence  in 
Ireland.  When  it  suited  their  book, 
they  could  return  three  quarters  or  one 
quarter  of  the  whole  number  of  offences 
in  Ireland  as  non-agrarian  or  otherwise, 
as  the  case  might  be,  and  when,  as  now, 
it  was  necessary  to  show  that  agrarian 
offences  were  decreasing,  they  could 
simply  appropriate  what  offences  they 
liked  to  the  category  of  ordinary  offences, 
reducing  thereby  agrarian  offences  to  a 
minimum,  and  pointing  to  their  figures 
as  an  evidence  of  the  success  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  But  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  contended  that  the  Government 
claim  with  regard  to  the  good  effect  of 
the  Coercion  Act  had  not  been  made 
out,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  they 
had  by  their  own  admissions  shown  that 
they  had  no  case  to  bring  forward.  He 
was  afraid  that  if  they  looked  at  the 
number  of  persons  convicted,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  Act  had  very  consider- 
ably inflamed  the  minds  of  the  people. 
They  were  told  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  all  offencos  emanating  from  the 
National  League  were  agrarian  offences, 
and  that  the  National  League  had  no 
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bnsis  except  the  discontent  arising  from 
the  holding  of  laud.  The  Government 
told  the  House  that  they  had  put  down 
the  National  League  in  two  counties  of 
Ireland,  and  suppressed  200  branches 
of  that  organization  ;  but  why  had  they 
not  furnished  the  statistics  which  would 
have  given  them  the  names  of  those 
branches?  They  had  not  thought  fit 
to  do  that ;  and  he  (Mr.  Oommins)  had 
thrown  out  a  challenge  to  the  Govern- 
ment a  few  days  ago  to  tell  the  House 
the  name  of  a  single  branch  of  the  Na- 
tional League  which  had  discontinued 
its  operations.  That  challenge  had  not 
been  taken  up,  and  the  Government  had 
not  been  able  to  give  the  name  of  any  one 
branch,  while  the  fact  remained  that  the 
branches  of  the  National  League  con- 
tinued to  hold  their  meetings,  and  the 
newspapers  to  publish  reports  of  the 
proceedings.  When  he  heard  the  talk 
about  the  suppression  of  200  branches 
of  the  National  League,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  of  the  story  of  a  very 
ferocious  man  in  Ireland  who,  being 
offended  with  another  man  to  whom  he 
did  not  venture  to  offer  physical  violence, 
said  to  him,  ^'  Sir,  consider  yourself 
horsewhipped,"  whereupon  the  other, 
taking  him  by  the  nose,  raising  him,  and 
then  laying  him  down,  replied,  <*  Sir, 
you  may  consider  that  your  nose  has 
been  pulled."  In  the  same  way  as  this 
the  Government  were  making  fools  of 
themselves,  because  they  were  holding 
out  to  the  world  what  was  not  the  fact 
at  all,  and  they  had  themselves  found 
out  that  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  a 
nation  they  had  undertaken  a  task  far 
beyond  their  strength.  It  was  on  the 
Government's  own  showing  an  offence 
for  everyone  of  the  200  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League  to 
meet ;  why  then  did  they  not  give  the 
House  statistics  with  regard  to  that  par- 
ticular kind  of  agrarian  offences  ?  These 
branches  continue  to  meet,  and  the  Go- 
vernment are  aware  of  the  fact;  they 
prosecute  one  or  two  here  and  there, 
but  as  to  suppressing  the  League,  they 
knew  they  might  as  well  try  to  stop  the 
course  of  the  Biver  Shannon.  So  much, 
then,  for  the  diminution  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  confirmed  the  state- 
ment that  crime  in  Ireland  had  dimi- 
nished, and  his  contention  that  if  there 
was  amelioration  it  was  not  owing 
to  the   Ooercion   Act,   was   a    matter 

Mr.  Commins 


which  needed  not  much  argument.  It 
was  due  to  the  changed  feeling  in 
England  produced  by  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Ix)thian.  When  conciliative  mea-  . 
sures  came  to  Ireland  from  either 
Liberals  or  Tories  they  were  perfectly 
ready  to  accept  them  with  thanks.  The 
decisions  of  the  Land  Court  in  revising 
rents  had  done  more  for  the  diminution 
of  crime  in  Ireland  than  any  Ooercion 
Act  that  had  ever  been  passed.  The 
Flan  of  Campaign  had  also  done  much, 
and  he  would  not  weary  the  House  by 
dwelling  on  what  had  done  more  than 
anything  else  to  prevent  breaches  of  law 
in  Ireland— namely,  the  awakening  of 
the  consciences  of  the  people  of  Ennand 
to  the  wants  and  aspirations  of  the  Irish 
people.  That  sjrmpathy  could  only  arise 
from  the  people  of  this  country  becoming 
acquainted  by  their  own  personal  obser* 
vation  and  the  narratives  of  others  with 
the  misery  which  the  people  suffer  and 
the  slavery  that  exists  in  Ireland.  It 
was  that  growing  sympathy  between  the 
two  peoples  that  the  Government  were 
doing  all  in  their  power  to  prevent,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  they  are  prose- 
cuting the  newspaper  proprietors  for 
publishing  accounts  of  the  meetings  of 
the  National  League;  that  was  the 
reason  why  they  pounced  upon  English- 
men like  Mr.  Blunt,  who  had  shown 
sympathy  with  the  Irish  people.  But 
that  sympathy  could  no  more  be  checked 
by  the  Government  than  they  could  pre- 
vent the  return  of  Spring. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St. Patrick's) 
said.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  reminded  him  of  one  of 
those  successful  pieces  which  had  a  long 
run  at  a  London  theatre.  The  speech 
they  had  heard  to-night  was,  to  his 
knowledge,  running  now  for  three  sea- 
sons, and  it  did  not  fail  to  draw  an 
audience  of  his  Tory  Friends,  who 
laughed  as  heartily  as  ever  at  the  old 
jokes  and  stories.  The  only  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Saunderson)  that  he 
should  refer  to  was  that  which  related 
to  the  murder  of  the  man  named  Fitx- 
maurice,  in  Kerry.  In  connection  with 
this,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
read  resolutions  of  a  branch  of  the  Na- 
tional League  in  the  months  of  June  and 
January  last.  This  man  had  been  mur- 
dered within  the  last  two  or  three  weeks. 
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bat  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
never  stated  the  fact  that  the  branch 
had  ceased  to  exist  for  more  than  four 
months.  It  had  not  ceased  to  eiist 
because  of  the  prosecutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Bir.  A.  J.  Balfour),  but  it  had 
died  from  inanition  owing  to  its  mode- 
rate counsels  and  its  denunciation  of 
Moonlighting,  which  wore  distasteful  to 
certain  persons.  The  two  men  who  had 
been  arrested  on  suspicion,  and  had  been 
identified  by  the  daughter  of  the  mur- 
dered man,  had  never  been  members  of 
the  National  League.  On  the  contrary, 
they  had  often  gone  into  the  neigh- 
bouring town  of  Tralee  for  the  purpose 
of  disturbingthe  meetings  of  theliational 
League  there;  and,  therefore,  so  far 
from  any  connection  existing  between 
the  League  and  the  murderers,  the  re- 
verse was  the  case.  It  was  in  cases 
where  the  National  League  was  not 
strong  and  did  not  comprise  the  bulk 
of  the  people  of  the  district  that 
murders  of  this  kind  took  place.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  quoted 
from  an  article  in  ITie  Kerry  Seniinelf 
written  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harrin^n). 
That  article  was  written  and  signed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  at  a  time  when  he 
could  not  have  seen  the  resolution  which 
had  been  referred  to.  It  was  written 
in  consequence  of  the  suppression  of  the 
League  in  the  barony  of  Kerry,  and 
it  stated  that  until  all  the  branches 
were  suppressed  in  the  county  he  should 
continue  to  report  the  meetings  of  the 
branch ;  it  also  referred  to  the  purchase 
of  a  certain  estate  over  the  heads  of 
the  tenantry,  in  the  year  1879,  by  Mr. 
Samuel  Hussey,  with  the  particulars  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Murphy)  was  personally 
acquainted,  as  he  himself  had  made  an 
offer  to  purchase  the  estate  at  the  time, 
and  to  give  the  tenants  their  holdings 
under  the  Bright  Clauses  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  These  were  the  allusions 
of  the  article,  and  the  garbled  extract 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  read  would  not  bear  out  in  any 
way  the  contention  that  the  Nationid 
League  or  his.  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harrington) 
were  in  the  least  degree  responsible  for 
the  crime  which  had  been  perpetrated. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  stated  that 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  in  the 


C3untry  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Gt)vernment  were  afraid  to  repeat  in 
that  House,  where  they  could  be  an- 
swered, what  the^  had  said  outside, 
and  he  had  especially  referred  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  No  w,after 
the  Motion  of  Amendment  to  the  Address 
which  had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell),  he  thought 
it  was  not  likely  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman any  longer  retained  the  illusion 
that  his  policy  in  Ireland  would  not  be 
discussed  in  that  House.  He  would  be 
likely  to  hear  more  on  the  subject  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
rMr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  Speech 
from  the  Throne  described  the  result  of 
the  recent  legislation  in  Ireland  as  of  a 
satisfactory  character.  He  fancied  that 
the  paragraph  must  have  been  penned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  because  he  had 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  state  of 
affairs  in  that  country  had  been  satis- 
factory to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  He  felt,  no  doubt,  that  kind 
of  satisfaction  which  was  scarcely  a 
Christian  virtue,  but  which  was  not  un- 
commonly felt  when  they  had  their  ene- 
mies in  their  grip,  and  could  inflict  pun- 
ishment on  them.  In  no  other  sense,  and 
tone  one  else,  was  the  condition  of  Ireland 
satisfactory  So  far  from  the  state  of  Ire- 
land being  satisfactoi^,  he  (Mr.  Murphy) 
maintained  that  the  Orimes  Act  had  in- 
creased the  contempt  for  the  magistracy 
in  Ireland,  and  created  greater  disrespect 
than  before  existed.  It  was  idle  to  tell 
them  or  the  country  that  the  Besident 
Magistrates  were  in  any  sense  indepen- 
dent ;  that  they  did  not  take  their  cue 
from  Dublin  Oostle,  as  surely  as 
a  band  of  musicians  took  their  lead 
from  the  baton  of  the  conductor.  In 
1885,  when  the  Oonservative  Govern- 
ment were  in  power,  and  made  that  par- 
tial alliance  described  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oork,  with  Irish  Members,  the 
Besident  Magistrates  were  as  gentle  as 
sucking  doves,  and  quite  different  in 
their  practice  and  manner  from  what 
they  were  at  the  present  time.  The 
statistics  which  had  been  produced  to 
them  as  evidence  of  the  success  of  the 
Ooercion  Act,  were,  to  his  mind,  evidence 
of  its  failure,  because,  if  it  had  suc- 
ceeded as  it  was  calculated  to  do  in 
exasperating  the  people  of  Ireland,  it 
would  have  tender   to  fun  iAorease  oi 
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but  the  National  League  had 
been  a  powerful  antidote  to  that  ten- 
dency, and  to  that  organization  was 
chiefly  due  the  diminution  in  the  num- 
ber of  crimes.  He  said  that  the  list  of 
various  prosecutions  under  the  Coercion 
Act  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr. Madden)  last  night  did  not  convey  to 
ordinary  minds  the  smallest  idea  of  the 
nature  of  the  offences  for  which  prose- 
cutions had  taken  place.  It  had  been 
stated  that  when  the  Bill  of  last  year 
was  passing  through  the  House  that 
what  was  known  as  the  Secret  Inquiry 
Clause  would  be  certainly  useful  in  deal- 
ing with  serious  crimes ;  but  he  could 
only  find  that  the  clause  had  been  put 
in  force  in  two  instances.  He  (Mr. 
Murphy)  said  that  the  Crimes  Act  had 
not  been  of  use  in  this  respect,  and  that 
when  serious  crimes  had  occurred,  they 
had  been  dealt  with  under  the  ordinary 
law,  and  the  juries  had  convicted.  But 
they  had  been  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
that  the  Government  claimed  that  their 
policy  was  a  success,  and  justified  the 
Act  of  last  year  on  the  ground  of  putting 
down  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  Boy- 
cotting in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Murphy) 
had  looked  at  the  list  of  cases  given  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden),  and 
out  of  373  he  could  not  find  more  than 
about  20  cases  which  could  in  any  way 
be  considered  as  relating  to  or  affecting 
cases  of  Boycotting  or  the  Flan  of 
Campaign.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  had  also  given  them 
statistics  of  Boycotting  cases,  which 
statistics  might  be  right  or  wrong ;  but 
such  statistics  were  certainly  tainted 
with  suspicion,  because  formerly  they 
were  intended  for  one  purpose,  and 
now  they  were  intended  for  another, 
and  every  sub- constable  in  Ireland  who 
collected  those  statistics  had  his  finger  on 
the  pulse  of  the  Castle,  and  knew  what 
was  ^wanted  from  him  at  any  particular 
time.  On  the  other  side  of  the  account ; 
while  the  Crimes  Act  had  done  nothing 
but  irritate  the  people — while  it  had  pro- 
duced nothing  but  unnecessary  prosecu- 
tions—while it  had  not  affected  Boycot- 
ting in  any  shape  or  form,  it  had  created 
a  great  amount  of  contempt  of  the  law 
and  distrust  of  the  magistracy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  attempted  to  justify  his  harsh 
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treatment  of  prisoners  in  Ireland  by 
stating  that  they  were  not  political  pri- 
soners but  politicians  who  had  committed 
crime.  What  was  the  crime  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  committed?  That  hon. 
Gentleman  had  simply  told  the  people 
to  resist  by  every  legitimate  means  an 
eviction  raid  which  was  being  organized 
to  deprive  them  of  the  benefit  of  the 
Land  Act  wliich  was  to  become  law  a 
few  days  later.  He  (Mr.  Murphy) 
desired  to  know  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  justified 
his  statement  that  newspapers  had  not 
been  prosecuted  for  political  offences  ? 
There  was  a  provision  in  the  Prisons 
Act,  making  it  obligatory  that  every 
person  under  sentence  for  seditious 
libel  should  be  treated  as  a  first-class 
misdemeanant.  If  a  man  were  found 
guilty  of  the  comparatively  trivial  offence 
of  publishing  the  proceedings  of  a  pro- 
claimed branch  of  the  National  League, 
he  was  not  only  imprisoned,  but  impri- 
soned with  all  the  degradation  attaching 
to  the  meanest  prisoner  in  the  land.  It 
was  only  lately  that  the  Government 
had  taken  up  the  prosecution  of  B03'- 
cotting  cases.  They  claimed  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  to  put  down  Boycotting ; 
but  it  was  only  within  the  last  month  or 
two  they  had  taken  proceedings  in  re- 
spect to  Boycotting.  The  first  conviction 
which  was  obtained  was  reversed  on  the 
ground  that  the  evidence  did  not  sus- 
tain it.  In  cases  which  could  not  be 
sustained  by  any  sufficient  evidence,  it 
was  now  the  practice  of  Eesident  Magis- 
trates to  require  the  accused  to  oome 
up  for  judgment  when  called  upon.  He 
could  not  resume  his  seat  without  refer- 
ring to  the  treatment  which  some  of  his 
personal  friends  had  received  in  prison. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Green 
Division  of  Dublin — and  late  Lord 
Mayorof  Dublin— (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
was  sentenced  to  imprisonment  as  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant.  He  was  com- 
mitted to  the  Bichmond  Prison, which  was 
situated  in  Dublin,  where  he  was  com- 
mitted, and  where  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances he  would  remain.  There 
he  could  not  receive  visits  from  his 
friends  and  members  of  his  family ;  but 
he  had  not  been  in  the  Bichmond  Gaol 
more  than  24  hours  when  he  was  re- 
moved to  Tullamore.  What  was  that 
for  except  for  the  purpose  of  minimizing 
the  privileges  attaching    to  him  as  a 
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fint-olass  misdemeanant?      Mr.  Man- 
deville   was  also  imprisoned  in  TuUa- 
more.     He  (Mr.  Murphy)  visited  that 
gentleman  frequently.     The  last  occa- 
sion on  which  he  saw  him  was  about 
24  hours  before  he  was  released.    Mr. 
Mandeville  was  then  in  a  cell  which  was 
almost  totally  dark.    He  had  been  there 
for   48  hours,  and   his  diet  had    con- 
sisted of  bread  and  water.    In  order  to 
commit  Mr.  Mandeville  to  a  punishment 
cell  it  was  necessary  to  have  a  magis- 
trate's order  made  after  an  inquiry  in  the 
prison ;  and  in  this  case  the  Government 
passed  over  the  Visiting  Justices  and  the 
local  Justices,  and  imported  a  removable 
magistrate    to   inflict    this  disgraceful 
punishment.    As  the  object  of  all  pun- 
ishment was  to  deter  persons  from  repeat- 
ing the  offence  for  which    they   were 
punished,  this  was  not  punishment,  but 
persecution,    seeing  that    Mr.   Mande- 
ville's  term  of  imprisonment  expired  the 
next  day.     ;That  was  about  the  10th 
time  he  had  been  punished  by  bread 
and  water.    Such  treatment  of  political 
prisoners  was  resented  by  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  revolted  the  people  of  this 
country ;  but  they  took  hope  in  the  fact 
that  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  it 
would  be  a  thing  of  the  past,  and  be 
remembered  ouly  as  an  ugly  dream. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EU88ELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  had  followed  the  course  of  this 
debate  with  the  closest  attention,  and  he 
must  confess  with  some  disappointment 
so  far  as  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House    was    concerned.      Scarcely    a 
speaker  had  remembered  Mitchelstown. 
l^ey  had  beard  little  or  nothing  about 
the  tortures  of  Tullamore,  and  he  had 
only  heard  one  passing  remark  made 
about  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Land 
Commission    in    decreeing    what   the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
declared  outside  the  House  to   be  an 
entirely  inademiate  reduction  of  the  ju- 
dicial rents.    Judging  from  newspaper 
articles,  and  from  platform  oratory,  he 
had  expected  that  the  lath  and  plaster 
Cromwell,  the  niminy  piminy  Bismarck 
who  was   now  strutting  on   the  stage 
of    Dublin  Castle,   would    have    been 
arraigned  and  all  his  misdeeds  exposed 
to  the  House.    The  articles  in  question 
were  printers'  ink,  and  the  oratory  was 
mere  declamation  for  the  groundlings  in 
the   Provinces.     Instead  of  that  they 
had  had  a  mild  demand  from  the  Front 
Bench  for  statistical  information.    They 


had  had  from  the  Leader  of  the  Party 
below  the  Gangway  a  rehash  of  the 
ancient  history  concerning  Lord  Car- 
narvon. They  had  had  a  furious  attack 
upon  Besident— or,  as  they  were  now 
called  removable— « Magistrates,  and  they 
had  had  a  doleful  complaint  concerning 
appeals  under  the  Crimes  Act.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
had  got  his  statistical  information,  and 
what  use  had  been  made  of  it  ?  Why, 
no  sooner  was  it  given  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Mr.  John  Morley) 
declared  in  his  place  that  so  far  from 
the  improvement  being  due  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Crimes  Act,  it  was  due  to 
what  he  called  the  '*  union  of  hearts." 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Hussell)  was  not  pre- 

Eared  to  put  the  theory  of  the  union  of 
earks  aside.  Great  things  had  been 
accomplished  in  that  direction.  He  was 
not  very  sure  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Cockermouth  Divi- 
sion of  Cumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  was  in  his  place,  but  he  wished  to 
I  say  that  the  hon.  Baronet  paid  them  a 
visit  to  Ulster  not  long  ago  in  pursuance 
of  the  mission  of  uniting  the  hearts  of 
the  two  peoples.  His  hon.  Friend  once 
had  a  very  high  opinion  of  the  Province 
of  Ulster,  and  of  its  people  in  those  dark 
days  when  he  was  as  a  voice  crying  in 
the  wilderness,  and  when  a  wicked 
House  of  Commons  positively  refused  to 
listen  to  him.  That  Province  of  all  the 
country  gave  a  clear  majority  in  favour 
of  his  project,  and  he  had  never  ceased 
imtil  recently  to  boast  of  it.  Well,  he 
went  to  Ulster  the  other  day  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  policy  of  uniting  the  hearts 
of  the  two  peoples.  He  deliberately  cut 
all  his  old  friends,  and  was  received  with 
open  arms  by  the  publicans  of  Ulster. 
There  was  a  humorous  cartoon  extant 
in  that  Province  which  pictured  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  a  drizzling  snowy  night, 
standing  on  a  platform  opposite  the  gaol 
of  Enniskillen.  the  platform  being  com- 
posed of  porter  barrels,  calling  on 
Balfour  ana  his  minions  to  come  on, 
and  licensed  victuallers  holding  taUow 
candles  to  illumine  the  darkness. 
Surely,  the  union  of  hearts  had  gone  a 
long  way  when  it  had  caused  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  be  received  with  open  armtf 
by  the  Ulster  publicans,  and  when  it  had 
caused  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  to  be 

IFourth  Night.'] 


447 


Adireit  in 


{OOHMONS} 


Afuwir  to  Ser 


44S 


publicly  blessed  by  the  Ohurch.  Bat 
what  be  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bassell)  wanted  to 
know  was  why  did  the  general  interest 
in  the  union  of  hearts  policy  allow  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E. 
Harrington)  to  put  his  foot  in  it 
on  Friday  night,  as  the  noble  Earl 
the  Member  for  South  Somerset 
(the  Earl  of  OaTan)  did  on  Thursday 
night.  He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  had 
paid  attention  to  this  debate  during  the 
dinner  hours,  and  during  one  of  those 
hours  the  hoxi.  Member  for  West  Kerry, 
dealing  with  the  statistics  produced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  told  the  House  that 
no  sane  man  in  Ireland  would  pay  the 
slightest  regard  to  those  statistics— that 
they  were  worthless.  If  that  be  so, 
what  became  of  the  success  of  the  union 
of  hearts?  It,  too,  must  be  written  down 
a  failure.  Whatever  hon.  Members 
might  say,  the  figures  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  held 
the  field.  The  Goyemment  were  in  the 
position  that  they  were  able  to  say  that 
they  had  not  only  diminished  crime  by 
the  working  of  the  Grimes  Act,  but  that 
they  had  been  able  to  get  eridence  of 
crime  which  they  were  totally  unable  to 
get  before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Now, 
during  the  Becess  there  had  been  three 
brutal  murders  in  Ireland.  All  three 
had  been  committed  in  the  counties  of 
Glare  and  Kerry.  He  was  told  that  the 
National  League  was  an  organization 
for  the  protection  of  tenants  and  for  the 
prevention  of  crime.  He  was  told  that 
the  leaders  of  ,that  League  were  the 
men  who  really  prevented  crime  being 
committed.  Now,  let  them  examine 
that  statement.  A  few  minutes  ago  he 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Dublin  call  in  question  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  regarding  the  Lixnaw 
branch  of  the  National  League.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
that  branch  of  the  League  had  had 
no  existence  for  three  or  four  months. 
The  resolution  quoted  by  his  hon.  and 

fallant  Friend  to-night  was  taken  from 
'ke  Kwry  WeMy  Heporier  of  the  29th 
of  January,  1887,  and  the  meeting  of 
the  branch  at  which  the  resolution  was 

Jassed  was  held  on  Sunday,  the  23rd  of 
anuary. 

Mb.  MUEPH  Y  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's): 
That  is  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RtmeU 


Mb.  T:  W.  BUSSELL  asked  what 
were  the  facts?  An  orator  went  down 
into  the  neighbourhood|  and  he  de- 
nounced land- grabbing  and  land-grab- 
bers. He  was  an  orator  of  great  repute 
in  Ireland.  There  was  a  land*grabber 
in  the  immediate  vicinity  —  a  land- 
grabber  who  had  as  much  right  to 
grab  land,  according  to  the  testimony  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan),  as  any  farmer 
in  Ireland  had  to  hold  land.  A  week 
after  that  speech  was  made  that  land- 
grabber  was  shot  dead  on  the  road  to 
the  fair  of  Listowell.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  went  over  that  case,  and 
he  was  not  going  to  trouble  the  House 
with  the  particulars  of  it.  But  he  would 
take  another  case. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  Who 
made  the  speech  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  bussell  said,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  knew 
very  well  who  made  the  speech — [  Criet 
of  "  Who  ?  "]  It  was  a  public  speech 
reported  in  the  newspapers— [jS^idu^tfi 
en$$  of  **  Who  ?  "]— by  a  member  of  the 
National  League — [  Criei  of'^  Name !  "] 
— Mr.  Davitt. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  He  was  not  in  that 
county. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  would 
take  another  case — the  case  where  Head 
Constable  Whelehan  lost  his  life.  What 
happened  there?  Another  orator — a 
Member  of  Parliament — the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) — went 
into  County  Clare.  He  denounced  land- 
grabbing.  No  meeting  was  ever  held 
without  land-grabbing  being  denounced, 
because  it  was  the  pivot  upon  which  the 
whole  agitation  turned.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman denounced  land- grabbing.  A 
man  named  Sexton,  who  had  taken  a 
farm  in  this  way,  was  immediately 
visited.  The  police  had  received  infor- 
mation, and  they  were  there  in  waiting 
for  the  visitors.  They  were  arrested ;  but 
instead  of  Sexton  losing  his  life,  Head. 
Constable  Whelehan  lost  his.  He  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  was  told  that  the  police 
conspired  to  bring  about  this  crime.  He 
should  answer  his  informants  by  a  letter 
from  Lord  Spencer  on  that  point.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  pinned 
their  faith  to  Lord  Spencer  now.  He 
remembered  when  they  sneered  at  him 
as  the  "Red  Earl,"  and  when  they  had 
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the  unutterable  meanness  to  refer  to  his 
childless  home.  Lord  Spenoer — dealing 
with  their  assertion — used  these  words 
in  a  letter  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  held 
in  his  hand — 

"  I  was  very  badly  reported  at  Aberyitwith. 
I  spoke  very*  strongly  aboat  the  murder  of 
Head  Constable  Whelehan,  and  referred  to  the 
accusation  against  the  Government  of  concoct- 
ing a  Moonlight  affair.  This  was,  I  said,  to  my 
mind,  impossible.  I  knew  many  of  the  offioera 
at  the  head  of  the  police  in  Glare.  They 
were  highly  honourable  men,  incapable  of 
tolerating  anything  so  wicked,  and  I  do  not 
believe  any  Government  of  any  politics  would 
csre  to  protect  men  guilty  of   such  wicked- 


Those  were  the  words  of  an  honourable 
man.     [^Cheers.']    Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  cheered   the    statement  that 
the  Goyemment  connived  at  this  crime, 
and  that  the  police  paid  men  to  go  and 
commit  it.    He  asserted  it  might  lie  in 
their  mouths  to  say  that,  but  that  it  did 
not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  anyone  above 
the   Gangway  to  say  so.      He  would 
give  his  reason.    Who  was  it  who  sent 
Head  Constable  Talbot  in  the  early  days 
of  the  Fenian  conspiracy  to  Garrick-on- 
Suir,  and  sanctioned  his  becoming    a 
Boman  Catholic,  although  he  was  a  Pro- 
testant— who   allowed  him  to  go  and 
partake  of  the  Sacraments  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Church,  and  allowed  him  to 
swear  in  Fenians,   he,    while   he  was 
doing  this,  being  in  communication  with 
Dublin  Castle?    [Cheers.^    Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  cheered  that ; 
but  his  hon.  Friends  around  him  were 
fiilenty  because  they  knew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian    was   in  power   at  the  time. 
Every  Government  had  to  deal  with  in- 
formers.   It  was  impossible  to  do  with- 
out them.    No  Government  liked  to  do 
it ;  but  he,  at  all  events,  respected  the 
fiilence  of  his  hon.  Friends,  who  knew 
how   deeply  tarred  their  own  Leaders 
were  with  this  very  brush.    Crime-pre- 
venting^ agency,  forsooth  !     He  asserted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  never  used  truer 
words  than  when  he  said,  in  the  year 
1881,  that  crime  dogged  the  steps  of 
the  Land  League  with  fatal  and  painful 
preoision.    Those  words  had  never  been 
withdrawn.     Hon.  Gentlemen  said  that 
the  Xiand  League  was  not  in  existence 
now — that  it  was  the  National  League. 
Hear  what  Mr.  Davitt  said  on  the  22nd 
of  October,  1887,  on  that  point.    Mr. 
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Davitt,  speaking  at  Queenstown  on  that 
day,  said  that  what  was  known  in  Lre* 
land  to-day  as  the  *'  National  League  " 
was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  ''Ijand  League." 
Who  was  the  President  of  the  National 
Land  League,  the  steps  of  which  were 
dogged  with  crime?  Who  were  its 
officers,  who  were  its  leading  spirits,  who 
had  their  hand  on  every  spring  of  the 
machinery  and  could  direct  it  as  they 
chose  ?  Why,  the  men  who  represented 
Irish  constituencies  and  were  sitting 
below  the  Gangway.  Standing  there  as 
he  did  in  the  name  of  a  great  consti- 
tuency, he  told  those  Bepresentatives  of 
the  organization  that  until  they  could 
purge  it  of  the  leprosy  and  crime  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attached 
to  it  in  1881,  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland 
would  never  consider  their  claim  to 
govern  them.  Now,  he  thought  the 
House  must  have  been  considerably 
relieved — all  sections  of  it — when  they 
heard  the  statistics  showing  the  decrease 
of  Boycotting.  Those  figures  spoke 
more  eloquently  than  words  could  do, 
and  if  hon.  Members  would  go  into 
what  the  figures  represented  they  would 
think  of  the  homes  of  thousands  of  Irish 
people  who  had  been  relieved  from  the 
terrorism  to  which  they  had  been  so  long 
subjected.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  persisted 
in  misunderstanding  or  in  mis-stating 
the  whole  case  regarding  Boycotting  in 
Ireland.  Once  more  they  had  had 
paraded  before  them  the  case  of  the 
rector  and  the  curate  of  Donnybrook. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  happened 
to  know  both  the  rector  and  the  late 
curate.  The  late  curate  was  a  personal 
friend  of  his  own,  and  he  could  bear 
testimony  that  he  was  an  upright  and 
honourable  gentleman  in  every  respect. 
But  what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 
The  facts  were  that  the  curate,  instead 
of  holding  the  same  views  as  his  rector, 
professed  openly  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  Home  Eule,  in  a  district  where  Home 
Bule  politics  were  abhorred;  whereas 
his  rector  held  an  opposite  view.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  benefit 
of  the  parish  that  a  rector  and  his  curate 
should  be  at  one  in  such  a  matter  as 
that.  He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wednesbury  (Mr.  P.  Stanhope)  laugh- 
ing. Would  he  deny  that  the  reotor 
had  serious  duties  regarding  his  parish 
to  perform  and* 
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Mr.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) : 
Yes;  I  do  deny  it  as  a  political  gaide. 

Mr.    T.    W.    EUSSELL    said,    he 
accepted  the  hon.  Gentleman's  denial, 
but  what  man  would  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  ?    The  rector  of  the  parish  had 
serious  responsibilities  cast  upon  him. 
His  first  duty  was  to  see  to  the  spiritual 
welfare  of  his  parishioners,  and  if  he 
found  his  work  marred  or  hindered  by 
anything  whatever — by  the  religious  or 
political  views  of  his  curate,  or  by  auy- 
thing  else — [An  hon.  Membbb  :  Who  is 
the  Member  for  that  district  ?] — he  was 
bound  by  his  duty  to  the  people  of  the 
parish  to  get  rid  of  that  difficulty.     Dr. 
Hyder    parted    with    his    curate,    Mr. 
Sandys.    They  parted  as  friends,  how- 
ever, and  Dr.  Byder  did  not  enter  into 
a    conspiracy  to  prevent   Mr.    Sandys 
being  employed  anywhere  else  ;    and 
what  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  wanted  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  this 
— exclusive  dealing  was  one  thing ;  but 
a  conspiracy  to  starve  people  into  sub- 
jection and  destroy  them  was  an  entirely 
different    thing.      Now,  the    Resident 
Magistrates   had  been  very  seriously 
assailed,   both    above  and    below    the 
Gangway,    during  this    debate.      He 
could     understand     the    position     of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below   the  Gangway, 
and  could   not  expect   them   to   have 
very  kindly  feelings  towards  Besident 
or  ''removable"  Magistrates;   but  he 
thought  that  hon.  Members  above  the 
Gangway  ought  to  be  very  chary  in 
bringing  charges  against  these  gentle- 
men.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member   for  Mid  Lothian   had    com- 
plained that  the  whole  Irish  agrarian 
question  had  been  sent  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Besident  Magistrates;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   forgot  that  he 
himself  had  sent  the  whole  question  of 
the  reduction  of   rents  to   a  tribunal 
which  was  vastly  inferior.    The  right 
hon.  GFentleman  the  Member  for  New* 
castle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.   John  Morley), 
later  on,  had  said  that  the  question  of 
9editious  libel  had  absolutely  been  sent 
to  this  tribunal.     There  was  no  founda- 
tion for  these  charges.   Why  were  these 
men  assailed  ?    Complaint  was  made  of 
Mr.  Oeoil  Boche;  but  did  hon.  Mem- 
bers complain  of  him  when  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  appointed  him  a  Land  Oom- 
missioner  ?    He  was  quite  fit  to  reduce 


rents ;  but  when  he  laid  his  hand  upon 
Moonlighters  it  was   an  entirely  diffe- 
rent thing.    [An   hon.    Member  :    He 
never  had  a  Moonlighter  before  him 
vet.]  He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell)  asked  those 
hon.  Members  who  sat  around  him  to 
remember  this — that  these  same  Besi- 
dent Magistrates  were  assailed  in  1882 
precisely  as  they  were   assailed  now  ; 
and  they  were   defended  by  the  late 
lamented  Mr.  Forster,  by  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan),    and  bj  Earl 
Spencer,  as  they  were  now  defended  by 
the  present  G<>vernment.      When  did 
they  become  the  depraved  characters 
hon.  Members  represented  them  to  be 
now  ?    He  must  not  be  taken  as  saying 
that  they  were  the  best  instruments,  or 
that  the  system  was  the  best ;  but  again 
he  wished  his  hon.  Friends  round  him 
to  understand  that  it  did  not  lie  in  their 
mouths    to    complain    of  the    system. 
They  had  had  the  government  of  Ire- 
land practically  for  40  years,  and  they 
had  stuffed   the  ship  with  incapables 
from  stem  to  stem.  They  had  appointed 
this  man  because  he  was   a  Uathoiic, 
that  man  because  he  was  a  Protestant, 
another  because  Bishop  So-and-So  re- 
commended him,  and  another  because 
Lord  So-and- So  recommended  him,  alto- 
gether oblivious  to  the  man's  qualifica- 
tions.    \_Cheers,']     It  was  all  right  for 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  below  the 
Gangway  to  cheer ;  but  again  he  said 
he  respected  the  silence  of  Members 
above  the  Gangway.    But  he  was  told 
— he  supposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  Blingworth),  who 
had    been    cheering  —  that    his    hon. 
Friends  around  him  had  opened  a  new 
book  now — ^that  all  these  things  were 
past,   and  were   to  be  forgotten,  and 
that,  like  Naaman  the  Syrian,  they  had 
been  cleansed  of  their  leprosy.      But 
the  cleansing  of  Naaman  was  nothing 
to  the  operation  which  had  been  per- 
formed on  the  Liberal  Party.    It  was 
not  until  Naaman  had   dipped   seven 
times  in  Jordan  that  his  flesh  became 
as  the  flesh  of  a  little  child,  and  he  got 
rid  of  his  leprosy.      But  one  solitary 
bath  in  that  odorous  fluid,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby    (Sir   William    Harcourt)    had 
declared    was     enough    to    make    a 
politician  stink  in  the  nostrils   of  the 
English  people,  had  been  sufficient,  not 
only  to  purge  these   Gentlemen, 
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to  make  them  absolutely  belieye  that 
eTeiybody  else  was  tainted  with  political 
leprosy.    These  men  who  were  so  f uri- 
oiuly  assailed  in  this  House— and  still 
more  violently  assailed  on  public  plat- 
forme,  where  the  speeches  could  not  be 
answered  —  were    the    officers    of   the 
law.     They  were  human  beings.     They 
were  subject  to  appeal.     ["No,  no ! "] 
He  heard  an  hon.  Friend  who  repre- 
sented a  Scotch  constituency  say  "  No! " 
Well,  what  he  had  to  say  was  this — that 
the  Lrish  Court  of  Exchequer  had  con- 
stituted itself  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  such 
matters   in    cases  where  the  sentence 
inflicted   was   less   than    one   month's 
imprisonment,   and  the  County  Court 
Judges  had  also  the  power  of  hearing 
appeals;   and  what  had  been  the  re- 
sult ?    Why,  the  decision  of  the  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  had  been  reversed  by 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  one  instance, 
and  by  the  County  Court  Judge  in  an- 
other.    [An  hon.  Member:  Up  to  the 
end  of  the  year.]     Now,  he  did  not 
complain  of   hon.  Members  below  the 
Oangway  holding  these  opinions.  They 
did  not  confine  their  opinions  to  Resident 
Magistrates.    When  it  suited  them  they 
applied  the  same  language  to  the  County 
Ck>urt  Judges.    In  United  Ireland,  the 
other  day,  the  Queen's  Bench  Judges 
were  called  "  tyrannical  hirelings."  The 
Mitcbelstown  Coroner  and  a  jury  of 
Moonlighters  was  their  ideal  of  a  Judge 
and  jury  from  which  there  should  be  no 
appeal.     Now,  the  House  had  heard  a 
good  deal  about  political  prisoners,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  drawn  a  comparison   between  the 
treatmient  accorded  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 

_  ■ 

(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  and  that  meted  out 
to  Mr.  Blunt.  But  what  were  the  facts  ? 
The  meeting  attended  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  was  a  perfectly  Constitutional 
meeting  to  petition  Parliament  on  behalf 
of  the  Olanricarde  tenants.  Without  the 
slightest  reserve,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell) 
would  Btate  that  it  was  a  meeting 
which  he  would  have  attended  himself 
had  he  been  asked.  So  far  from  any 
dif&oulties  being  placed  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  way,  it  was  desirable  to 
aseist  him,  for  the  man  who  did  any- 
thing to  bring  about  a  settlement  in  the 
county  in  question  deserved  not  only 
Tory  well  of  the  House,  but  of  the 
oountry.  But  what  was  Mr.  Blunt's 
position?     He  went  over  to  Ireland  a 


representative  of  the  union  of  hearts' 
policy,  and  attended  a  proclaimed  meet- 
ing held  at  midnight,  at  which  the  Pro- 
clamation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
burnt  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 

Me.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  8.) :  I  rise 
to  Order.  These  matters  are  now  being 
investigated  before  a  Court  of  Law.  Is 
the  hon.  Member  allowed  to  refer  to 
them  in  this  way  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entitled  to  proceed.  It  is  a 
matter  for  his  discretion. 

Ma.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  said,  that  as 
these  matters  were  all  sworn  to  by  Mr. 
Blunt  himself,  he  had  no  scruple  about 
referring  to  them.   Mr.  Blunt  had  acted 
in  the  way  he  had  described,  and  there- 
fore had  no  claim  to  be  considered  as  a 
law-abiding  and  law-respecting  citizen. 
On  the  whole  question  of  the  treatment 
of  these  prisoners,  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bus- 
sell)  honoured  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  having  made  no 
difference  between  priest  and  peasant, 
between  Members  of  Parliament  and 
the  ordinary  citizen.    It  was  said  that 
the  right  of  public  meeting  and  a  free 
Press  had  ceased  to  exist  in  Ireland. 
He  found  it  difficult,  within  the  bounds 
of  Parliamentary  Forms,  to  characterize 
such  language.     The  freedom  of  the 
Press  gone! — when  United  Ireland  was 
published  every  week!    Had  a  single 
newspaper  been  suppressed  ?  Were  not 
the  newspapers  as  free  to  write  of  the 
Government  and  their  political  oppo- 
nents as  they  had  ever  been  at  any  time 
in  the  history  of  Ireland,  and  did  not 
they  make  as  full  use  of  their  freedom 
as  ever  was  made  ?  What  did  this  puri- 
fied Liberal  Party  in  its  unregenerate 
days  do  with  a  free  Press  ?  He  had  lived 
in  Ireland  nearly  all  his  life,  and  he  re- 
membered how  a  Liberal  Government 
dealt  with  the  Press.    He  remembered 
Lord  Eimberley  sending  down   three 
waggons  from  Dublin  Castle  and  a  num- 
ber of  detectives  to  the  office  of  The  Irish 
People,    and    seizing    everything   and 
arresting  everybody ;  yet  no  one  was  sum- 
moned to  any  Court,  nor  were  any  legal 
proceedings  taken.    Then,  ag^in,  under 
Lord  Spencer,  the  publishing  offices  of 
United  Ireland  had  to  be  removed  from 
Dublin  to  Paris,  and  detectives  were  em- 
ployed in  hunting  down  the  street  news- 
boys for  attempting  to  sell  The  Irieh  Worlds 
J  not  a  single  copy  of  which  was  allowed  to 
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cross  Qaeenstown  Bar  for  years.    The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  did 
not  spend  three  months  in  Tuliamore 
Gaol  for  anything  he  wrote  in  the  papers. 
His  offence  was  entirely  different.    The 
House  should  remember  that  it  was  no 
use  assailing  the  Government  for  things 
like  these;  the  House  had  passed  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Executive  Gk>vemment  to  enforce  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
went  down  to  Mitchelstown — ^a  neigh- 
bourhood now  so  studiously  avoided  in 
debate— [An  hon.  Membeb:  You  will 
hear  enough  about  it!] — and  counselled 
the  tenants  there  to  resist  the  law  and 
the  officers  of  the  law.    Now,  what  had 
that  resulted  in  elsewhere  ?    That  ad- 
vice had  been  freely  given  elsewhere  by 
hon.  Members,  and  for  taking  that  ad- 
vice and  acting  upon  it  more  than  100 
men  were  now  in  gaol  in  Ireland.     He 
should  like  any  of  his  Kadical  Friends  to 
say,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow,  to  tell  him  whether  bethought 
that  the  man  who  went  about  the  country 
giving  advice  to  ignorant  peasants — 
which  peasants  were  sent  to  gaol — ought 
to  be  allowed  to  run  away  and  escape  the 
consequences  ?    He  maintained  that  if  a 
Member  of  Parliament  gave  that  advice, 
the  greater  was  his  responsibility,  and 
he  honoured  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  refusing  to  ask 
whether    a    man    was    a    Member   of 
Parliament  or  not.      In    saying    this, 
he    (Mr.    T.   W.    Bussell)    was    only 
speaking  old  Liberal  and  Badical  doc- 
trines.     Before   Liberalism  became   a 
mass  of  mawkish  sentiment  and  diluted 
Socialism,  no  speaker  would  have  ven- 
tured to  get  up  and  say  that  different 
treatment  ougnt  to  be  meted  out  to  a 
Member  of  Parliament  than  to  other 
men.    [An  hon.  Mbicbeb  :   We  do  not 
say  so.  J    No ;  they  did  not  say  it  there, 
but  they  said  it  on  platforms  outside. 
It  was  the  same  thing  with  regard  to 
newspapers.     There  was  no  question  of 
seditious  writing.     The  newspaper  edi- 
tors had  deliberately  defied  the  law,  and 
had  announced  their  intention  to  defy 
it,  and  unless  the  Executive  Government 
was  to  mete  out  different  treatment  to 
men  in  their  position  from  the  peasant 
who  took  their  advice  the  iGl-ovemment 
had  no  option  but  to  proceed  fairly.    He 
could  conceive  of  a  case  where  it  might 
be  his  dear  duty  to  break  and  defy  the  I 
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law.  If  the  Iiish  tenants  had  been 
asked  to  face  the  dreadful  times  since 
1879  without  that  protection  which  the 
House  had  given  them,  he  did  not  know 
what,  representing  them  there,  he  might 
not  have  found  himself  justified  in  doing 
so  as  a  last  resource.  {_Lav^/Uer.']  Hon. 
Members  should  not  laugh  until  they 
were  out  of  the  wood.  But  if  he  had 
chosen  the  rdh  of  standing  between  the 
living  and  the  dead,  he  would  have 
studied  to  go  through  with  it  with 
something  like  dig^ty.  He  would  have 
blamed  Parliament  for  passing  the  Act, 
not  the  Executive  Gbvemment  for 
enforcing  it.  He  would  have  faced  the 
officers  of  the  law,  and  not  run  away, 
and  he  certainly  would  not  have  swung 
himself,  like  Mahomet's  coffin,  between 
earth  and  Heaven.  He  would  have 
borne  with  prison  discipline  as 
best  he  could,  and  the  country  would 
never  have  heard  from  him  or  his 
friends  that  he  had  a  weak  heart  and 
delicate  lungs ;  and,  above  all  and  be- 
yond all,  he  certainly  would  never  have 
claimed  the  Privilege  of  Parliament. 
These  men  wished  to  play  at  rebellion 
without  the  risks.  They  desired  to  pose 
as  martyrs,  without  an  atom  of  the  mar- 
tyr's spirit,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Lanark  (Mr.  Ounninghame 
Graham),  in  his  lonely  cell  at  Penton- 
ville,  was  a  hero  compared  to  these  men 
who  prated  of  their  wrongs  on  every 
platform.  He  was  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment, and  especially  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  had  broken  faith — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  had  accused  them 
of  breaking  faith — on  the  matter  of 
local  government.  He  wished  to  make 
the  matter  perfectly  dear.  As  a  general 

grinciple,  he  desired  that  Ireland  should 
e  governed  as  Great  Britain  was  go- 
verned. But  what  kind  of  bodies  were 
they  going  to  set  up  to  govern  in  Ire- 
land ?  They  made  a  slight  experiment 
a  few  months  ago  which  he  should  like 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  when  Chief 
Secretary,  found  six  scheduled  Unions 
in  the  West  in  a  state  of  dire  distress. 
He  passed  an  Act,  and  took  £20,000 
from  the  Church  surplus  for  the  pur- 
pose of  relieving  the  distress  by  means 
of  outdoor  relief.  The  normal  number 
of   persons  receiving  outdoor  relief  in 
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those  Uniont  before  the  Act  came  into  l 
operation  was  between  500  and  600. 
Bat  when  the  news  got  about  that  there 
was  a  gold  mine  in  Oonnemara  even 
more  profitable  than  a  Welsh  mine,  the 
number  who  obtained    relief   rose  to 
36.000,  and  who  got  the  relief  ?  He  was 
quoting  from  the  evidence  of  a  sworn 
inquiry.    The  Quardians  themselves  re- 
ceived   it;    his   old    friends  the  pub- 
licans received   it ;    police   pensioners 
receiving  £60  a-year  from  the  Grown 
received  it;    and  in  one  parish  more 
people  were  marked  for  outdoor  relief 
than  there  were  people  in  the  parish. 
These  Guardians  of  the  Poor — these 
officials  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  the  West  of  Ireland— instead  of  con- 
fining themselves  to  £20,000,  ran  up  the 
bill  to  £86,000,  and  only  stopped  be- 
cause there  was  no  more  money  to  be 
got  at  the  bank.     Now,  he  wanted  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow — were  these  the  people  to  whom 
the  owners  of  property  were  to  be  handed 
over  ?    Before  they  did  any  such  thing 
they  would  have  to  think  a  good  deal 
about  it.    He,  for  one,  desired  that  Ire- 
land   should   be  governed  like  Great 
Britain;  but   he  was  content  to  wait 
until  local  government  was  established 
in  England  and  Scotland  before  he  took 
the   step  of   extending  it  to  Ireland. 
[Laughter,']      Of    course,    hon.    Mem- 
bers   below    the    Gangway    laughed. 
Most  of    them    had    nothing  to  lose. 
[Mr.  Fltnn:    More  than  you  have.] 
Taking  everything  into  consideration,  he 
thought  that  they  had  made  a  start  with 
a  Session  full  of  hope.    They  started 
with  a  public  declaration  from  the  Head 
of  the  Irish  Party — a  Party,  perhaps, 
more  skilled  in  Parliamentary  warfare 
than  any  Party  that  had  ever  sat  in  the 
House— that,  after  1 1  years  of  effort  in 
the  Obstruction  line,  the  game  of  Ob- 
struction was  up.    They  were  to  have 
a  Business  Session.     He  rejoiced  that 
the    Government    meant    business    in 
Great  Britain  as  well  as  in  Ireland.   He 
thanked  the  Government  for  what  they 
intended  to  do  with  regard  to  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland,  and  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  the  country. 
There  was  one  point  which  he  should 
like  the  Government  to  consider.  Nearly 
all  the  troubles  that  had  arisen  in  Ire- 
land since  the  close  of  last  Session— all 
the  mischief  he  saw  brewing  in  the  im- 


mediate future — arose  out  of  the  qnes* 
tion  of  arrears.    He  knew  all  the  diffi- 
culties which    attended   the    question. 
He    knew  that  it  was  unfair  to  the 
honest  man,  who  struggled  and  paid  his 
own  rent,  to  find  that  his  neighbour, 
who  made  no  struggle  to  be  honest, 
should    have  his  paid  for   him.     He 
knew  all  the  difficulties;  but  just  as  was 
done  in  the  Crofters'  Act,  so  he  thought 
the  Government  would  have  to  look  niis 
question  in  the  face.  Necessity  knew  no 
law,  and  whilst  he  rejoiced  in  the  promise 
of  an  extended  purchase  scheme,  believ- 
ing, as  he  did,  that  the  Act  had  worked 
well  in  Ireland— worked  as  few  Acts 
had  ever  worked — that  repayments  were 
being  punctually  made,  and  that  the 
people  were  being  rooted  to  the  soil. 
That  being  the  programme  in  the  House, 
he  hoped  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  keep  his  hand 
firmly  at  the  springs  in  Ireland.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  denounced 
now,  but  let  him  be  of  g^od  courage. 
He  remembered  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork    hurling    the    words    across    the 
House  at  Mr.  Forster — '^  Unstable  as 
water,  thou  shalt  not  prevail."    He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  had  found 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  unstable.    As  the  hon. 
Member  went  on  speaking  last  night, 
he  thought  they  would  have  heard  a 
good  word  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of   Glasgow    (Sir    George  Trevelyan). 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
came hardened  to  his  new  situation,  and 
when  his  Friends  felt  quite  certain  of 
him,  then  his  reward  would  be  sure. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  go  straight  for- 
ward;   let  him  have  neither  eyes  nor 
ears  outside  the  four  corners  of  the  law ; 
let  him  resolutely  shut  his  ears  to  the 
pestilential  fallacy  that  a  Member  of 
Parliament  or  a  priest  ought  to  be  treated 
differently  to  a  peasant ;  let  him  ponder 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  in  September 
last,  speaking  in  Dublin,  said — ''Either 
the  League  must  be  beaten  or  the  Go- 
vernment.'' There  was  no  mistake  about 
it.-    We  had  come  to  the  time  when  the 
one  or  the  other  must  go  down.    Let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  remember  what 
United  Ireland    said    the   other  day — 
namely,  that  it  is  now  or  never  with  the 
Government  and  the  League.    The  right 
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Hon.  G^tleman  had  done  good  work 
during  the  last  six  months,  for  whioh  in 
the  name  of  his  constituents  he  thanked 
him ;  he  had  set  free  many  oppressed 
men — he  had  planted  hope  where  hope 
had  expired.  He  bid  him  fear  not,  and 
in  due  time  he  would  reap  the  reward. 
Mb.  OLANOY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Eussein  commenced  by  re- 
marking that  they  nad  not  heard  much 
of  Mitchelstown  or  Tullamore;  but  let 
not  the  hon.  Gentleman  be  too  sure  that 
they  had  heard  the  last  of  those  two 
subjects.  The  Session  was  young,  and 
he  (Mr.  Clancy)  could  promise  that  a 
good  deal  more  would  be  heard  about 
them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  as  being  received 
by  the  Ulster  publicans  with  open  arms. 
He  thought  that  remark  came  very  badly 
from  the  hon.  Member,  because,  if  he 
had  read  aright  the  re}x>rt  of  his  pro- 
ceedings during  the  last  six  months,  he 
had  been  standing  on  beer  barrels  in 
England,  and  had  more  than  once  de- 
clared that  as  much  as  he  oared  for  the 
temperance  cause  he  cared  more  for  the 
TJnionists  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's reference  to  the  reception  accorded 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  by  the  Catholic  Prelates  and 
Clergy  of  Ireland  was  an  admirable  in- 
stance of  the  religious  toleration  of  the 
loyal  minority.  Three-fourths  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
composed  of  insults  to  the  people  of  Ire* 
land;  he  had  referred  in  disparaging 
terms  to  the  courage  of  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien),  in  whose  little  finger  there 
was  more  courage  than  in  50  bodies  like 
that  which  covered  the  noble  soul  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He  had 
hoard  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  a  good 
deal  before  on  the  subject  of  the  infamous 
practices  at  Dublin  Castle  in  the  creation 
of  informers,  and  yet  he  had  now  the 
impudence  to  blame  the  Irish  Members 
for  referring  to  a  new  instance  of  that 
infernal  manufacture.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  had  been  the  work  of  Lord 
Spencer  or  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan) ;  but 
that  only  showed  that  honest  men  could 
not  go  into  Dublin  Castle  without  being 
contaminated,   and  his  (Mr.  Clancy's) 
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opinion  was  that  no  honest  men  would 
go  there  in  future ;  nor  would  any  honest 
men  be  contented  to  stay  there.  In 
those  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  he  ad- 
mitted the  whole  of  the  case  of  the  Iriah 
Members.  He  had  now  done  with  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  and  he  would  pass  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  de- 
livered earlier  in  the  evening.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  given  them  an 
old  tune — the  twentieth  variation  on 
the  oldest  of  all  possible  tunes.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  pointed  to  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  said  the 
occupants  had  done  so-and-so  in  the  past. 
But  what  answer  was  that  to  Iriah  Mem- 
bers ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  K 
Gladstone)  committed  mistakes  in  the 
past,  it  was  because  he  had  been  misled 
by  the  infamous  agents  in  Dublin  Castle. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  had 
abandoned  the  old  ways  of  Dublin 
Castle ;  they  had  admitted  that  they  had 
been  mistaken ;  and  they  had  adopted 
a  new  policy.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  had,  for  the 
second  time,  made  a  garbled  quotation 
from  a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien), 
although  he  had  been  on  a  former  occa- 
sion corrected.  He  did  not  quote  the 
whole  of  the  sentence ;  and  on  the  last 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  was  in  his  place  to  answer 
him.  What  that  hon.  Member  said  was — 
'*  They  would  never  rest  until  they  had 
struck  down  landlordism  and  British 
misrule  ; "  and  that  was  quoted  as  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  only  of  British 
rule.  He  would  leave  it  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  say  what  sort  of  tactics  were 
being  pursued  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  opposite.  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  speech  of  this 
evening  contained  a  new  element — there 
was  in  it  an  account  of  a  murder.  He 
(Mr.  Clancy)  thought  that  after  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  they  could  have  no 
doubt  in  whose  interest  that  crime  had 
been  perpetrated.  When  he  recollected 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  elaborated 
every  detail — how  he  had  dwelt  on 
the  subject  with  fondness  and  de- 
light— he  (Mr.  Clancy)  began  to  think 
that  it  was  for  his  interest,  and  not 
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for  Irish  Members,  that  crime  should 
be  oommitted .  Irish  Members  said  that 
tbey  detested,  deplored,  and  denounced 
the  crime  in  question,  and  every  otber 
crime,  just  as  much  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh; 
and  their  complaint  against  the  Qovem- 
ment  was  that,  instead  of  putting  down 
the  men  who  committed  that  crime,  thej 
had  let  every  single  man  go,  and  had 
struck  at  their  political  opponents,  wbo 
had  committed  no  crime  whatever.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  then  sought 
to  make  the  National  League  responsible 
for  this  crime,  and  that  also  had  been 
the  cue  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone ;  but  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  public  and  im- 

Eartial  men  whether  it  was  not  the 
eight  of  injustice  and  absurdity  to 
fasten  the  character  of  crime  on  an  or- 
ganization like  that  of  the  National 
League  because  of  the  commission  of  a 
crime  in  a  county  which  had  been 
notorious  for  crime  and  the  causes  of 
crime — namely,  evictions — for  not  a 
solitary  crime  had  been  traced  to  any 
member  of  the  National  League  ?  It 
was  not  for  him  to  give  characters  to 
the  members  of  the  National  League ; 
but  he  would  read  evidence  upon  the 
subject.  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Hamilton, 
Recorder  of  Cork,  when  sending  a 
number  of  men  to  prison  in  the 
county  of  Cork,  was  to  4;hi8  effect — "I 
agree  with  the  solicitor  for  the  accused 
when  he  says  that  his  clients  are  respect- 
able men.  Thousands  of  respectable 
men  are  members  of  the  National 
League."  He  did  not  think  after  that 
any  Member  of  the  Government,  in- 
cluding even  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald),  would  get  up  and 
denounce  the  members  of  the  National 
League  as  a  band  of  assassins,  and  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  that  was  the 
testimony  of  the  Becorder  of  Cork,  who 
was  a  Tory,  and  one  of  the  staunch 
reformers  of  the  Constitutional  Club,  as 
well  as  a  staunch  Unionist  and  Loyalist 
at  the  present  day.  A  very  curious 
Beturn  had  been  issued  that  morning, 
which  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  ground 
for  that  most  important  paragraph  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment asserted  that  crime  in  Ireland  had 
diminished.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
been  prepared  to  accept  that  statement ; 
he  believed  it  was  true ;  but  the  Beturn 


of  that  morning  showed  the  reverse  to 
be  the  case.  The  Beturn  of  crimes  just 
issued  had  been  unfairly  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who  compared  the  first  half  of  1887  with 
the  last  half  of  1886 ;  whereas  he  should 
have  compared  the  last  quarter  of  1 886 
with  the  last  quarter  of  1887.  That  was 
the  proper  mode  of  comparison  ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Clancy)  found  that  in  the  last 
quarter  of  1886,  when  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  in  operation,  the  number  of 
crimes  was  589,  as  compared  with  611 
in  the  last  quarter  of  1887.  Again, 
with  regard  to  particular  crimes  which 
he  compared  on  the  same  principle.  In 
1886,  for  the  December  quarter,  there 
was  no  murder;  for  that  quarter  in  1887 
there  was  one  murder.  In  1886,  aggra- 
vated assaults,  1 ;  in  1887,  4  ;  incendiary 
fires,  17  in  1886;  in  1887,  21 ;  robbery, 
in  1886,  none;  in  1887,  2.  Threatening 
letters,  in  1886,  82;  in  1887,  60;  inti- 
midation, in  1886,  13;  1887,  17;  and 
so  on.  In  every  category  of  more 
serious  crime  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  quarter  in  which  the  Coercion  Act 
had  been  in  operation,  as  compared  with 
the  quarter  in  which  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign was  in  operation.  He  left  it  to 
the  ingenuity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
reconcile  those  figures  with  the  remark- 
able statement  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
If  any  improvement  had  been  made— 
and  he  was  inclined  to  think,  notwith- 
standing the  figures  he  had  given,  that 
some  improvement  had  been  made,  be- 
cause, in  his  opinion,  all  Government 
statistics  were  a  mass  of  fraud — he  con- 
tended that  that  improvement  was  due 
to  the  land  legislation  of  the  last  few 
years ;  and  that  contention  was  based, 
not  on  the  opinion  of  Irish  Members 
alone,  but  upon  that  of  the  Judges  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  quoted  the  opinion  of  Judge 
Curran,  who  had  said  that  Glenboigh 
was  one  of  the  most  happy  and  pros- 
perous districts  in  Ireland.  Now,  a 
person  who  would  say  that  was  a  liar 
from  top  to  bottom.  Against  the  opinion 
of  Judge  Curran,  he  would  quote  the 
opinion  of  Judge  Fergusson,  who  said 
that  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  re- 
spect for  law  and  a  disposition  to  obey 
the  law,  without  which  no  social  free- 
dom, safety,  or  happiness  could  exist, 
was  steadily  increasing  in  the  district, 
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and  he  believed  that  the  forces  then  in 
operation  were  calculated  to  extend  those 
features  and  render  them  permanent. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
am  quite  aware  that  Judge  Ourran  is 
not  a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court ;  but 
I  think  that  all  those  who  are  in  the 
position  of  Judges  ought  to  be  spoken 
of  with  common  decency  and  respect. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  any  charge 
to  bring  against  this  Judge,  of  course 
he  can  take  the  course  prescribed  bj 
law,  no  matter  what  his  position  may 
be. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  if  he  had  said 
anything  against  the  Bules  of  Debate, 
he  would  withdraw  his  remark.    They 
had  it  that  some  Besident  Magistrates 
had  been  appointed  by  Lord  Spencer 
and    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone;.     But  what  answer  was  that 
to   Irish  Members?      They  contended 
that  the  appointment  of  these  men  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  Besident  Magis- 
trates was  a  gross  abuse  and  infringe- 
ment of  the  will  of  Parliament.     The 
Government  had  abolished  trial  by  jury 
in  certain  cases  and  established  trial  by 
Judge,  which  was  the  gravest  change  of 
procedure  that  any  Government  had  ever 
made  in  this  country.     He  was  told  that 
Mr.  Cecil  Hoche  had  been  appointed  by 
Lord  Spencer  to  administer  the   Land 
Act.       No  wonder,  then,  the  rent  re- 
ductions were  small.     It  was  men  like 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche  who  killed  the  Land 
Act,  and  rendered  necessary  the  agitation 
of  the  last  two  years.     Another  of  these 
magistrates,  in  sentencing  Mr.  Doughty, 
an  Englishman,  to  a  month's  imprison- 
ment, said — **  We  want  no  English  agi- 
tators here."     He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer would  take  these  words  to  heart, 
seeing  that  he  had  been   agitating  in 
Ireland    in    company  with    the    noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossondale 
(the  Marquess  of    Hartington)  during 
the  Becess.    Then  they  had  a  gentle- 
man named  Carew  in  Ireland  adminis- 
tering the  Act.    That  gentleman  was 
recently  engaged  in  a  case  in  which  he 
declared  from  the  Bench  that  he  repre- 
sented the    Crown;   that   he  had  his 
directions  from  Dublin  Castle ;  and  that 
he  would  carry  them  out.     They  had 
also  a  gentleman  administering  the  Act 
in  Ireland  of  whom  he  would  relate  an 
anecdote.    A  case  came  before  him  in 
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which  the  solicitor  ft>r  one  side  said-^ 
'*Your  Worship,  there  is  a  parole 
agreement  in  this  case,"  to  which  Mr. 
Connolly  replied — ''  A  parole  agreement 
— then  let  it  be  produced."  Beference 
had  been  made  to  Mr.  Dillon,  Besident 
Magistrate,  who  had  a  judgment  for 
£2,000  entered  against  him  the  very 
day  he  sentenced  Mr.  Blunt.  The  rea- 
son of  the  reference  was  that  he  was,  in 
a  sense,  totally  dependent  upon  the 
Castle.  Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Eaton. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  probably  not 
aware — although  he  ought  to  be — ^that 
some  time  ago  Mr.  Eaton  was  charged 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cork 
(Mr.  Gilhooly)  with  having,  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  agreed  with  two 
other  Besident  Magistrates  upon  a  cer- 
tain sentence  on  the  last  day  of  the  trial, 
which  lasted  three  days.  The  sentence 
thus  agreed  upon  was  eventually  inflicted 
upon  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cork. 
A  man  who  was  accused  of  such  a  dis- 
graceful transaction  as  that,  and  who 
listened  to  the  charge  without  contra- 
diction, was  fit  for  the  dock  instead  of 
the  Magisterial  Bench.  Last  night  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland  fMr.  Madden) 
contradicted  him  in  regard  to  the  state- 
ment he  made  concerning  Captain 
Stokes.  He  remarked  that  Captain 
Stokes  committed  an  illegal  act  in 
forcibly  arresting  Mr.  O'Brien  in  the 
Court  House  after  the  Becorder  had  de- 
clared Mr.  O'Brien  to  be  a  free  man. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  stated 
that  what  the  Becorder  meant  was  that, 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  Mr.  O'Brien 
was  free.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Becorder  said — 

''lam  anxious  to  treat  Mr.  O'Brien  with 
consideration,  and  not  have  him  suffer  any 
indignity.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any 
warrant  filed  yet^  and  I  think  until  that  is  don« 
Mr.  O'Brien  may  be  permitted  to  go  out." 

There  was  no  qualiBcation  such  as  sug- 

fested  by  the  Solicitor  General  for 
reland;  and,  notwithstanding  the 
express  declaration  of  the  Judge,  Captain 
Stokes  jumped  up  and  said — ''I  take 
the  responsibility  myself  of  detaining 
him."  The  act  of  Captain  Stokes  was 
nothing  but  a  gross  and  violent  act  of 
illegality.  Now,  what  had  the  Govern- 
ment been  doing  ?  They  had  not  caught 
the  Kerry  Moonlighters.  Not  one 
perpetrator   of   a   serious  orime    had 
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of     the    Coercion    Act.      What    bad 
they    been    doing?     They    had    been 
prosecuting    their   political  opponents. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
(Mr.  P.  0*Brien)  was  had  up  under  the 
Corecion  Act  for  making  a  speech  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny.    In  the  course  of 
his  speech  he  took  up  a  glass  of  water, 
and  said—'*  Here's  to  the  downfall  of 
Smithwick  " — Smithwick  being  a  local 
landlord.  The  Resident  Magistrates  said 
there  was  one  expression  in  the  speech 
of  the  defendant  which  convinced  them 
that  they  ought  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion at  which  they  had  arrived — that 
was  the  portion  where  he  said — "Here's 
to  the  downfall  of  Smithwick."     The 
Chairman   remarked  that  if   that  ex- 
pression were  used  in  another  county  not 
so  peaceable  and  well-conducted  as  Kil- 
kenny he  would  be  slow  to  limit  the 
damage    that    would    be    done.      The 
magistrates  went  on  to  say  that  they 
did  not  mean  to  insinuate  or  suggest 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Mona- 
ghan intended  anything  wrong.    But, 
although  the  speech  was  made  in  a 
peaceable  county,  and  although  it  was 
made  by  a  man  whom  the  magistrates 
were  convinced  had  no  bad  intentions, 
they  sentenced  him  to  three    months' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour.  Such  a 
monstrous  perversion  of  justice,  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  supposed,  had  never  been  heard 
of  in  criminal  records.     He  believed  his 
hon.  Friend  was  prosecuted  because  he 
told  the  tenants  that  they  should  not  pay 
17  years'  purchase  for  their  property. 
In  introducing  their  Land  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment believed  it  was  required  partly 
in   order  that  a  Land    Purchase  Bill 
might  be  made  to  work  smoothly.  Here 
they  had  the  key  to  the  real  nature  of 
the  prosecutions.  During  the  Becess  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  congratu- 
lated the  country  on  the  working  of  the 
Crimes  Act  and  its  result.    The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  rents  were  being 
better  paid.    The  whole  thing  was  got 
up  for  the  landlords — it  was  devised  for 
the  landlords  to  get  in  their  rents.    The 
view  which  the  landlords  took  of  the 
matter  was  clearly  shown  by  a  letter 
which  a  land  agent  in  Cork  addrei^ed 
to  one  of  1 1  tenants  who  had  applied  for 
a  reduction  of  rent  by  35  per  cent.    The 
writer  said — 


■piracy  to  defraud  the  landlords  of  their  lawf al 
debts,  I  haye  placed  the  letter  in  the  hands  of 
the  anthorittes ;  and  the  result  will  be  that  you 
will  all  be  prosecuted  under  the  Crimes  Act." 

The  letter  only  showed  that  that  Act 
was  introduced  to  benefit  the  landlords. 
It  had  been  carried  out  in  order  to  enable 
the  landlords  to  get  in  their  rents ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Clancy)  was  afraid  the  result 
would  not  be  beneficial  in  that  direction. 
In  the  Ketums  of  crime,   when  they 
noticed  the  dreadful  words  "conspiracy, 
assaults  on  the  police,  intimidation,"  and 
the  like,  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  some  awful  crimes  were  being  com- 
mitted in  Ireland.    They  could  not  get 
at  the  real  nature  of  the  ofPences  with- 
out having  a  glossary  to  all  those  words. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  based  his   case 
entirely  on  Boycotting.    What  were  the 
Boycotting  cases  which  he  had  prose- 
cuted ?  Take  the  case  of  Leader,  a  land- 
lord in  County  Cork,  who  had  disputes 
with  his  tenants.    Leader  alleged  that 
he  could  not  obtain  goods  ;  but  in  cross- 
examination  he  admitted  that  he  did  not 
require  the  goods  that  he  had  asked  for 
in  the  town  of  Kanturk ;  that  he  could 
have  got  them  without  di£S.culty  in  two 
other  establishments ;  that  he  had  never 
before    crossed  the  thresholds    of   the 
alleged  Boycotters'  establishments ;  that 
he  hated  the  men,  whom  he  looked  upon 
as  local  Nationalists;  and  that  he  entered 
their  establishments    with    a  view  to 
enmesh  them  in  the  toils  of  the  Crimes 
Act.      The  defendants  were  convicted 
by  removable  magistrates,    and   their 
sentences  were  confirmed  by  the  Be- 
corder  of  Cork.     Take  another  case.    A 
clergyman  named  Greer  in  the  county 
of  Galway  was  said  to  have  been  Boy- 
cotted.   It    was    alleged    that    people 
would  not  sell  him  goods,  and  on  one 
occasion  he  told  the  dreadful  story  that 
he  was  so  terribly  Boycotted  that  he 
could  not  get  a  single  person  to  nail 
down  the  coffin  of  a  deceased  person, 
and    that    he    had    to    nail    it    down 
himself.      In   cross- ezamioation,    how- 
ever, the  rev.  gentloman  admitted  that 
he  had  asked  no  one  to  nail  the  coffin 
down,  and  that  he  had  been  refused  by 
no  one.    Some  men,  however,  were  now 
in  gaol  for  not  selling  him  goods  which 
he  did  not  want,  and  which  he  could 
have  procured  in  another  shop.     Un- 
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lawful  assembly  was  a  fearful  term. 
Just  see  what  it  came  to  under  the 
rig%m$  of  the    right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Three  men  were  charged  with  unlawful 
assembly  on  the  22nd  of  September  at 
Killamey.  The  District  Inspector  stated 
the  case,  and  Sergeant  Boe  gave  evi- 
dence that  the  police  were  followed  and 
''booed"   at,    and    some  stones  were 
thrown  at  them.    In  cross-examination 
he  stated  that  the  stones  might  have 
come  from  someone  from  the  outskirts 
of  the  crowd.    He  saw  no  stones  thrown 
except  two,  and  heard  no  threats  of  vio- 
lence used   towards   the  police  except 
''  booing."     He  considered  it  illegal  to 
'*  boo "  for  Mr.   Balfour,  but  did  not 
consider  it   illegal  to   ''boo"  for  Mr. 
Harrington.      That  was   an    unlawful 
assembly,  and  the  men  who  "  booed  " 
for  Mr.  Balfour  and  did  not  "  boo  "  for 
Mr.  Harrington  got  a  month's  imprison- 
ment  with  hard  labour.     Then   they 
heard    of  intimidation.      Intimidation 
was  the  great  groundwork  of  the  Act. 
What  did  it  mean  sometimes  in  Ireland  ? 
Mary  Anne  Lawlor,  a  girl  of  14  years 
of  age,  in  company  with  another  girl  of 
12,  and  two  boys,  each  of  14  years  of 
age,  whistled  and  "booed"  at  a  man 
aged  45.      They  were  brought  up  on 
the  charge  of  intimidation,  and,  to  the 
shame  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Mary  Anne 
Lawlor  was  sent  to  gaol  for  a  fortnight. 
Intimidation,  forsooth!     The  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  charged  harsh- 
ness and  crueltj  against  the   Govern- 
ment, and  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  desired  to 
refer  to  some  of  the  proofs  of  that  state- 
ment.    The  hon. .  Member  for   South 
Galway  (Mr.  Sheehy)  was  now  under- 
going four  months'  imprisonment.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  was  remanded  without 
bail,  although  at  the  very  time  his  wife 
was  ill  with  scarlatina,  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     When 
the  fact  was  commented  upon  in  the 
Press,  the  Government  offered  to  release 
the  hon.  Gentleman  on  bail,  provided 
he  submitted  to  the  degrading  condition 
of  not  opening  his  lips  in  public  on  a 
single  topic.     The  hon.  Member,  con- 
sidering  himself    an    innocent    man. 
refused  to  comply  with  such  a  condition. 
He  was  tried,  and  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
He  appealed,  and  the  authorities  then 
went  through  the  farce  of  accepting 
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bail  for  his  appearance  three  months 
hence  at  the  Quarter  Sessions.    When 
that  formality  had  been  gone  through, 
ho  was  re-arzested  on  leaving  the  Coiut, 
carried  off  to  a  distant  part    of  the 
country,  tried  there  on  another  charge, 
and  sentenced  to  a  month's  imprison- 
ment, which  oompelled  him  to  go  to  gaol 
immediately,  and  which  prevented  him 
from  seeing  his  wife,  then  in  the  crisis 
of  a  most  dangerous  illness.    In  gaol  he 
was  forcibly  stripped  of  his  clothes  by 
five  warders  who  held  him  down,  tying 
his  hands  behind  his  back  and  sprain- 
ing his  thumb.    He  was  kept  on  bread 
and   water  for   seven  days,   including 
Christmas    Day,    for    refusing    to    do 
menial   offices    in    his    cell.      When, 
brought  up  as  a  witness  in   another 
case,  he  was  compelled  to  go  in  prison 
clothes,  and  when  he  refused  to  wear 
the  prison  head-dress  he  was   driven 
15  miles   in   wind    and    rain  without 
anything  on  his  head.    That  was  a  dis- 
graceful *  record  for  any  Government. 
Furthermore,  the  Amendment  charged 
the      Gt>vernment      with      partiality. 
The  Gt)vemment  had  been  grossly  and 
flagrantly  partial    during   the  past  12 
months.    They  professed  their  admira- 
tion for  the  law,  and  yet  they  refused 
to  execute  a  warrant  against  policemen 
found  guilty  of  murder   at    xoughal. 
Instead  of  the  men  being  had  up  for 
murder  they  had  been  promoted.     I)ur- 
ing    the    last    12    months    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  been  very  ready  to  dismiss 
Nationalist    Magistrates.      The     hon. 
Member  for  East  Waterford  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Power)  was  deprived  of  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  because  he  was  supposed 
to  have  joined  in  working  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.     How  had  magistrates  of 
another  type  been  treated  ?    Mr.  Stoney 
was  entrusted  with  the  distribution  of 
funds  for  the  relief  of  destitute  people 
by  way  of  emigration.     He  diverted  the 
money  into  his  own  pocket,  and  yet  he 
was  retained  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.    The  man  was  guilty  of  embezzle- 
ment,  and  last  year    the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land solemnly  promised  in  the  House 
that  his  case  would  be  brought  before 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and,  if  necessary, 
he  would  be  dismissed.     Mr.  Wyse  was 
found  guilty  by  a  jury — a  special  jury 
to  boot ;  a  jury  of  his  own  "  pals  "—  of 
attempting  to  swindle  tenants  out  of 
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£30  by  falsifying  the  receipts.  The  Lord 
Ohanoellor  took  six  months  before  he 
oould    bring    himself    to    dismiss   the 
gentleman.    Major  Leadwell,  of  Tippe- 
rary,  blew  up  a  bridge  leading  to  a 
tenant's  house.   The  matter  was  brought 
before  the  House,  and  reported  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor.    Major  Leadwell  was 
still  on  the  Bench,  and,  no  doubt,  the 
next  thing  they  would  hear  would  be 
that  he  had  been  placed  on  the  list  of 
removables  to  tiy  cases  under  the  Grimes 
Act.    Mr.  John  Barrett,  another  magis- 
trate, was  couYicted  of  manipulating  the 
dates  on  legal  documents.    Barrett  was 
still  on  the  Bench.    The  administration 
of  justice  at  the  Oork  Winter  Assizes 
last  year  afforded  a  pretty  demonstra- 
tion of  the  working  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.     In  one  case  an  Emergency 
man  named  Eobert  Bell  was  tried  on  a 
charge  of  firing  at  a  man  with  intent  to 
disfigure  him.      If  the  prisoner    had 
belonged  to  the  other  side,  the  Grown 
would  have  packed  the  jury  by  exclud- 
ing every  Gatholic.     As  it  was,  they  did 
not  challenge  a  single  man,  and  amongst 
the  persons  they  allowed  upon  the  jury 
was  a  cousin  of  the  man's  employer. 
Of  oonrse,  Eobert  Bell,  although  the 
evidence  was  coDclusive  against  him, 
was  acquitted  without  a  stain  upon  his 
character.     Take  the  case  in  Wicklow. 
At  Wicklow    the  Glare    Moonlighters 
were   tried.     They  were,  he  believed, 
properly  convicted.  He  believed  that  any 
jury  of  Catholics  or  Nationalists  must 
have    found  a  verdict    against    them. 
Nevertheless,  the  authorities  could  not 
trust  the  Catholic  landlords  and  Justices 
of  the   Peace  in  Wicklow;    for   they 
challenged  no  lees  than  23  of  them,  and 
thus  stig^matized  them  as  sympathizers 
with  crime.     What  did  they  do  in  the 
case  of  the  Emergency  man  who  was 
tried  for  shooting  a  poor  peasant  ?    Not 
a  single  man  did  they  challenge.    Their 
jury  was  made  up  of  special  jurors  of 
the  Orange  persuasion,  and  on  the  jury 
there  was  not  a  single  man  who  was  not 
of  the  religion  and  the  politics  of  the 
man  in  the  dock.    Of  course  the  prisoner 
was  set  free,  although  most  overwhelm- 
ing testimony  was  given  of  his  guilt. 
Such   a    travesty  of  justice  was  never 
Eeen   in     any    country.      While    these 
things  occurred  it  was  totally  impossible 
to  expect  any  sympathy  with  the  law, 
or  any  respect  for  its    administration. 
What  did  the  Government   expect  to 


gain  by  all  this?  They  had  not  even 
put  down  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  If 
anybody  challenged  that  statement,  he 
was  prepared  to  prove  that  within  the 
last  six  months  the  tenants  on  100 
estates  had  joined  the  Plan  of  Gampaign, 
and  in  every  case  except  about  10  or  12 
the  landlords  had  fallen  on  their  knees 
to  the  tenants.  Every  week  there  was 
evidence  that  the  Plan  was  in  full  opera- 
tion, and  that  it  fully  deserved  the  epi- 
thets of  ''  immortal  "  and  ''  invincible." 
What  had  the  GK>vemment  done  in  the 
way  of  gaining  over  the  electors  of 
Ireland  to  their  policy  ?  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Golonel 
Saunderson)  said  last  year  that  as 
soon  as  the  League  was  proclaimed  they 
would  find  the  electors  joining  the  loyal 
minority  wholesale.  Two  Parliamentary 
Elections,  one  each  in  Kerry  and  Garlow, 
had  taken  place  since  the  Grimes  Act 
was  passed,  and  what  had^  been  the 
result  ?  Strong  Nationalisto  had  been 
returned  in  both  cases.  An  election 
would  take  place  next  week  in  Limerick, 
and  he  invited  the  right,  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ghief  Secretary  to  send  down 
a  loyal  and  patriotic  candidate  to  see 
whether  he  would  get  a  vote  more  than 
was  recorded  for  the  Jubilee  Knight, 
Sir  James  Spaight.  He  remembered 
that  last  winter  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  the  Brixton  Division  of 
Lambeth  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen) 
went  down  to  Gork  and  commented 
largely  upon  the  fact  that  five  National- 
ists had  been  rejected  at  the  Queens- 
town  municipal  elections.  On  the 
following  day  a  letter  had  appeared  in 
The  Cork  JETerM  clearly  pointing  out 
that  the  question  of  politics  had  never 
for  an  instant  been  introduced  into  the 
controversy,  which  was  settled  on  a 
question  of  water  supply  and  reduction 
of  rates. 

The  Mabquess  of  GARMABTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  had 
seen,  in  a  paper  with  which  he  had  been 
supplied,  that  it  was  on  political  grounds 
that  the  contest  was  fought. 

Mr.  GLANGY  said,  he  did  cot  know 
what  the  noble  Marquess  referred  to. 
He  did  not  know  what  any  paper  had  to 
do  with  the  question,  though,  perhaps, 
if  he  were  a  Marquess,  he  might  under- 
stand what  \(  as  meant.  As  it  was,  the 
contradiction  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
affect  his  (Mr.  Glancy's)  statement.  The 
noble   Lord   had   pretended   that  hia 
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Party  had  secured  a  victory  which,  in 
reality,  they  had  not  achieved.  The 
Government  had  not  degraded  the  men 
whom  they  had  imprisoned.  They  had 
often  tried  to  do  it,  as  other  Governments 
had  tried  in  the  past,  but  without 
success.  The  men  they  had  prosecuted 
for  political  reasons  were  the  heroes  of 
the  people,  and  the  men  whom  they  were 
now  prosecuting  would  come  out  of 
prison  stronger  wan  they  went  in  in  their 
influence  on  the  people ;  and  he  hoped 
they  would,  and  believed  they  would, 
overthrow  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
opposite  and  their  despicable  Govern- 
ment. In  conclusion,  he  would  merely 
say  that  the  efforts  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  suppress  the  Nationalist  Party 
would  be  a  complete  failure  in  every 
respect.  He  cordially  re-echoed  the 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  on 
those  (the  Home  Bale)  Benches  that  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland  towards 
the  English  nation  and  the  British 
people  had  greatly  changed  of  late  years 
— more  so  than  any  of  them  could  have 
anticipated  in  so  short  a  period.  For 
the  mass  of  the  British  people  the  Irish 
Members  had  nothing  but  feelings  of 
the  warmest  friendship,  and  they  had  no 
other  intentions  than  to  consolidate  with 
them  a  real  union  and  alliance  for 
the  future.  But  as  for  the  minority,  the 
wilfully  ignorant  minority,  the  delibe- 
rately oppressive  minority  in  England 
and  Scotland — all  he  could  say  to  them 
was  that  they  flung  at  them  their  con- 
tempt and  their  defiance. 

Mr.H  ANDEL  OOSSHAM(Bristol,E.) 
said,  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  two  or 
three  points  very  clearly  brought  out  in 
the  important  Amendment  submitted  to 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  The  Government,  in  referring  to 
the  statements  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in  previous 
years,  neglected  to  observe  the  fact  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  crime  was  rife  in  Ireland,  and 
that  his  observations  had  been  directed 
not  against  political  offences,  but  against 
crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
clearly  pointed  out  huw  the  admitted 
wrongs  of  Ireland  were  to  be  righted ; 
but  no  suggestion  of  the  kind  had  come 
from  the  Government,  who  seemed  alto- 
gether oblivious  of  the  fact  that  states- 
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manship  built  on  repressive  legislation 
could  never  last.  No  Government  that 
rested  itself  on  force  could  last.  Every 
Government  of  the  past  that  had  so 
rested  itself  had  gone.  The  remedial 
legislation  .that  they  had  passed  had 

S roved  successful,  and  there  could  be  no 
oubt  that  if  there  were  more  of  that 
kind  of  legislation  there  would  be  an 
increasing  improvement  noticeable    in 
the  condition  of  Ireland.    It  was  a  great 
pity  the  Government  did  not  take  into 
account  the  wishes  of  the  people  they 
were  called  on  to  govern,  for  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  no  permanent  legis- 
lation would  tend  to  the  benefit  of  the 
country  which  had  not  the  sympathy  of 
its  inhabitants.    He  would  emphasize 
the  remark  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for   South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Bussell)  to-night,  to  the  effect 
that  a  great  part  of  the  troubles  Ireland 
was  suffering  from  arose  from  the  neglect 
of  the  (Government  to  adequately  settle 
the  question  of  arrears  of  rent.     He 
ventured  to  hope  and  believe  that  the 
Government  in  time  would  think  over 
that,   and  would  endeavour  to    bring 
their  minds  to  bear  upon  the  question, 
so  as  to  remove  one  great  cause  of  dis- 
content.   He  had  listened  with  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for   Ireland,  and  had 
been  struck  with  two  things  in  connec- 
tion with  them — ^in  the  first  place,  with 
the  remarkable  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  statements 
of  fact  without  giving  any  proof  of  their 
correctness.     The  right  hon.  GentlemaA 
was  wonderfully  economical  with    his 
facts,  much  more  so  than  he  was  with 
his  statements.     Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attempted  to  show  that 
a  great  part  of  the  difficulty  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  contend  with  came  from  the 
Opposition.     He  did  not  succeed  in  this 
endeavour ;  for  the  Opposition,  after  all, 
though  they  opposed  the  coercive  policy 
of  the  Government,  had  done  more  to 
cement  the  people  of  Ireland  to   this 
country  than  all  that  coercive    policy 
had   done.      He    (Mr.  Gossham)  had 
had  the  honour  of  going  to   Ireland 
as  one  of  the  English  Bepresentatives. 
[^Laughter,']  The  Chief  Secretary  laughed 
at  that;    but  he  (Mr.   Cossham)  ven- 
tured to  say  that    English    Members 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  had  done 
quite  as  much  to  conciliate  Ireland  as 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had.    The 


■4 

1 


473        JfafMiy'i  Mbit  {Febbttart  14,  1888]  Oramw  8pmh.         474 


more  frequently  meetingB  between  Eng- 
lish Members  and  the  Irish  people  took 
place  the  more  certain  they  were  to  have 
a  real  instead  of  a  sham  Union.     A 
great  deal  of  the  unpleasantness  of  feel- 
ing which  existed  formerly  between  the 
two  peoples  had  been  removed,  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  English  Liberfu 
Members,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  the 
democracies  of  the  two  peoples   were 
getting  near  to  a  reconciliation.     The 
policy  which  the  Liberal  Members  were 
carrying  on  would  in  the  end  be  ratified 
by  the  people  of  the   two    countries, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  the  first 
day  that  policy  was  submitted  to  the 
people  of  this  country  would  be  the  last 
that  the  present  policy  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  would  exist.    The  present  policy 
of  the  Government  had  never  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  people ;  in  fact,  the  people 
were  originally  told  by  the  Government 
that  repression  was  not  a  part  of  their 
programme ;  therefore,  it  was  correct  to 
say  that  it  had  been  undertaken  in  de- 
fiance of  the  constituencies.    He  main- 
tained that  in  building  their  policy  on 
coercive  measures  the  Government  were 
bmiding  on  the  sand,  and  that,  as  sure 
as  the  sun  would  rise,  that  policy  would 
fall.    The  men  who  had  suffered,  and 
were  suffering,  under  the  Grimes  Act 
were  called  criminal;  but  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  some  of  the  noblest 
men  in  history  had  been  men  whom  the 
law  had  made  criminals.    He  had,  the 
other  day,  passed  the  town  of  Bedford, 
and  he  could  not  help  seeing  the  gaol 
in  which  John  Bunyan  was  confined  two 
centuries  ago.     That  man   had  been 
looked  upon  as  a  criminal ;  but  was  he 
not  now  a  good  deal  more  thought  of 
than  the  men  who  had  put  him  in  gaol  ? 
The  dreams  of  John  Bunyan  were  worth 
more  than  the  waking  thoughts  of  his 
perseoutors.     [LauyhUr,']    He  knew  it 
formed  a  subject  for  laughter  to  the 
Tory  Party  that  men  who  occupied  the 
highest  positions  in  Ireland  were  oast 
into  gaol ;  but,  from  his  point  of  view, 
it  was  no  laughing  matter.    If  men  sent 
to  Parliament  to  represent  a  country 
were  treated  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  been  treated — were 
subjected  to  outrage,  in  fact — represen- 
tative government  must  be  weakened  in 
that  ooontry.    Whatever  might  be  said 
about    it,  the    Government  could  not 
break  down  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing and  the  liberty  of  Parliamentary 


Bepresentatives  without  destroying  the 
value  of  all  the  representative  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  What  good  were 
representative  institutions  if  the  Press 
did  not  retain  power  to  publish  their 
proceedings  P  And  how  could  they  have 
representative  institutions  without  a  free 
platform  ?  Even  if  the  Press  were  some- 
times guilty  of  excesses,  they  had  better 
bear  Uiose  excesses  than  carry  on  such 
a  policy  as  that  the  Government  had 
initiated.  Ministers  could  no  more  carry 
on  in  England  the  policy  they  were  carry- 
ing on  in  Ireland  than  they  could  fly. 
Let  them  try  it,  and  see  how  the  people 
would  agree  to  it.  We  had  had  govern- 
ment by  the  King,  then  government  by 
the  aristocracy,  then  by  bribing  the 
constituencies,  and  now  it  seemed  we 
were  to  have  government  by  the  Execu- 
tive, irrespective  of  the  wishes  of  the 
people ;  and  he  warned  the  Government 
that  there  was  no  more  dangerous  course 
than  that  they  were  embarked  upon, 
which  was  nothing  more  nor  less  tiian 
setting  the  Executive  above  the  rights 
of  the  people,  even  above  the  rights  and 
powers  of  the  law.  He  ventured  to  hope 
that  the  Government  would  stop  in  this 
course  before  it  was  too  late,  for  every 
step  taken  in  that  direction  was 
dangerous  both  to  peace  and  to  the 
future  of  the  country.  He  should  sup- 
port, with  all  his  heart,  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork.  He  was 
sorry  the  Government  did  not  accept  that 
Amendment,  for  they  could  do  it  without 
the  slightest  derogation  from  duty.  And 
without  the  slightest  fear  of  censure. 
The  Amendment  was  worded  in  the 
mildest  manner.  It  said  that  remedial 
legislation  had  done  more  good  than 
coercive  legislation,  and  he  should  hope 
the  Government  would  agree  with  that. 
It  said  that  the  carrying  out  of  excep- 
tional repressive  legislation  was  rash 
and  mischievous ;  and  so  it  was.  Take 
the  case  of  the  ex-Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) — than  whom  a  more 
gentle-spirited  man  did  not  come  within 
these  walls.  He  was  a  man  whose  whole 
life  had  been  spent  in  the  endeavour  to 
break  down  everything  that  was  evil  in 
his  country,  and  he  (Mr.  Oossham)  be- 
lieved that  by  putting  a  man  like  that 
into  gaol  the  Government  were  doing 
more  to  weaken  the  law  and  lessen  its 
hold  on  the  people  than  anything  which 
could  be  imagined.    Therefore  it  was 
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that  he  ventured  to  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  OoTemment  would  stop  in 
the  course  they  were  pursuing,  and 
would  depend  more  on  remedial  policy 
than  on  coercion.  On  these  grounds,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'' — {Mr, 
J,  E,  JSUiSf) — put,  and  agrud  to, 

Debate/ttr^^r  a<^'oKriitf(^till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

— tf 

ItAim  TENI7BB  (sOOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barclay,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Tonara  of  Land  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  bo  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr. 
Mackintosh,  Bir  George  Balfonr,  and  Mr. 
William  Honter. 

WiXpreteniedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  115.] 

BOBOVGH  FUNDS  (IBSLAITD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Murphy,  Bill  to  amend  and 
extend  to  Ireland  the  Municipal  Corporations 
(Borough  Funds)  Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuHivan,  Mr.  T. 
Harrington,  and  Mr.  E.  DwyerGray. 
Bill/irf«en^Ai,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  116.] 

LIQUOR  TRA7FI0  LOOALVETO  (WALEs)  BILL. 

Cotuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Ruohfed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in  Wales 
to  have  effectual  control  over  the  Liquor  Trafllc. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Richard,  Mr.  Thomas,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr. 
Lewis,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Cossham,  Mr.  Bryn 
Roberts,  and  Mr.  Carew. 
BiW  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  117.] 

BUBGH   POUOE    ATO)    HEALTH   (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  leave 
be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  regulating  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Administration  of  towns  and 
populous  places,  and  for  facilitating  the  union  of 
Police  and  Municipal  Administration  in  Burghs 
in  Scotland."— (TAtf  Lord  AdvocaU,) 

The  House  divided  :^Ajeu  122  ;  Noes  19  : 
Majority  108.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  accordingly  by 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

hiWpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 18.] 

LIQUOB    TEAFFIO    LOCAL    OFHON 

(bNOLANB}  BILL. 

Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Seeolved,   That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Uooae  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
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Bill  to  enable  ratepayers  mad  others  in  towns  and 
districts  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  within  said  areas. 

Resolution  reported:  —  Bill  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Allison,  Mr:  Jacob  Bright, 
Mr.  Burt,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Oaine,  Mr. 
Jacoby,  Mr.  Cossham,  Mr.  Henry  Wilson,  and 
Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan. 
BiW  preeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  119.] 

lONIKO  AOOmENTS    IKSUBAKOB 

(scotlaud)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baird,  Bill  to  provide  for  a 
system  of  National  Insurance  against  accidents 
in  mines  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr.  Vernon,  Mr.  Hugh 
Elliot,  and  Mr.  Bruce. 
BiW  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  120.] 

BANKRUPTCY    (IRBLAXD)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  M' Donald,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Bankruptcy  and 
Bankruptcy  proceedings  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Peter  M'Donalil,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Barry,  Mr. 
0*Uea,  and  Mr.  M'CarUn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  121.] 

LAND  LAW  (WALES  AND  MONMOUTHSHIRE) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts,  Bill  to  amend 
tbe  Law  relating  to  the  tenore  of  Land  in  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Bryn  Roberts,  Mr.  John  Roberts,  Mr.  Warm* 
ington,  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  and  .Mr.  Thomas 
Ellis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  122.] 

FORESHORE  AND  FISHERY  RIGHTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Foreshore  and  Pishing 
Rights,  ord<r€d  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mac- 
donald Cameron,  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  Mr, 
Wallace,  and  Mr.  Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

AORIOULTURAL  TENANTS*  IMPROYBMENT 
PROTECTION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  BUI  to  amend 
"The  Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Aet, 
1883,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis»  and  Sir 
Uemhard  Samuelson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 

VAGRANTS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Vagrant  Aei,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir 
John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Harry  Davenport,  and  Mr. 
Caine. 

Bill  presented,said  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  135.] 

HouBe  ftdjonmed  at  a  quarter 
before  Ono  o'clock. 
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HOTJSB  OP  COMMONS, 
W€diM%day^  \hth  February,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MTNTJTES.T— Nbw  Writ  Issubd— ^or  Bmtol 
(Western  Divuion),  v.  The  Right  honhle.  Sir 
Michael  Edward  Hicks-Beach,  baronet, 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

FuBLio  Bills  —  RuoHuiion  in  C&mmtits  — 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  &o.],  debcU^ 
adjoumsd, 

Ordired  —  Firtt  RMdimg  —  Personal  Property 
(Exemption)*  [1261;  Housing  of  Workinff 
Classes  (London)  •  [127]. 

ORDERS  OF  TEJS  BAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER    TO  HER  MA- 

JE8TY*S  MOST  GRAOIOUS  SPEECH. 

[fifth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [13th  February].^ [See  page 
64.] 

And  whioh  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  paragraphs  ten  and  eleven, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  —  '*  Humbly 
to  represent  to  Her  Malesty  that  the  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion, whioh  was  of  an  ameliorative  oharacter, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  whereas 
the  repreanve  legislation  of  the  Session  ]ias  done 
mnoh  to  alienate  the  sympathy  and  respect  of 
Her  Majesty's  Irish  sabjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Aot,  as  well  as  mach  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  harsh, 
partial,  and  mischievous." — {fit.  Pamtll.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  reium$d. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACrr,  1887,  AND  LAND 
LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ACTION 
OP  THE  EXECUTIVE.-RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
acknowledged  that  the  debate  on  the 
previous  evening  was  opened  by  two 
speeches,  the  different  tone  of  whioh  was 
most  significant.  The  House  would  never 
forget  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  had 
administered  the  Office  of  Ohief  Secre- 


tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
at  a  time  when  Ireland  was  a  seething 
cauldron  of  discontent  and  disaffection. 
The  difficulties  of  the  present  Chief  Se- 
cretary were  very  slight  indeed  com- 
pared with  those  which  Lord  Spencer 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  to  con- 
front during  the  years  they  administered 
the  affairs  of  Ireland.  He  ventured  to 
render  his  humble  tributo  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  pre- 
vious evening,  and  to  thank  him,  not 
only  for  the  generous  sympathy  running 
through  his  speech,  but  more  especially 
for  the  high  level  at  which  he  opened 
and  maintained  the  debate  during  his 
remarks.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  had  made  what  he  (Mr.  Ellis) 
had  no  doubt  was  felt  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  be  a  very  effective  contribu- 
tion to  any  Party  debate.  ["  Hear, 
hear ! "]  He  had  expected  tnat  that 
remark  would  meet  with  a  responsive 
cheer.  He  (Mr.  Ellis)  had  been  asked 
by  hon.  Members  who  sat  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  whether  tnat 
speech  was  not  an  amusing  one,  and 
his  reply  was  that  these  were  not  times 
when  hon.  Members  came  down  to  the 
House  to  be  amused.  If  the  highest 
tributo  to  a  speech  in  the  present  crisis 
was  that  it  was  very  amusing,  it  was 
certainly  not  a  speech  that  was  appro- 
priate to  the  circumstances  of  the  mo- 
ment. The  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
was  a  master  of  the  art  of  innuendo. 
He  contrived,  after  long  practice,  to 
convey  to  the  minds  of  those  who  listened 
to  him  insinuations  of  their  complicity 
in  things  of  which  he  did  not  accuse 
them  in  a  straightforward  manner. 
Several  hon.  Members  had  to  rise  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  including  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  in 
order  to  repudiate  that  which  was  con- 
veyed to  their  minds  in  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  He  (Mr. 
Ellis)  ventured  to  say  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  be  he  who  he  might, 
and  sitting  where  he  liked,  should  con- 
vey what  he  had  to  say  in  clear  and 
unmistakable  language,  and  ehould  not 
go  behind  the  backs  of  hon.  Members 
to  insinuate  charges  of  the  basest  de- 
scription against  them.  He  promised, 
for  his  own  part,  not  to  be  guiltv  of  the 
same  offence,  and  he  did  not  thmk  that 
he  had  ever  been  guilty  of  it  during  the 
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time  lie  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
that  House.  He  might,  however,  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  only  last  Session  he  had  initiated 
one  of  the  most  painful  episodes  which 
ever  ooourred  in  Parliament.  The  tone 
and  temper  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  last  night  was  such 
that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  was  really  anxious  to  secure  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  debates  in 
that  House,  he  (Mr.  Ellis)  would  ven- 
ture to  appeal  to  him  to  put  some  pres- 
sure on  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  to  restrain  his  re- 
marks of  a  provocative  character,  so 
that  thev  might  not  during  this  Session 
be  led  into  any  of  the  painful  scenes 
which  were  due  primarily  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  last  year.  In  one 
part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
speech  he  endeavoured  to  connect  a  par- 
ticular murder  with  a  local  brancn  of 
the  National  League.  [Sir  Eobebt 
Fowlbb:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  evidently  ap- 
proved of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member ;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  absolutely  failed  to  con- 
nect the  two  together,  for  the  very  good 
reason,  as  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Murphy),  that  there  was 
no  local  branch  in  existence  at  that 
time,  the  local  branch  of  the  National 
League  which  had  been  in  existence 
having  died.  \^Laughter.']  The  hon.  and 
learnea  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Bichard  Webster)  smiled  at  his  ob- 
servations ;  but  he  ventured  to  maintain 
that  it  was  a  grave  matter  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  connect  what 
was  held  to  be  a  perfecUy  Constitu- 
tional situation  with  such  awful  crimes 
as  murder.  Certainly,  in  an  attempt  to 
connect  what  they  on  the  Opposition  side 
regarded  as  a  perfectly  Constitutional 
association  with  such  crimes,  the  House 
should  demand  as  strict  a  sequence  of 
proof  as  would  be  demanded  in  a  Court 
of  Justice.  No  hon.  Member  had  a  right 
to  attribute  such  terrible  crimes  to  local 
branches  of  the  National  League,  unless 
he  was  prepared  to  produce  every  link 
that  connected  the  League  with  the 
actual  crime  itself.  The  House  had  to 
debate  the  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  under  somewhat  grave 
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circumstances.  It  had  been  the  lot  of 
the  Speaker  to  read  to  the  House  al- 
ready, although  this  was  only  the  fifth 
day  of  the  sitting  of  Parliament,  letters 
informing  the  House  that  no  less  than 
10  of  their  Colleagues  had  been,  or 
were,  in  Her  Majesty's  prisons.  Now, 
he  did  not  regard  that  as  a  very 
light  matter — namely,  that  10  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  should  have 
been  committed  to  gaol.  He  had  lis- 
tened with  astonishment  to  the  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  the  other 
night.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, towards  the  conclusion  of  the 
speech  in  which  he  tried  to  come  to  the 
aid  of  Her  Majesty's  Government — al- 
though whether  he  did  so  or  not  was 
not  quite  so  certain — the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  referring  to  the  oom- 
plaint  of  the  imprisonment  of  the  Irish 
Members,  said  that  those  who  oom- 
plained  did  not  take  a  democratic  view 
of  the  matter.  To  his  (Mr.  Ellis's)  mind, 
the  question  was  not  what  was  a  demo- 
cratic view  or  an  aristocratio  view,  but 
what  was  the  right  view,  and  he  would 
venture  to  submit  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  advice  of  an  old 
philosopher,  that  he  should  clear  his 
mind  of  caat.  It  was  a  favourite  device 
of  Conservative  orators  on  public  plat- 
forms at  the  present  moment,  and  it  had 
been  made  use  of  in  the  somewhat 
hysterical  harangue  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell) — it  was  a  somewhat  favourite 
device  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  say  that 
there  was  but  one  treatment  for  every- 
body, and  that  no  difference  was  to  be 
made  between  a  Member  of  Parliament 
and  anybody  else.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  that,  nor  did  he  ask  that  Members 
of  Parliament  should  be  dealt  with  in  a 
different  manner.  They  would,  how- 
ever, take  care,  whenever  an  opportunity 
came  to  remind  the  Conservative  Party 
and  their  allies,  that  that  doctrine  must 
be  applied  all  round.  On  that  side  of  the 
House  they  certainly  did  regard  the 
fact  that  a  constituency  so  deprived  of 
the  services  of  its  Member  in  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament  as  a  very 
important  matter.  By  imprisoning  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  the  Government 
were  depriving  a  considerable  number 
of  persons  of  the  only  effective  voice  they 
had  in  the  government  of  the  affairs  of 
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the  country.    He  did  not  oare  whether 
the  Member  imprisoned  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House  or  on  the  other,  the  fact 
remained  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  imprisoning  a  Bepresentative 
of  the  people.  He  was  not  at  all  surprised 
that  a  number  of  those  who  were  re- 
turDed  last  time  to  the  House  by  Tory 
votes,  but  who  called  themselves  Libe- 
rals, should  undervalue  the  principle  of 
representation,  because  no  one   knew 
better  than  they  did  that  a  good  many 
of  them  were  not  now  truly  represent- 
ing their  constituencies.     He  nad  no 
desire  to  enter  into  that  point  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  but  he  could  give  name 
after  name  of  Members  sitting  on  those 
Benches  who  never  dared  to  go  among 
their    constituents.      Since   their   elec- 
tion in  1886  some  of  these  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  not  visited  their  constituents 
at  all.      No    wonder,    therefore,    that 
they  were  shy  of  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation.   The  circumstances  under 
which  the  House  met  were  grave,  not 
only  because  several  hon.  Members  had 
been  imprisoned,  but  also  because,  by 
putting  persons  into  gaol  who  were  not 
believed  to  be  criminads  or  law-breakers, 
the    Qovemment  were  striking  at  the 
very  source  and.  fount   of  respect  for 
law  in  the  community  which  furnished 
the  only  real  security  that  the  law  should 
be  observed.    What  was  the   ofifence 
for  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  was  ar- 
rested ?    In  that  constituency  there  was 
a  oertain  estate  owned  by  the  Oountess  of 
Kingston,   upon  which    there  were    a 
number  of  leaseholders.    Those  lease- 
holders, as  the  House  well  knew,  were, 
unfortunately,  against  the  remonstrance 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  excluded  from  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  of  1881.  A  measure  to  remedy 
that  defect  was  introduced  last  Session 
by  the  Goyemment,  and  these  lease- 
holders asked  the    hon.    Member  for 
North-East  (}ork  to  give  advice  as  to 
what  the^  were  to  do  under  the  circum- 
atancea    in    which    they  were    placed. 
Their  landlady  was  proceeding  to  eject 
them,  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Ellis)  held,  to  de- 
prive them  of  the  property  which  the 
Act  of  1881   ought  to  have  given   to 
them,  and  which  it  did  give  to  the  other 
tenants  in  Ireland.     The  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  told  them  that  there 
was  a  Bill  before  Parliament  promoted 
by  the  present  Government,  and  that  j 
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that  Bill,  if  passed  into  law,  would  pro- 
cure them  access  to  the  Court.   ''  There- 
fore,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  '^  I  advise 
you  to  hold  your  holdings  against  all 
comers  by  all  honest  means."    The  ten- 
ants did  so.      The  Bill  became   law, 
and  received  the  Boyal  Assent  during 
the  third  week  of  August,  and  within 
some  three  weeks  after  that  time,  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  who  gave  them  that  advice, 
was  arrested  and  suffered  imprisonment. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Ellis)  maintained  that,  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  term,  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  was  not 
a  law-breaker,  and  was  not  a  criminal. 
He  had  been  guilty  of  no  breach  of  the 
moral  law.     No  doubt,  he  had  suffered 
under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  passed  by 
this  House;  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
uphold  the  doctrine  that  they  must  not 
look  into  the  circumstances  under  which 
an  Act  had  passed  through  that  House? 
That  Act  was  passed  through  the  House 
of  Commons  as  no  other  Act  was  ever 
passed.    Of  no  other  Act  could  it  be 
said  that  a  similar  circumstance  had 
happened  to  one  which  he  had  witnessed 
in  connection  with  the  Act  of  last  year. 
Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
all  passed  through  the  House  washing 
their  hands  of  aJl  responsibility.    The 
Chairman  of  Committees,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  rose  in 
his  place  and  put  14  clauses  of  the  Bill 
without  debate.    Now,  he  maintained 
that  that  was  not  legislation.    Would 
it  be  contended  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  this  House — of 
course,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  say  it  could — but  would  it  be  con- 
tended that  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  the  way  he  had  described  should  be 
binding  on  the  people  on  whom  it  was 
intended  to  apply.    Suppose,  by  way  of 
illustration,  that  a  Bill  was  introduced 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  imposing 
tremendous  penalties  on  the  county  of 
Nottingham,    of  which  he  (Mr.  Ellis) 
was  one  of  the  Eepresentatives,  and  that 
it  was  ordered  that  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  at  a  particular  mo- 
ment, should  interrupt  the  debate  and 
put  the  whole  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
without  any  hon.  Member  being  able  to 
touch  a  single  line  or  word  in  the  Bill. 
He  contended  that  that  was  suspending 
the  representation  of  the  people  by  a 
side  wind,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
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dignity  of  the  traditions  and  the  PriTi- 
l^ges  of  the  House,  he  considered  it  was 
the  duty  of   every  Bepresentative  to 
watoh  carefully  the  progress  of  a  Bill 
as  it  was  passing  through  the  House. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  nonsense  talked 
about  the  law  at  the  present  time.    One 
would  fancy,  to  judge  from  the  utter- 
ances of  many  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side,  and  some  who  were  sitting 
on  the  Benches  below  him,  that  the 
law  was  a  kind  of  fetish  or  mumbo 
jumbo.    That  was  not  the  idea  which 
prevailed    in    other   days,    nor    ought 
it   to    prevail    now.      Even    the    hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
BuBsell)  said  last  night  that  he  could 
conceive   circumstances  under  which  it 
might  be  proper  for  him  to  disobey  the 
law,  but  he  should  take  care  to  do  it 
with  dignity.    That  admitted  the  whole 
question.     There  were  many  laws  on 
the  Statute  Book  at  the  present  mo- 
ment which  he  (Mr.  Ellis^  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  disobey.    What  was  said 
by  a   London    police  magistrate  only 
very  recently  ?    It  was  that  if  any  at- 
tempt were  made  to  induce  him  to  put 
into  operation  a  certain  Act,  he  should 
entirehr  decline  to  do  it,  until  he  was 
compelled  by  a  mandamus  from  a  higher 
Oourt.  All  this  nonsense  about  obeying 
the  law  without  inquiring  what  the  law 
was  would  not  hold  water  for  a  single 
moment.   It  was  opposed  to  the  highest 
principles  of  the  English  Constitution, 
and    he    protested    against  it  in    the 
strongest  manner.    They  were  told  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech    that    agrarian 
crime  had   dimimshed.     He  was  not 
going  to  enter  into  the  figures  at  any 
length,  but  he  noticed  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  very  shy  at  any  allusion 
to  them.     More  tikan  once  since  the  de- 
bate began  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  got  up  at  the  Table  to  explain  away 
any  allusion  that  was  made  to  them. 
He  (Mr.  Ellis)  wanted  now  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  one  or  two  serious  discrepancies  in 
the  figures  which  had  been  given  to  the 
House.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  use  of  this  expression — **  that  the 
amount  of  known  agrarian  crime  in  1886 
was  2,195,  in  1887  it  was  1,837."     He 
wanted  to   know  where   these  figures 
came  from,  as  they  were  not  contained 
in  any  Return  presented  to  Parliament 
last  year.     Then,  again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    said  —  ''  Agrarian    crime, 
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without  threatening  letters,  was  1,056 
in  1886 ;  and  in  1887  it  was  883."  But 
the  Betums  given  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary included  threatening  letters,  which 
were  surely  a  very  important  matter. 
His  (Mr.  EUis's)  point  was  this— that  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  agrarian  crime, 
without  threatening  letters,  was  1,056 
in  1886,  and  883  in  1887.  Now,  from 
Betum  55  handed  to  the  House  yester- 
day morning,  the  figures  1,056  included, 
and  did  not  exclude,  threatening  letters. 
As  everybody  knew,  this  diminution  of 
outrages  was  going  on  long  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  brought  into  the  Hoase» 
He  did  not  intend  to  labour  the  point. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  attempted  to 
do  that  which  every  amateur  chemist 
knew  was  a  very  dangerous  thing  to 
attempt.  He  had  attempted  to  show 
that  a  particular  effect  had  followed 
from  a  particular  cause,  when,  as  every 
man  knew,  that  effect  had  been  pro- 
duced by  a  multitude  of  causes.  Take 
the  last  six  months  of  the  years  1886 
and  1887,  and  it  would  be  found  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  argument  of 
the  diminution  of  agrarian  crime.  In 
the  last  six  months  of  1886  the  agrarian 
crimes  were  473,  and  eliminating  threat- 
ening letters,  were  291.  In  the  last  six 
months  of  1887  agrarian  crimes  were 
399,  or  285  without  threatening  letters 
— that  was  to  say,  that  agrarian  crime 
fell  in  the  last  half  of  1887,  as  oompu^ 
with  the  last  half  of  1886,  by  six  cases 
only.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie 
Chief  Secretary  referred  to  Boycotting, 
and  there  was  a  long  Beturn  which, 
as  far  as  he  could  discover,  was  the 
first  Beturn  ever  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons  m  regard  to  Boy-^ 
cotting.  He  (Mr.  Ellis)  submitted,  how- 
ever, that  this  Betum  was  absolutely 
valueless,  and  would  remain  so  until 
they  had  the  names  and  dates  and  the 
whole  particulars  which  went  to  make 
up  the  return,  so  that  they  could  be  in- 
vestigated. He  ventured  to  say  that  it 
was  a  little  too  much  to  ask  the  House 
to  accept  a  Betum  like  this  on  the  mere 
%p%B  dixit  of  a  Minister  at  the  outset  of 
a  debate.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  supplement  the  Betum  by 
the  names,  dates,  and  particulars,  so  that 
hon.  Members  might  have  some  means 
of  investigating  the  matter  and  putting 
themselves  in  a  position  to  discuss  it. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  come  into  Court 
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with  very  clean  hands  in  this  matter. 
They  had  not  forgotten  Mitoheletown. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  such 
a  hurry  towards  the  end  of  September  to 
accept  the  verdict  of  his  subordinates 
with  regard  to  that  unhappy  incident, 
that  he  made  at  least  six  statements 
which  within  a  few  days  were  absolutely 
contradicted  by  his  own  police  witnesses. 
He  would  not  go  through  them  after  the 
very  exhaustive  examination  which  had 
been  made  of  those  statements  by  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  Nor  had  they  forgotten 
the  curious  incident  of  the  Galway  mid- 
wife. The  right  hon.  Oentleman  got 
up  at  the  Table  and,  in  a  theatrical 
manner,  declared  that  a  horrible  state  of 
society  must  prevail  where  such  things 
could  occur;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  challenged  to  make  good 
his  assertions,  he  ran  away  from  them. 
He  (Mr.  Ellis)  maintained  that  it  was 
not  worthy  of  a  Member  of*  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Cabinet  to  traduce  the  character 
of  humble  people  in  Ireland,  and  then 
refuse  to  substantiate  his  accusations  by 
facts.  They  were  told  that  the  measure 
which  was  passed  last  Session  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  people  had  been 
carefully  carried  into  effect.  Who  were 
the  principal  agents  of  the  Government 
who  were  carrying  the  Coercion  Act 
into  effect?  He  might  mention  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  but  the  principal 
agents  in  carrying  out  the  policy  of  the 
Government  were  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates. He  would  preface  what  he  had 
to  say  of  the  fiesident  Magistrates  of 
Ireland  by  the  testimony  of  a  very  com- 

Setent  observer,  who  was  not  one  of  the 
apporters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Gladstone),  but  one  who  had  filled 
the  position  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land-—namely.  Earl  Oowper.  What 
was  it  that  Earl  Oowper  said  of  these 
men  ?  In  a  letter  written  to  The  Times 
in  January,  1886,  Lord  Gowper  said — 

'*  In  Ireland  all  local  matters  are  really 
managed  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Besident  Magistrate,  and  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate is  in  constant  communication  with  the 
Castle.  This  state  of  things  has  partly  arisen 
from  the  helpless  nature  of  the  Irish,  and  has 
partly  contributed  to  prolong  that  helplessness. 
A  hateful  system  of  bureaucratic  government 
is  the  result — hateful  in  itself  and  only  ren- 
dered tolerable  in  my  time  by  the  large-mmded- 
ness  and  fairness,  as  well  as  industry  and  skill, 
of  the  eminent  man  who  then  filled  the  post  of 
l^erxiuuiept  Under  Qecrvtary." 


What  had  the  Gbvernment  done  with 
that  individual  ?  [[An  hon.  Mbhbsb  : 
It  was  not  Sir  Kohert  Hamilton.] 
Whether  Sir  Bobert  Hamilton  was 
Permanent  Under  Secretary  or  not  in 
the  Tear  1882 — ^when  Earl  Oowper  was 
Lord  Lieutenant — someone,  at  all  events, 
was  Permanent  Under  Secretary  who 
blended  the  relations  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  with  Dublin  Oastle,  and  made 
things  tolerable,  and  it  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  the  same  man  was  not  there 
now.  Therefore,  Earl  Cowper's  words 
must  be  true  if  they  admit  his 
authority  that  the  position  is  no  longer 
tolerable,  because  the  only  person 
who  rendered  it  tolerable  had  been 
removed.  One  remark  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  the  other  night,  when  the 
Return  of  Hesident  Magistrates  was 
spoken  of,  seemed  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  settle  every  ques- 
tion as  soon  as  any  criticism  in  regard 
to  the  Resident  Magistrates  was  raised. 
It  was  quite  enough  to  say— ''Oh! 
Lord  Spencer  appointed  them."  But 
that  argument  might  soon  be  disposed 
of.  Lord  Spencer  said  distinctly  that  he 
took  the  utmost  pains  that  no  confusion 
should  arise  between  the  action  of  the 
judicial  and  executive  functions  of  the 
Resident  Magistrates.  That  was  no 
longer  the  case,  but  there  was  confusion 
from  top  to  bottom.  At  one  time  a  man 
was  Judge,  and  at  another  an  Executive 
Officer.  The  position  of  a  Resident 
Magistrate  under  Lord  Spencer  was  en* 
tirely  different  from  what  it  was  under 
the  rule  of  Lord  Londonderry.  The 
House  knew  very  well,  as  Earl  Oowper 
said,  that  the  Resident  Magistrates  were 
in  direct  communication  with  Dublin 
Oastle.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  summoned  them  to 
Dublin  to  meet  him  in  order  to  be  inter- 
viewed by  him,  and  to  receive,  as  one  of 
them  said,  his  orders.  Now,  who  were  the 
Resident  Magistrates  ?  The  House  had 
a  Return  of  them,  and  he  found  that 
out  of  76  names  there  were  32  appointed 
from  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  21  from 
the  Constabulary,  making  53  out  of  the 
76  directly  connected  with  the  forces, 
because  the  Royal  Irish  Oonstabulary 
were  nothing  else  than  an  armed  force ; 
of  the  remainder,  11  were  barristers, 
and  there  were  12  others.  Take  the 
case  of  Mr.  Eaton.  Something  was 
alleged  with  respect  to  that  gentleman 
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last  eyening  by  the  lion.  Member  for  one 
of  the  diyisions  of  Dublin  which  de- 
manded explanation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  The  matter  he  (Mr.  Ellis) 
was  going  to  mention  was  a  very  simple 
and  significant  one.  In  the  case  of  the 
trial  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North*East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  when  the  first 
charge  was  concluded,  Mr.  Eaton  said, 
before  the  hon.  Gentleman  opened  his 
mouth  in  his  defence,  **  We  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  give  our  decision."  That 
was  a  most  significant  commentary  on 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  appeal  to  any  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  who  was  in  the 
habit  of  acting  as  a  magistrate,  what 
would  be  thought  of  a  magistrate  in  an 
English  Oourt,  if  he  were  to  say,  before 
an  accused  person  had  an  opportunity  of 
offering  his  defence,  ''I  am  perfectly 
Boady  to  give  my  decision."  When  that 
case  was  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  at 
Halifax,  and  reported  in  The  Timee,  Mr. 
Eaton  sent  a  letter  to  The  Times  abso- 
lutely denying  the  fact;  but  he  little 
knew  that  among  the  persons  present  in 
Oourt  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Scar- 
borough (Mr.  Itowntree),  who  took  down 
the  words  in  his  pocket  book  at  the  time. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  wrote 
to  The  Times  corroborating  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  and  Mr.  Eaton  had  not 
ventured  again  to  deny  the  fact.  He 
came  now  to  the  case  of  Oaptain  Sea- 
grave.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity 
of  Oork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  mentioned 
two  or  three  of  the  incidents  which  tran- 
spired in  connection  with  this  magistrate 
at  Mitchelstown.  He  was  nowhere  to  be 
found  when  he  was  most  wanted,  but  he 
was  the  responsible  Executive  Officer  in 
charge  both  of  the  military  and  police. 
What  did  Oaptain  Seagrave  admit  in  his 
cross-examination?  He  was  asked  by 
the  council  for  the  Accused,  who  repre- 
sented the  relatives  of  the  deceased — 

**  *  Would  a  politician  be  guilty  of  a  direlec- 
tion  if  he  did  not  give  your  message  to  the 
County  Inspector  P  '  Answer,  *  I  don't  know  ; 
I  suppose  he  would  ;  but  I  know  nothing 
about  Constabulary  duties.'  Mr.  Harrington  : 
*  That  is  another  revelation.  You  don't  know 
anything  about  Constabulary  regulations. 
You  had  the  command  of  the  Constabulary  on 
that  day  F '  Captain  Seagrave  :  '  Yes,  I  was 
in  charge  of  them.'  Mr.  Harrington  :  *  Did 
you  ever  see  the'  Police  Code  P '  Captain  Sea- 
grave :  '  I  never  saw  the  Police  G^e.'    Mr. 
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Harrington :  '  Where  you  in  ignorance  of  the 
Police  Code  as  to  firing  P '    Captain  Seagrave  : 
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Consequently,  they  had  Her  Majesty's 
executive  officer  in  command  on  that 
occasion  declaring  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely ignorant  of  the  code  which  should 
govern  the  conduct  of  the  police  in  case 
they  were  ordered  by  him  to  fire.  He 
(M!r.  Ellis)  should  wait  with  some 
curiosity  for  the  answer  that  would  be 
given  to  this  case  from  the  Bench  op- 
posite. He  came  now  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Oecil  Boche,  in  regard  to  whom 
the  Government  attempted  to  stop  all 
discussion  by  flinging  at  that  side  of  the 
House  the  fact  that  Earl  Spencer  had, 
upon  one  occasion,  appointed  him  a 
Special  Oommissioner  under  the  Land 
Act.  No  doubt  that  was  an  important 
position  ;  but  Mr.  Boche  did  not  hold  it 
very  long.  Mr.  Oecil  Boohe  told  one 
gentleman,  when  he  came  before  himi 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
want  English  agitators  in  Ireland.  But 
what  was  Mr.  Oecil  Boche  himself  ? 
He  was  an  itinerant  political  agitator 
at  the  General  Election  of  1886,  in  fhe 
pay  of  the  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
Union;  and  he  went  about  defaming 
the  Liberal  candidates,  and  aspersing 
the  character  of  his  own  countrymen  on 
that  occasion.  This  was  one  of  the 
men  who  was  now  employed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  administer 
the  Ooercion  Act  —  a  man  who  sat 
one  moment  on  the  Bench,  and 
went  outside  the  next  to  order  the 
Oonstabulary  ruthlessly  to  charge  the 
people.  Another  magistrate  was  Mr. 
Meldon,  at  Limerick.  He  (Mr.  EUie) 
knew  nothing  of  that  gentleman's  cha- 
racter ;  but  Mr.  Meldon  had  done  that 
which  would  not  be  tolerated  in  Eng- 
land for  a  single  moment.  Certain 
persons  were  charged  before  the  magis- 
trates in  Oourt.  The  case  was  hewi, 
and  the  accused  were  discharged.  Mr. 
Meldon,  however,  went  outside  the 
Oourt,  and  gave  instructions  in  regard 
to  particular  persons  that  they  should 
be  again  arrested.  He  then  took  his 
seat  upon  the  Bench,  and  the  prisoners 
were  brought  before  him  as  a  magis- 
trate under  the  Ooercion  Act  on  the 
same  charge  as  that  upon  which  they 
had  been  acquitted  by  the  magistrates 
a  short  time  before.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Ellis)  maintained  that  that  was  re- 
pugnant to  all  notions  of  fair  play  oc 
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justice.  He  was,  however,  coming  now 
to  a  much  more  serious  matter.  In 
Tipperary  there  was  a  magistrate 
named  Colonel  Carew.  This  Colonel 
Carew  was  sitting  in  the  Court  on  the 
1 5th  of  September ;  and  the  report  of 
the  proceedings  from  which  he  (Mr. 
Ellis)  was  about  to  quote  was  contained 
in  I%e  Tipperary  Natienalut^  published 
in  Olonmel  on  the  17  th  of  Septem- 
ber— 

'*  Certain  persons  were  bronght  before  Colonel 
Carew  nnder  the  Coercion  Act.  3Ir.  Higgins, 
counsel  for  the  prisoners,  said :  *  The  position 
of  my  clients  is  thi»— they  are  hrought  here  to 
he  charged  under  one  mode  of  procedure,  and 
when  they  come  they  are  told  that  the  whole 
thing  is  to  he  altered,  and  they  receive  no  sum- 
mons to  that  effect.  I  wish  to  know,  does  the 
Crown  withdraw  its  first  proceeding  P  * — Colonel 
Carew  :  *  I  represent  the  Oown  here.' — Mr. 
Higgins :  '  Pardon  me,  Sir,  hut  you  no  more 
represent  the  Crown  than  I  do.  You  ought  as- 
much  to  represent  the  prisoners  as  the  (>own, 
as  your  husiness  is  to  hold  the  halance  evenly 
between  the  two.' " 

That  was  a  very  fair  observation  for  any 
counsel  to  make.  Did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard 
Webater)  think  that  if  an  English  ma- 
gistrate so  far  forgot  his  duty  as  to  say, 
on  the  Bench,  that  he  represented  the 
Crown,  his  conduct  would  not  be  imme- 
diately and  justly  questioned  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  After  that  obser- 
vation on  the  part  of  the  prisoners' 
counsel,  Colonel  Carew  said — 

*'  'But  I  am  the  Resident  Magistrate  here, 
and  as  such  represent  the  Crown.  The  pri- 
soners will  he  tried  under  the  Crimes  Act.* — 
Hr.  Higgins :  '  And  I  suppose  the  first  pro- 
ceedings are  ahandoned  against  them.' — 
Colonel  Carew  was  understood  to  say  that 
they  were.— Mr.  Higgins  :  '  Then  I  ask  that 
the  prisoners  he  discharged.  There  is  no 
charge  against  them  now  that  the  Crown  with- 
draws the  charge  of  assaulting  Constahle  Power, 
on  which  they  were  hrought  here.' — District 
Inspector  Knox  :  *  But  the  charge  is  not  with- 
drawn. It  is  on  that  we  go.'— Colonel  Carew  : 
These  men  will  be  brought  up  under  the  Crimes 
Act  this  day  fortnight.'— Mr.  Higgins  .  '  I 
think  the  Crown  ought  to  give  their  reasons.' 
— Colonel  Carew  :  *  I  have  received  orders  from 
the  Qovemment  which  I  cannot  disregard,  and 
I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  give  any  other 
reason.' " 

Certainly  not ;  the  76  Eesident  Magis- 
trates received  their  orders  from  the 
Government,  and  did  not  feel  called 
upon  to  ffive  any  other  reason.  That 
was  called  justice,  and  the  way  to  win 
the  sympathy  of  the  .people  on  the  side 
of  law  and  order — 


'*  Mr  Higgins :  *  I  would  again  remind  yon,  Sir, 
that  you  no  more  represent  the  Crown  here  than 
you  do  the  prisoners.' " 

The  prisoners  were  then  removed  to  the 
railway  station  in  charge  of  a  strong 
force  of  police.  Colonel  Carew  sus- 
pended the  business  of  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions for  nearly  an  hour  in  order  to 
accompany  the  prisoners  to  the  railway 
station.  These  were  proceedings  which 
were  not  tolerable.  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  said,  the 
other  night,  that  someone  on  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches — ho  forgot  whom — had 
made  an  ungenerous  attack  upon  the 
Besident  Magistrates.  The  word  gene- 
rous or  ungenerous  came  with  a  very 
bad  grace,  in  this  Irish  matter,  from  any 
man  who  sat  opposite.  The  Government 
must  act,  in  this  matter,  with  a  little 
more  generosity  before  they  claim  gene- 
rosity from  the  Opposition.  Well,  such 
were  the  men  who  were  carrying  out 
what  he  should  always  call  this  most 
infamous  legislation.  In  all  gravity  and 
seriousijess  he  warned  the  Besident 
Magistrates  of  Ireland  that  wheif  the 
Opposition  crossed  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  as  cross  it  they  would  in  fit 
very  short  time,  every  detail  of  theii'  ad- 
ministration wo\ild  be  carefully  scanned, 
as  it  was  at  the  present  moment,  and  if 
it  was  found  that  they  had  performed 
their  functions  in  a  manner  for  which 
they  could  justly  be  held  responsible 
they  might  rely  upon  it  such  a  course 
\rould  be  taken.  He  advised  them  to 
bo  careful.  They  could  not  shelter 
themselves  behind  the  plea  that  they 
were  merely  carrying  out  orders.  In 
times  gone  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
even  Speakers  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, had  not  been  allowed  successfully 
to  urge  the  plea  that  they  had  acted  in 
a  Ministerial  capacity,  but  had  been 
tried  and  punished  accordingly.  Let 
not  these  Besident  Magistrates  think 
they  could  escape  being  called  to  the 
strictest  account.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  invited  the  House  to  say — 

*'  That  the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Act  as  well  as  much  of  the 
action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  has  heen 
harsh,  partial,  and  mischievous." 

Seme  members  of  the  House,  and  many, 
perhaps,  out  of  the  400  or  500  persons 
who  had  been  condemned,  had  received 
their  sentences  in  consequence  of  words 
they  had  uttered  in  public.    He  invited 
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the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  mode 
in  which  proof  had  been  tendered  as  to 
the  language  for  which  men  had  suffered. 
Take  the  case  of  Father  M'Fadden,  of 
Qweedore,  an  upright  priest,  a  man  who 
had  preserred  the  peace  of  his  district 
mucn  more  satisfactorily  than  the  armed 
forces  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
thought  fit  to  send  down.  The  Eev. 
Mr.  M*Fadden  was  tried  at  Londonderry 
on  the  28th  of  January.  The  first  wit- 
ness called  was  a  police  shorthand  writer, 
Sergeant  Mahony,  who,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Boss,  said — 

"  'I  am  aixteen  years inQweedore di8trict,aiid 
I  am  well  acquainted  with  Father  M'Fadden.' 
'  Are  you  able  to  write  shorthand P  '  'I  am.' 
'  Did  yon  take  a  note  of  the  speech  of  Father 
M*Fadden  P '  *  I  did.'  •  Produce  your  notes 
and  read  from  them  P'  Witness  then  proceeded  to 
read  from  his  notes  as  follows  : — '  My  good 
friends/ — Mr.  Adams :  '  I  presume  those  are  the 
only  orig^inal  notes  P*  '  Yes.  I  did  not  report 
this— <'  First,  that  the  cause  is  just."  '  Mr. 
Adams :  <  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that 
you  did  not  report  it  P '  'I  mean  that  t  cur- 
tailed it.' " 

It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Ellis)  a  very 
dangerous  thing  to  curtail  the  report  of 
a  speech  on  which  a  man  was  about  to 
be  tried. 

'*  Mr.  Hobs  :  *  Road  what  you  have  there  P ' 
Witness  continuing  :  '  I  may  state  that  there 
was  a  whole  lot  that  I  did  not  report.'  Chair- 
man :  '  You  must  read  what  you  have.'  Wit- 
ness :  '  I  don't  profess  to  be  a  verbatim  reporter, 
and  it  might  not  make  sense  all  along.'  Mr. 
Adams : '  Kead  your  broken  sentences.'  Witness : 
*  After  some  other  remarks  he  says  in  Irish  ' — 
Mr.  Adams :  '  Have  you  notes  in  Irish P '  'I 
mean  to  say  I  translated  it  into  English  and 
then  wrote  it  down.'  " 

Such  was  the  way  in  which  evidence  was 
given  against  men  tried  under  the 
Coercion  Act.  He  (Mr.  Ellis)  supposed 
that  in  that  case  the  magistrate  had  re- 
ceived his  orders  from  the  Government. 
Take  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Gal  way  (Mr.  Sheehy).  The  short- 
hand writer  was  examined— 

*'  *  Bid  you  ever  study  shorthand  ?' '  I  did  not. 
I  might  look  over  the  book  ;  but  that  is  all.  As 
far  as  I  know,  shorthand  is  not  studied  by  any 
man  in  the  barracks.  There  was  no  con- 
stable to  my  knowledge  in  French  Park  on  the 
day  of  the  meeting  who  knew  shorthand.  I 
tiimk  the  day  on  which  the  meeting  was  held 
was  a  fine  day.  The  meeting  lasted  from  three 
o'clock  till  a  quarter  to  five,  and  Mr.  Sheehy  was 
■peaking  the  greater  part  of  the  time.  When 
Mr.  Bheehy  spoke  a  sentence,  or  a  sentence  and 
a  half,  I  took  down  all  I  could  remember  at  the 
time.  I  took  no  note  of  what  he  would  be  say- 
ing while  I  was  taking  down  the  two  sentences 
wmoh  I  remembered  at  the  time.     I  consider 
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Mr.  Sheohy  a  slow  speaker. '    '  While  yon  would 
be  writing  a  sentence,   how  many  sentences 
would  he  get  ahead  of  you  P '    *  Ho  might  get 
two  or  three.'     '  Then,  when  you  would  com- 
plete your  sentence,  would  yon  skip  over  what 
he  had  said  in  the  meantime  and  then  catch  him 
up  again  P '     <  Tea;  I  woidd  try  and  remember 
what  he  would  say  in  the  meantime.'     When 
you  say  that  you  would  try  and  remember,  what 
do  you  moan  P'    '  I  mean  that  when  I  heard  a 
sentence  or  two,  I  would  take  that  down  and 
pay  no  attention  to  what  he  would  say  in  the 
meantime,' " 

He  asked  the  House  whether  that  was 
a  system  which  ought  to  prevail  in  the 
case  of  prosecutions  of  Memhers  of  Par- 
liament. What  occurred  at  the  trial  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)? 
The  police  reporter  admitted  that  the 
notes  were  not  written  out  till  next  day. 
The  reporter  who  took  the  notes  was 
not  called  till  the  Counsel  for  Mr. 
O'Brien  insisted  upon  him  being  called, 
and  then,  on  the  production  of  hia 
report,  it  was  found  that  someone  had 
written  across  the  report,  ''Not  to  be 
used."    There  was  a  very  strong  sua- 

Eioion  that  those  words  were  in  the 
andwriting  of  Captain  Plunkett.  Why 
was  the  report  not  to  be  used?  He 
ventured  to  think  it  was  because  this 
loosely  taken  report  differed  in  three 
particular  points  from  the  charge  against 
Mr.  O'Brien,  and  each  of  those  points 
more  favourable  to  the  accused  than  the 
words  in  the  charge  actually  preferred 
against  him.  This  was  a  mockery  of 
justice,  and  he  made  no  apology  for 
dwelling  on  such  things.  They  were 
worth  a  good  deal  more  than  some  of 
the  amusing  parts  of  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saimderson).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevel- 
yan)  made  a  dignified  and  weighty 
protest  which  he  (Mr.  Ellis)  hoped 
would  be  felt  by  members  of  the  Bar 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  ag^inet 
the  conduct  of  Crown  Counsel  in  Ireland. 
He  hoped  that  rebuke  would  go  home 
to  the  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  in  regard  to  the  case  he  was 
now  conducting.  The  conduct  of  the 
Crown  Solicitors  in  Ireland  could  hardly 
be  characterized  in  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage. A  case  was  brought  before  Mr. 
GecU  Boohe,  and  Mr.  Morphy  asked  for 
a  short  adjournment.  Even  Mr.  Oedl 
Bocha  said — 
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^  I  am  not  inclined  to  give  the  drown  any 
facility;  they  have  come  into  Court  in  a  yery 
carious  way. 

It  was  then  arranged  that  the  farther 
hearing  of  the  case  would  be  taken  up 
on  Monday  three  weeks,  when  Mr. 
Morphy  said,  ''Oh,  won't  you  hear  our 
side?  "  He  was  astonished  that  one  of 
the  Besident  Magistrates,  a  removable, 
one  of  the  men  who  received  and  took 
their  orders  from  the  Oovemment,  would 
not  hear  his  side.  Mr.  Cecil  Boohe  re- 
plied, ''I  think  you  deserve  no  con- 
sideration." That  was  a  pretty  strong 
observation  for  Mr.  Bocne  to  make. 
What  took  place  in  the  case  of  Brosnan, 
the  newsagent  ?  In  the  first  place,  the 
man's  demand  for  an  appeal  was  refused 
by  the  magistrates.  In  the  next  place, 
the  Queen's  Bench  decided  that  they 
would  not  grant  an  appeal  as  frivolous. 
But  the  Court  of  Appeal  granted  it 
on  the  express  ground  that  there  was 
aubstantial  matter  for  argument.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  prisoner  ?  He 
was  in  gaol,  bail  having  been  refused. 
The  Queen's  Bench  refused  to  admit 
him  to  bail,  but  his  indefatigable  ooun- 
sely  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  went 
to  the  Castle,  and  pointed  out  to  the 
authorities  what  the  exact  facts  were. 
The  Castle  Authorities  liberated  the 
man.  That  was  a  case  in  which  the 
Ohief  Secretary  used  the  dispensing 
power.  Would  it  not  be  better  that 
the  state  of  the  law  should  be  such  that 
no  dispensing  power  would  have  to  be 
used  by  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Madden)  passed  very  lightly 
over  the  case  of  John  Sullivan,  in  which 
judgment  was  given  by  Chief  Baron 
Palles.  He  (Mr.  Ellis)  could  not  men- 
lion  the  Chief  Baron  without  saying 
that  in  this  grievous  crisis  in  Irish 
history,  it  was  a  good  thing  that  on  the 
Bench  of  Ireland  there  was  a  man 
abflolutelv  fearless,  whose  mind  was  satu- 
rated witn  the  traditions  of  law,  and  who 
would  recogpiize  no  authority  guiding 
his  conduct  but  law.  In  the  case  of 
John  Sullivan,  Chief  Baron  Palles  de- 
cided that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
justify  his  imprisonment.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  said  that  the  evi- 
dence should  have  been  given  in  a 
different  way. 

The  80LICIT0B  OENEBA.L  Foa 
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versity)  said,  he  stated  that  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  held  that  there  was  no 
evidence  sufficient  to  justify  the  im- 

Erisonment,  and  then  he  had  pointed  out 
ow  that  occurred. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  was  much  obliged  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  his 
explanation.  He  now  supposed  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished  them 
to  understand  that  the  want  of  evidence 
occurred  through  the  evidence  not 
being  presented  in  the  right  way.  Did 
he  mean  to  say  that  there  was  evidence, 
if  the  evidence  had  been  presented  in 
the  proper  way  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  said,  he  did  intend  to 
say  that.  There  were  five  cases  tried, 
but  separately  tried.  That  was  to  say, 
each  person  accused  had  the  benefit  of  a 
separate  trial.  The  evidence  was  given 
in  the  first  of  the  cases,  but  it  was  not 
separately  g^ven  and  reduced  to  writing 
in  the  following  cases.  [An  hon.  Meic- 
BXB :  Oh,  oh  !] 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  challenged  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway,  and 
therefore  the  case  remained  where  it 
was.  The  fact  of  the  matter  was,  that 
Sullivan  had  been  illegally  put  in 
prison,  and  had  been  liberated  by  the 
Court  of  Exchequer.  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  asked  them  to  declare  that  the 
action  of  the  Executive  was  partial. 
That  was  a  very  serious  charge  against 
the  Executive.  He  (Mr.  Ellis)  did  not 
propose  to  dwell  long  on  the  case  of  Mr. 
Stoney,  which  was  mentioned  last  night 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy).  The  case  of 
Mr.  Stoney  was  brought  up  on  the  let  of 
September  last,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  admitted 
that  Mr.  Stoney  was  guilty  of  very  grave 
neglect,  and  in  some  oases,  of  even  more 
than  that — namely,  wilful  neglect  and 
misapplication  of  public  money.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  refer  to 
Hansard,  he  would  see  that  those  were 
the  exact  words  he  used.  Now, 
when  a  man  had  been  declared  by  a 
Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons 
guilty  of  such  an  offence,  surely  he 
ought  no  longer  to  remain  in  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  especially  when 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  removed  from 
the  Commission  Mr.  Byrne,  whose  only 
offence  was  that  he  travelled  by  train  a 
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few  mfles  out  of  his  own  Petty  Sessional 
district.  Every  member  who  held  Her 
Majesty's  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
a  coanty  knew  perfectly  that,  although 
a  magistrate  entered  his  name  for  a 
particular  Petty  Sessional  district,  the 
Commission  covered  the  area  of  the 
whole  county.  The  only  possible  ex- 
planation of  Mr.  Byrne's  treatment  lay 
m  his  Nationalist  sympathies.  He 
(Mr.  Ellis)  asked  that  the  offence  of 
misapplication  of  public  money  in  this 
case  should  be  followed  by  the  condign 
and  proper  consequences.  But  he  was 
going  for  a  moment  to  deal  with  an  in- 
stance of  partility  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  much  more  important 
than  this,  relating  to  a  particular 
magistrate.  A  very  interesting  deputa- 
tion waited  on  the  Prime  Minister  the 
other  day.  Last  year  Lord  Salis- 
bury said  there  was  a  land  war  in 
Ireland,  and  that  it  must  be  put  an  end 
to.  The  noble  Marquess  added  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  bad  laid 
before  the  House  a  Bill  to  put  down 
certain  combinations.  Upon  the  con- 
fession of  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England,  the  Coercion  Act  was  an  Act 
to  put  down  the  combination  of  tenants. 
The  deputation  which  waited  on  Lord 
Salisbury  a  few  days  ago  consisted  of 
a  near  relative  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Pirst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  a  number  of 
other  noble  Lords,  or  their  cadets. 
After  all,  the  Irish  Land  Question  re- 
duced itself  into  a  very  small  family 
matter.  The  whole  force  and  power 
derived  from  the  people  of  this  country 
was  being  placed  by  the  Government  at 
the  beck  and  call  of  a  handful  of  families 
in  Ireland.  What  did  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  say  to  these  men  ?  He  told 
them  that  if  they  had  been  as  united  in 
former  times  as  they  were  upon  that 
occasion,  much  of  the  evil  would  not  have 
happened.  He  signiGeantly  informed 
them  of  his  continued  dislike  to  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  and  reprobated 
it  as  flagrantly  unjust.  In  other 
words,  the  noble  Marquess  told  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  that  they  must 
strengthen  their  trades  union  as  against 
the  tenant.  That  was  an  instance  of 
impartiality  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That  illustration  alone  ought  to 
be  sufficient  to  win  assent  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).     Hlustrationa   of 
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character  of  the  policy  carried  out  by 
the  Government  in  Ireland  were  abun- 
dant, and  of  every  sort  and  kind.  They 
were  of  daily  occurrence,  and  the  one  diffi- 
culty was  to  avoid  so  multiplying  them 
as  to  overload  a  speech.  They  found  that 
Justices  of  the  Peace  illegally  refused  ac- 
cess to  prisoners;  they  found  that  the 
proper  formalities  were  not  observed  in 
proclaiming  the  National  League ;  they 
found  that  evictions  proved  to  be  illegal 
had  been  carried  out  with  the  aid  of  the 
Government;  they  found  that  even  in 
the  case  of  the  murder  of  Kinsella, 
the  criminal.  Freeman,  was  a  trespasser. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  minor 
indignities  heaped  upon  prisoners  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  Particular  clergy- 
men had  been  refused  access  to  prisoners, 
and  the  late  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  was  removed  from  the 
Richmond  Gaol  to  the  gaol  atTullamore, 
without  the  Government  having  the 
courtesy  even  to  inform  Mr.  Sullivan's 
wife  of  his  removal.  In  Loughrea, 
John  Boche,  a  man  of  the  highest 
character,  was  laid  hold  of  the  other 
day  by  an  officer  of  Constabulaxy.  He 
was  a  well-known  man,  and  he  said — 
'*  Kindly  let  me  send  a  message  to  my 
wife."  ''No,"  said  the  policemen,  and 
took  him  off  at  once.  He  begged  for  a 
cup  of  tea,  but  was  refused,  and  kept 
sitting  all  night  on  a  bench,  not  being 
allowed  even  to  stretch  himself  on  a 
hard  deal  table  by-way  of  change  of  pos- 
ture. In  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people  these  were  not  trivialitiet,  but 
they  went  far  to  explain  the  burning 
sense  of  injustice  on  the  part  of  the 
people  and  the  execration  in  which  the 
chief  author  of  this  policy  was  received. 
The  administration  of  the  Coercion  Act 
reeks  with  paltry  malignity  and  calculated 
brutality.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  thought  the  strong^ 
things  he  (Mr.  Ellis)  and  others  had 
said  could  not  be  supported,  let  him  g^re 
them  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  If  he  did, 
they  could  fill  many  a  page  with  illus- 
trations of  the  gross  manner  in  which 
the  Act  of  last  Session  was  being  carried 
out.  Where  did  th^  responsibility  lie  ? 
It  laid  with  the  Cabinet ;  but  before  he 
proceeded  to  say  what  he  had  to  say, 
with  regard  to  the  chief  author  of  the 
present  state  of  coercion  in  Ireland,  ha 
desired  to  refer  to  some  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  (Sir: 
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Bichard  Webster).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  stood,  de- 
•ervedlj,  no  doubt,  at  tlie  head  of  an 
illastrious  profession ;  he  was  the  head 
of  the  Bar  of  the  conntiy.  Speakings 
in  Leicestershire  on  the  2nd  of  November 
last,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said,  aooordiDg  to  a  report  in  a  most 
respectable  paper,  The  LeicMter  Journal — 

**  That  being  the  position  of  the  Irish  ques- 
tion, what  had  they  got  at  the  present.  They 
had  Mr.  Dillon — they  had  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  he 
waa  thankful  to  say  he  was  now  for  three 
months  in  the  hands  of  the  law.  They  had  got 
Mr.  Dillon~(  A  Yoicb  :  *  He  ought  to  have  five 
years,'  and  cheers).  He  (the  speaker)  thought 
if  he  had  his  rights  he  would  have." 

In  2%4  Timet  of  the  5th  of  November, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
explained  that  he  meant  his  reference 
to  apply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.   W.  O'Brien).      That 
made  no  difference  whatever.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  the  head 
of  the  Bar  of  England,  the  Chief  Law 
Adviser  of  Her  Majesty,  went  down  to  a 
public  platform  and  said  that  if  a  man  had 
got  his  deserts,  he  would  have  g^t  more 
than  the  law  gave  him.     That  was  un- 
precedented.    Now,   they  heard  some- 
thing of  people  saying  the  same  thing  in 
the  House  as  they  said  outside.     He 
promised  the  Chief  Secretaxy  he  would 
do  so.     He  admitted  to  the  full  the  re- 
sponsibility of  speaking  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  he  thought  that  a  man 
should  say  stronger  things  if  possible  in 
the  House  than  he  said  outside.    He 
had  never  been  a  party  and  never  would 
be  to  inflaming  sentiment  from  public 
platforms;  and  he  said  in  his  place  that 
it  was  not  creditable  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  to  publicly 
criticize  the  decisions  given  in  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Courts  of  Justice,  and  especially 
to  say  that  a  man  ought  to  have  had 
five  years'  imprisonment  if  he  had  his 
deserts.     He  (Mr.  Ellis)  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  think 
he  was  guilty  of  personal  discourtesy 
when  he  said  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  ashamed  of  what  he 
said  in  Leicestershire  he  ought  to  be. 
He  now  turned  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
He  maintained  that  from  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  they  had  a  right  to  expect  a 
little  more  respect  for  the  House  than 
the  right   hon.  Gentlefnan    habitually 
displayed.      The   habitual   levity    and 
Biieere  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 


altogether  unbecoming  his  position  aa 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
In  one  of  the  most  tremendous  crises 
that  had  ever  occurred  in  Ireland,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  do  nothing 
but  sneer  and  laugh  from  his  place  in 
Parliament.  A  story  had  been  told  by 
one,  who  was  now  in  prison,  with  respect 
to  certain  words  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  said  to  have  uttered. 
If  those  words  were  not  true  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  his  callous  de^^ 
meanour  in  the  House  had  only  himself  to 
thank  if  anybody  believed  they  were  true. 
Well,  they  had  had  12  months  of  the  20 
years  of  resolute  government.  What 
was  it  all  to  come  to  ?  The  state  of  Ire- 
land might  be  gathered  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Qitj  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  pointed  out,  by  the  (Government's 
own  confession.  They  came  down  to 
Parliament  in  1887,  saying  they  would 
introduce  local  government  in  Ireland, 
and  in  ISiiB  they  had  nothing  to  say  on 
the  subject.  That  was  all  gone  by  the 
board.  At  the  outset  of  their  proceedings 
that  day  the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  moved 
that  the  Speaker  do  issue  his  Writ  for  the 
election  oi  a  Member  to  represent  West 
Bristol.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  again  entering  the 
Cabinet.  He  might  oe  taken  to  be  in 
hearty  accord  with  the  Front  Bench 
opposite ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  EUia) 
would  recall  certain  words  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  lately  addressed  to  his 
constituents.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

**  We  mast  adminiater  and  legislate  in  a  bold 
and  sympathetic  spirit  of  statesmanship,  free 
from  those  narrow  prejudices  which  swajed  so 
much  the  action  of  the  Tories  30  years  ago,  hat 
which  now  have  no  influence  whaterer  in  Irish 
political  affairs.  And  farther,  1  would  say  that 
we  must  do  eyerythin^,  consistently  with  jus- 
tice and  honour,  to  give  to  Irish  Memhers  of 
Parliament  as  great  a  Toice  in  the  settlement  of 
purely  Irish  questions  as  for  years  past  we  have 
given  to  the  Scotch  Memhers  in  the  settlement 
of  purely  Scotch  questions.*' 

Was  that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?  It  was  the  policy  of  the 
newest  recruit,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir 
Edward  Olarke)  seemed  to  adopt  it.  He 
wished  the  hjn.  and  learned  Gentleman 
were  in  the  Oahinet,  and  able,  to  give 
effect  to  it.  If  that  was  the  policy  of 
the  Oovemment,  they  would  have  t9 
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treat  the  Irish  Members  with  a  little 
more  respect  to  begin  with ;  they  would 
have  to  give  more  civil  replies  to  Ques- 
tions put  bj  hon.  Qentlemen  from  Ire- 
land ;  they  would  have  to  promise  in- 
vestigation into  Irish  grievances  a  little 
more  readily  than  they  did.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  went  on  to  say — and  this  was 
very  apropos — 

*'  Further,  those  Irish  matters  which  it  is 
neoeesarf  to  retain  under  the  contnd  of  the 
central  Govemment  ought,  in  my  mind,  to  be 
administexed  by  politick  oflScials  directly  and 
personally  responsible  to  Parliament,  instead  of 
permanent  officials  only  nominally  controlled 
oy  a  single  Minister,  who  cannot  possibly  find 
time  for  all  the  details  of  the  administration  of 
the  country." 

There  would  have  to  be  a  great  change 
in  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment,  if  they 
adopted  those  words.  They  knew  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  could  not  find  time 
to  administer,  or  even  to  know  anything 
about  the  administration  of  affairs  in 
Ireland.  There  had  not  been  a  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland — not  even  Mr.  James 
Lowther — who  had  displayed  such  a  want 
of  knowledge  of  the  Business  of  his  De- 
partment. He  (Mr.  Ellis)  thanked  the 
House  most  sincerely  for  their  kindness 
in  listening  to  him  so  patiently.  The 
spirit  of  liie  Irish  people  was  yet  un- 
broken. The  Irish  National  League 
was  as  strong  as  ever — nay,  stronger. 
The  Govemment  had  consolidated  in  one 
mass  the  people  against  them.  He 
listened  with  great  admiration  to  the 
words  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  the 
otaer  evening,  when  he  said  he  thought 
he  mifi^ht  with  some  reason  congratulate 
himself,  at  the  end  of  12  years  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  upon  the  improve- 
ment in  the  state  of  Ireland.  At  the 
beginning  of  those  12  years,  there  was 
but  a  very  small  minority  in  favour  of 
Constitutional  agitation ;  at  the  end  of 
those  12  years  there  was  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  people  who  looked  to  the 
House  for  the  redress  of  their  grievances 
and  for  the  realization  of  their  hopes. 
They  had  watched  with  sympathy  and 
admiration  the  moderation  which  had 
come  over  the  occupants  of  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway,  with  the  conscious- 
ness of  the  just  power  tiiey  exercised. 
They  had  watched  with  great  admi- 
ration the  manner  in  which  they 
had  responded  to  the  great  effort 
of    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
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Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  to  solve  this  troubled  ques- 
tion. Hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
might  rest  assured  that  the  Opposition 
felt  the  responsibility  of  the  position,  that 
they  felt  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to 
respond  to  their  somewhat  changed  atti- 
tude, and  the  efforts  of  their  great 
Leader  (Mr.  Famell).  They  felt  that 
the  responsibility  to  make  the  people  of 
this  countxy  acquainted  with  the  trua 
merits  of  the  Irish  problem  lay  heavily 
upon  them,  and  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land, and  hon.  Members  opposite  might 
rest  assured  that,  having  put  their  hands 
to  the  plough,  they  did  not  intend  to 
turn  back ;  but  that  it  would  be  their 
resolute  endeavour  to  saturate  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  England  with  a  know- 
ledge of  the  Irish  Question  in  its  whole 
length  and  breadth,  perfectly  sure  as 
they  were  that  as  soon  as  that  knowledge 
was  obtained,  the  electorate  of  the 
country  would  sweep  away  that  miser- 
able mockery  in  Ireland  which  called 
itself  govemment,  and  carry  home  to 
every  dweller  in  that  country  all  those 
blessing^  which  good  govemment  brings 
in  its  train. 

thb  pabliamentary  under 

SECBETABY  for  IRELAND  (Colonel 
£[iNo*HARHAif)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) 
said,  he  was  unable  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bushcliffe  Division  of 
Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  in  his 
eulogy  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  ^&eve]yan)  and 
in  his  characterisation  of  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  as  amusing.  His  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  of  all  men,  was  least  open 
to  the  charge  of  being  a  master  of  insinua- 
tion. Innuendo  and  insinuation  were 
assuredly  not  the  arts  usually  employed 
by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  who 
was  accustomed  to  call  a  spade  a  spade 
and  to  thoroughly  master  his  facts 
before  he  dealt  with  them.  The  only 
attempt  to  answer  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  made  by 
the  hon.  and  leamed  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Bussell),  who  in  his  account  of  the  Dop- 
ping  incident  had  omitted  the  most  im* 
portant  part — namely,  the  letter  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
before  he  had  been  written  to  by  ike 
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lawyers.    The  statement  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  the  murder  of  Fitz- 
maurice  was  attributable  to  the  action 
of  the  National  League  had  been  con- 
tradicted hj  the  statement  that  the  local 
branch   of  the  League  had  ceased  to 
exist  before  the  murder  was  committed. 
That  might  be  so  ;  but  it  was  none  the 
less  true  that  Fitzmaurice  had  been  over 
and  over  again  tried  by  the  tribunal  of 
the  League  and  condemned  by  that  self- 
constituted  Court,  and  so  he  was  mur- 
dered   shortly    afterwards,     as     many 
another  poor  aud  honest  man  had  been. 
He  was  not  speaking  of  landlords,  but 
of  farmers  who  paid  their  rent,  and  tried 
to  fulfil  their  obligations.     One  after 
another  they  were  condemned  by  a  gang 
of  rebels  in  Kerry,  and  their  dead  bodies 
were  found  by  the  roadside  or  elsewhere. 
He  had  no  patience  with  those  who 
could  support  or  palliate  a  system  by 
which  honest  men  were  made  to  suffer 
for  honest  deeds.    Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the   Bushcliffe    Division    had 
passed  on  to  the  imprisonment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Oork  (Mr.  Lane) 
and  the  question  of  the  leaseholders. 
Now  the  leaseholders  had  been  admitted 
to  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
by  the  action  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, and  he  had  himself  always  advo- 
cated that  course.     But  there  was  no 
reason  why  the  landlord  of  the  lease- 
holders should  not  get  his  rent  when  it 
was  due,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Oork  was  justly  imprisoned  for  advising 
the  tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents — 
advice  which  would  have  involved  penal 
consequences  to  all  who  might  be  in- 
duced to  follow  it.    He  (Oolonel  King- 
Harman)  dissented  most  emphaticdly 
from  the  hon.  Member's  statement  that  the 
National  League  was  as  strong  as  ever, 
and  maintained  that  it  had  been  seriously 
weakened  during  the  last  two  or  three 
months.    He  ventured  to  prophesy  that 
in  another  six  months'  time  the  power 
of  the  Leagpie  would  be  still  further 
diminished.    This  they  knew  not  only 
from  returns  and  statistics,  but  from  ex- 
perience and  personal  knowledge.    The 
gentlemen  at  the  head  of  the  treasury 
of  the  League  knew  it,   because  they 
saw     that   the    payments    into    their 
exchequer    were    falling    off.      They 
knew    that  men  who    were  gradually 
forced    year    after   year   into   joining 
the  League  against  their  wiU  were  now 
leaving  it.    They  knew  that  no  real  at- 


tempts were  being  made  to  hold  National 
League  meetings  in  proclaimed  districts, 
and  the  only  persons  who  strove  to  pro- 
long the  life  of  suppressed  branches 
were  the  secretaries  and  other  paid 
officials  who  were  making  their  liveli- 
hood out  of  it. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HARBINGTON 
(Kerry,W.):  There  are  no  paid  officials. 

Oolonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  that 
there  was  not  a  branch  of  the  National 
League  in  which  there  was  not  some 
secretary  or  paid  official  who  was 
making  money  out  of  it.  [Cries  of 
**  No."]  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
'<No!"  out  he  would  put  his  knowledge 
and  veracity  against  that  of  any  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite. 

Mb.  LALOB  (Queen's  Oo.,  Leix)  : 
How  can  they  mske  money  ? 

OoLOKSL  EING-HABMAN  said  he 
would  give  the  how  and  the  Twhy. 
Money  was  raised  by  shilling  and  half- 
crown  subscriptions  from  the  members, 
and  perhaps  out  of  the  entire  amount 
£5  was  sent  up  to  the  headquarters  in 
Dublin.  What  became  of  the  rest  of 
the  money?  That  was  the  question 
that  the  people  in  the  country  were  ask- 
ing. They  wanted  to  know  how  men 
who  used  to  have  hardly  a  coat  to  their 
backs  and  never  did  any  work,  now 
wore  tall  hats  and  good  coats,  and 
walked  about  and  enjoyed  themselves 
with  money  in  both  pockets.  It  was 
very  easy  to  see  that  the  money  did  not 
come  from  honest  work.  In  fact,  it  was  well 
known  to  be  a  very  lucrative  and  profit- 
able thing  to  be  the  secretary  of  a  local 
Land  League.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bushcliffe  Division  repeated  various  ac- 
cusations which  had  been  disproved 
against  the  Besident  Magistrates.  He 
solemnly  warned  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates that  when  the  Gladstonian  Party 
came  back  to  power — which  God  fore- 
fend — every  detail  of  their  conduct 
would  be  carefully  and  minutely  in- 
quired into.  In  point  of  fact,  he  had 
threatened  them  just  as  other  hon. 
Members  had  threatened  the  Irish  police, 
bidding  them  take  care  what  they  were 
about,  and  not  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  law  too  rigidly.  He  might  re- 
mind the  hon  Member  that  almost  every 
one  of  the  magistrates  who  had  been  at- 
tacked that  dfiy  had  been  the  subject  of 
similar  attacks  in  a  former  year,  and 
that  their  conduct  had  been  inquired 
into  and  defended  by  Lord  Spencer  and 
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the  rigbt  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  DiTision  of  QIasgow.  Am 
to  Mr.  Stoney,  against  whom  a  charge 
of  malversation  of  public  funds  had  been 
brought,  his  case  had  been  inrestigated 
by  an  officer  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board,  who  certainly  was  not  tainted 
with  Consenratism,  and  by  the  Lord 
Ohancellor,  and  they  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  Mr.  Stoney  had  been 
guilty  of  neglect  only.  The  sole  case  of 
any  substance  proved  against  him  was 
that  he  had  allowed  a  young  girl  to  use 
an  emigration  ticket  as  member  of  a 
family  to  which  she  did  not  belong. 
She  was,  however,  a  friend  of  the  family, 
and  lived  dose  to  them.  For  this  error 
of  judgment  Mr.  Stoney  had  been  cen- 
sured by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  ac- 
q^uitted  him  of  all  malafideM  or  malver- 
sation. At  any  rate,  Mr.  Stoney's  con- 
duct could  not  be  compared  to  the  conduct 
of  certain  magistrates  who  had  been  re- 
moved from  the  Commission  for  going 
out  of  their  divisions,  in  order  to  pack 
Benches  elsewhere.  In  his  opinion  the 
statistics  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  fully  boro  out  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary. He  had  letters  in  hia  pocket 
from  individuals  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  country,  every  one  of  them 
saying  the  same  thiog-— namely,  that 
especially  in  the  South  of  Ireland  trade 
and  commerce,  even  in  the  smaller 
towns,  were  increasiDg,  and  that  confi- 
dence in  the  law  was  daily  strengthen- 
ing. It  was  known  that  at  the  recent 
Assizes  evidence  had  been  forthcoming 
which  could  not  have  been  obtained 
during  the  ''  reign  of  terror,"  and  that 
convictions  had  been  procured,  and  that 
juries  had  not  hesitated  to  do  their  duty. 
A  letter  which  he  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  had  received  from  a  gentleman 
who  was  likely  to  know  the  true  facts 
stated  that  all  through  the  South  the 
Queen's  writ  could  now  be  legally  exe- 
cuted, although  recently  process  of  law 
was  openly  resisted  even  in  the  case  of 
fair  trade  debts.  His  correspondent 
also  stated  that  jurors  were  now  con- 
victing fairly  on  the  evidence  placed 
before  them;  that  comparative  order 
was  observed,  especially  in  the  populous 
centres;  that  mobs  were  easily  dispersed ; 
and  that  they  were  mainly  composed  of 
small  boys  and  girls,  who  came  to  obey 
the  order  of  some  local  agitator— -pro- 
bably to  assist  at  a  demonstration  in 
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honour  of  some  person  who  had  been 
convicted  of  having  broken  the  law  of 
the  land.  This  showed  that  what  hon. 
Members  opposite  called  'Hhe  great 
heart  of  the  people"  was. not  on  the 
side  of  disorder  and  lawlessness.  His 
correspondent  concluded  as  follows : — 

"  An  anmistakable  feeling  pervades  the 
whole  country  that  at  last  the  GoTemment  of 
the  Qaeen  is  stronger  than  any  mere  local 
associations,  and  the  people  are  beginning  to 
feel  confidence  that  the  Government  can  estab- 
lish secarity,  as  every  Government  of  a  civi- 
lized country  ought  to  do." 

[  Cries  of  <<  Name ! "]  He  should  cer- 
tainly not  give  the  name.  His  informant 
was  a  merchant  of  considerable  business 
in  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  he  wondered 
what  some  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
do  to  this  gentleman  if  his  identity  were 
known.  He  did  not  suppose  that  their 
action  would  stop  short  at  ''  exclusive 
dealing."  He  agreed  with  his  oorre- 
spondent  that  Ireland  was  now  more 
peaceable  and  law-abiding;  but,  of 
course,  it  was  possible  that  a  serioas 
outbreak  of  crime  might  yet  be  seen, 
for  the  history  of  the  country  taught  us 
that  organizations  like  the  National 
League  fought  hard  and  died  viciously, 
and  sometimes  gave  an  expiring  kick. 
But  if  that  did  come,  the  law  was  strong 
— the  law  would  be  carried  out,  and  the 
law-abiding  persons  would  be  protected. 
There  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite — besides  those  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway — who  thought  any  means 
of  pacifying  Ireland  was  preferable  to 
that  of  using  the  law.  They  would  not 
agree  that  Ireland  should  be  pacified  by 
carrying  out  the  same  law  that  applied 
to  En^and  and  Scotland  and  other 
civilised  countries.  They  said  that  was 
all  nonsense,  and  that  there  must  be 
conciliation ;  that  Ireland  was  the  only 
country  in  which  the  law  would  not  be 
carried  out;  and  that  conciliation,  con- 
cession, or  giving  in  in  some  way  or 
other  to  agitation  and  crime  was  the 
only  way  of  keeping  that  unfortunate 
country  in  order.  He  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  could  remember  when  a  sug- 
gestion was  made  that  Ireland  should  bo 
pacified  by  bringing  back  from  America 
Sheridan — the  murderer  and  organizer 
•^and  sending  him  round  through  the 
West— a  proposition  which  was  made 
by  no  less  a  person  than  the  hon.  Mem> 
ber  for  Oork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  was 
endorsed  by  no  less  a  person  than  the 
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right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Iiothian— • 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  Nothing  of  the  sort. 

OoLOKBL  KINO-HAEMAN  said,  he 

thought  he  would  be  able  to  show  that 

there  was  something  of  the  sort.     He 

had  many  quotations  to  bear  out  his 

statement,  but  he  would  only  read  one. 

On  the  16th  of  May,   1882,  the  then 

Member  for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer) 

asked  the  then  Prime  Minister,  the  right 

hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 

Lothian,  a  Question  in  the  House,  which 

was    duly    reported   in    JSansard    as 

follows : — 

**  Oaptftin  Aylmer :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  one  Qaestion.  When  he  and  the 
Cabinet  came  to  the  decision  that  the  three 
MemlMBTS  could  no  longer  be  kept  in  prison  on 
aocoont  of  reasonable  suspicion,  were  wey  then 
in  possession  of  the  conyersation  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glare  and  the  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
he  had  such  control  over  Sheridan,  who  had 
instigated  riot  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  that  if 
releued  he  could  induce  him  to  put  down  the 
outrages?  3£r.  Gladstone :  Yes,  Sir."~(3  JTan- 
tard,  [469]  832.) 

Notwithstanding  the  contradiction  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Leeds  (Mr.  H. 
Gladstone),  he  (Oolonel  King-Marman) 
thought  that  that  quotation  from  Han- 
tard  amply  bore  out  his  statement  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  endorsed  the  proposal 
that  Sheridan  should  be  employed  to 
put  down  crime  in  Ireland.  If  this  did 
not  prove  his  case,  no  case  ever. was 
proved.  One  of  the  most  astounding 
ideas  ever  put  before  the  House  was 
that  crime  had  been  diminished  in  Ire- 
land, not  by  the  action  of  the  law, 
but  by  the  action  of  the  National 
League.  There  never .  was  a  more 
ridiculous  or  absurd  statement.  A 
glance  at  the  statistics  of  crime  would 
show  the  absurdity  of  that  proposition. 
In  1877  there  were  286  cases  of  agrarian 
crime.  In  1878  321,  and  in  1879  863. 
During  that  year  the  Land  League  was 
founded,  and  in  1880  the  cases  of  agra- 
rian crime  had  risen  to  2,585.  In  1881, 
which  was  not  a  famine  year,  but  a 
remarkably  good  year  for  small  farmers 
in  Ireland,  the  cases  of  ordinary  crime 
were  7,788,  and  of  agrarian  crime  4,439 ; 
in  1882  the  number  of  cases  of  agrarian 
crime  was  3,433.  After  the  first  six 
months  of  the  Grimes  Act  coming  into 
operation,  and  the  Land  League  being 
Buppreseedy  the  number  of  cases  of  agra- 


rian crime  fell  to  870,  and  in  the  follow- 
ing year  to  763.  .  Was  there  ever  such  a 
suggestion  that  law-breakers  should  be 
law-makers,  and  that  those  who  pro- 
voked the  breaches  of  the  law  were  the 
men  who  were  keeping  down  crime  and 
making  law  respected  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
never  said  anything  truer  in  his  life  than 
when  he  said  that  "  crime  dogged  with 
fatal  precision  the  footsteps  of  the 
Land  League."  That  was  true  thea. 
It  was  true  now,  and  it  would  be 
true  as  long  as  the  Land  League 
existed.  Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  spoke  of  conciliation  and 
the  union  of  hearts,  and  so  forth, 
which  was  very  fine  on  English  plat- 
forms and  in  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  there  was  not  much  of  that  kind  of 
thing  in  their  speeches  on  the  other  side 
of  the  water.  One  hon.  Gentleman — 
the  Member  for  South  Tipperary  (Mr. 
John  O'Connor) — went  to  address  a 
League  meeting  in  Tipperary  not  long 
ago,  and  he  said  he  had  been  talking  so 
much  conciliation  in  England  that  he 
hardly  knew  how  to  address  a  National 
League  meeting.  If  conciliation  were 
the  order  of  the  day — as  would  be  in- 
ferred from  the  speeches  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons — what  about  the 
articles  in  the  Nationalist  Press  in  Ire- 
land ?  If  people  were  to  be  conciliated, 
how  was  it  that  the  Nationalist  organs 
did  not  preach  that  doctrine?  How 
was  it  they  preached  hatred  to  English 
law  as  much  as  they  could  ?  How  i^out 
their  allies  and  friends  in  America? 
How  about  the  meeting  at  New  York 
on  Sunday  last  ? — a  meeting  of  Fenians 
and  Invincibles,  at  which  the  knife  and 
dynamite  were  freely  advocated,  at 
which  Frank  Byrne — once  secretary 
of  the  Land  League — advocated  the 
destruction  of  Liverpool  Docks  by  fire. 
Of  all  the  speeches  made  during  the 
debate,  none  had  been  so  marvellous  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glas- 
gow, who  seemed  to  have  forgotten  his 
own  past  record.  Nothing  was  so  mar- 
vellous as  his  abnegation  and  his  f  orget- 
f  ulness  of  self,  and  of  what  he  did  when 
he  was  ^Chief  Secretary,  and  when  he 
was  responsible  for  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  Nothing  was  so  remarkable 
as  the  way  in  which  he  spoke  of  the 
National  League,  considering  that  it 
was  he  who  promulgated  the  dooumeat 
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by  whioli  the  Land  League  was  sup- 
pressed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
taunted  the  Government  with  having 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  enable  the  law  to 
be  properly  administered  before  there 
was  a  sufficient  amount  of  crime  to  make 
such  legislation  justifiable.  But  it 
was  not  the  business  of  a  civilized 
Government  to  wait  until  crime  was 
rampant  and  honest  men  could  not 
hold  up  their  heads.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Gk>vernment|  if  it  was  necessary,  to 
alter  procedure  so  that  law  could  be  en- 
forced. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  jus- 
tified the  action  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment by  referring  to  the  amount  of 
crime  under  his  own  maladministration. 
If,  as  he  said,  the  Liberal  Government 
only  took  power  to  suppress  the  Invin- 
cibles  and  kindred  associations,  how  was 
it  that  his  Government  suppressed  the 
Land  League  ?  The  Land  League  died 
the  moment  it  was  proclaimed ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  exercised 
one-half  the  vigour  in  the  latter  part  of 
his  Ministry  that  he  did  in  the  earlier, 
there  would  not  have  been  half  the 
difficulty  there  was  now  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his  laxity, 
was,  therefore,  personally  responsible 
for  much  of  the  evils  at  present  existing 
in  Ireland,  and  the  way  that  he  went  on  to 
attack  the  administration  of  the  present 
law  was  simply  puerile.  He  complained 
of  the  arrest  of  a  football  party  at  Kan- 
turk,  who  had  assaulted  the  police.  Did 
he  mean  that  the  players  were  entitled 
to  a  ''free  kick"  at  a  policeman?  He 
spoke  of  men  being  driven  to  prison  in 
droves ;  but  he  did  not  adduce  any 
examples.  However,  it  was  satisfactory 
to  know  that  the  law  was  beginning  to 
prevail  in  Ireland,  especially  in  the 
matter  of  Boycotting,  which  had  greatly 
diminished  throughout  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  brought  forward  a  case  to  show 
what  Boycotting  was.  That  case  had 
been  challenged,  and  he  would  leave 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  give  his  ver- 
sion of  the  story  again  if  he  pleased. 
He  (Colonel  Kinff-Harman)  would  give 
one  case,  which  he  did  not  find  in  the 
Police  Betums,  of  the  accursed  practice 
of  Boycotting  which  had  occurred  within 
his  own  knowledge — a  case,  however, 
which  was  typical  of  hundreds  and  of 
thousands,  but  which  he  could  per- 
sonally vouch  for.  In  the  county  of 
SligOi  a  man  named  Qoffin  was .  Boj* 
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ootted  for  about  two  years.  The  man 
was  a  small  farmer  and  a  shopkeeper ; 
no  servant  was  allowed  to  work  for 
him,  and  no  customer  was  permitted  to 
enter  his  shop.  A  poor  widow,  named 
Sweeney,  who  had  a  family  of  five  chil- 
dren, and  was  in  receipt  of  outdoor 
relief  of  4«.  per  week,  assisted  the 
Boycotted  man  as  a  means  of  helping 
herself  and  family.  In  October  or  Sep- 
tember last  the  woman  did  some  work 
for  him,  for  which  she  was  rewarded  in 
kind  out  of  his  shop  and  not  in  money. 
For  this  she  also  was  Boycotted.  The 
National  League  disapproved  of  this, 
and  the  other  day  the  poor  woman  was 
in  consequence  struck  off  the  outdoor 
relief  list  by  the  Guardians,  and  was 
told  that  if  she  wanted  relief  she 
iQight  go  into  the  house,  and  thus 
be  separated  from  her  children.  All 
this  was  because  she  did  some 
work  for  a  Boycotted  man,  and  yet  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  asking  for  an 
extension  of  local  self-government  for 
such  men  as  the  Guardians  of  this 
Union.  Let  them  give  the  country  law 
and  order  first,  and  a  real  free  voice, 
which  the  people  had  not  at  the  present 
time,  and  then  such  Guardians  would 
not  be  re-elected.  If  the  people  were 
allowed  to  exercise  the  franchise  accord- 
ing to  their  conscience,  they  would  not 
elect  men  who  committed  such  heartless 
acts,  and  who  had  brought  the.  Unions 
into  the  condition  in  which  they  now 
were.  Let  them  look  at  the  condition 
of  the  Unions  in  the  South  and  West 
of  Ireland.  He  would  not  speak  of 
what  were  known  as  the  distressed 
unions,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley),  when  he  was 
in  Office,  advanced  £20,000,  and  he 
would  not  say  whether  that  advance  was 
necessary  or  not,  though  an  inquiry  into 
the  management  of  that  grant  had 
proved  that  it  was  maladministered  to 
an  extent  which  even  those  who  thought 
that  they  knew  something  about  it  were 
not  aware  of.  But  he  might  say  that 
more  than  one-half  of  the  Unions  in 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland  were 
practically  bankrupt.  The  Guardians 
spent  their  time  in  talking  politics  and 
in  passing  seditious  resolutions  against 
the  Government,  and  against  anybody 
who  did  not  happen  to  agree  with  them, 
while  the  poor  were  neglected,  and  those 
who  were  in  Teoei[>t  of  outdoor  relief 
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oonld  not  get  their  money  because  the 
cheques  of  the  Guardians  were  dis- 
honoured by  the  bank  through  their 
accounts  being  overdrawn — [Cries  of 
"Where?"  " What  Unions ?^']  —  He 
could  not  give  the  full  list  from  memory, 
but  he  would  name  off- hand  the  Unions 
of  Tulla,  Ennistymon,  and  Dingle  to  go 
on  with,  and  he  would  be  prepared  with 
other  names  later  if  required.  These 
were  the  kind  of  people  to  whom  it  was 
proposed  to  give  local  self-government, 
and  through  whom  the  hearts  of  the 
people  were  to  be  won.  The  first  thing 
that  should  be  done,  however,  was  to 
keep  these  people  in  order,  to  teach  them 
their  business,  to  teach  them  the  first 
principles  of  honesty  and  duty.  After 
that  they  might  beffin  to  talk  about 
giving  them  local  seu-govemment.  Let 
the  law  be  obeyed  first.  Law  in  Lreland 
must  be  carried  out.  There  was  no 
nation  in  the  world — as  Lrish  history 
from  the  remotest  ages  proved — that  re- 
quired to  be  governed,  and  that  must  be 
and  would  be  govemea,  as  the  Irish  race 
required  to  be  governed.  They  must  be 
governed.  History  showed  that  before 
the  Saxon  ever  put  his  foot  on  Irish  soil 
the  few  bright  spots  in  Irish  history 
were  where  the  Irish  sceptre  was 
wielded  by  a  strong  and  powerful 
Monarch  to  enforqe  the  law ;  and  where 
the  Irish  nation  was  not  governed  bylaw 
it  would  be  governed  by  lawlessness. 
It  was  the  duty  of  any  Government,  and 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  if  ever  the 
unfortunate  chance — which  God  forbid 
— should  occur  of  giving  into  their  hands 
the  government  of  Ireland,  to  see  that 
the  mws  which  they  made  were  carried 
out  Every  country  must  have  law.  The 
excitable  nature  of  the  Irish  people  must 
have  law,  and  if  they  did  not  enforce  it 
the  people  would  submit  themselves  to 
what  they  believed  was  stronger  than 
the  law,  even  though  it  might  be  what 
Mr.  F.  J.  Smyth  (»dled  the  League  of 
Hell — the  Land  League.  The  law  must 
be  protected.  Puny  it  had  been  in  the 
past,  but  punitive,  deterrent,  and  pro- 
tective, please  God,  it  should  be  in  the 
future.  Men  who  wished  to  do  their 
duty  must  be  protected  by  Government, 
if  Government  was  to  be  worth  anything 
at  all,  and  procedure  must  be  framed  so 
as  to  make  the  law  operative.  The  Irish 
people  were  not  free  from  original  sin 
any  more  than  any  other  nation ;  but 


he  believed  that  they  were  more  easily 
governed  by  a  strong  and  just  Govern- 
ment than  the  Anglo-Saxon  race.  He 
thouffht  it  most  creditable  to  the  Irish 
people  that  after  six  years  of  misgovem- 
ment,  intimidation,  and  incentive  to 
wrong- doing  they  had  maintained  so 
good  a  position  as  they  had.  It  could 
not  be  expected  that  the  evil  effect  of 
six  years  of  misgovernment  could  be 
done  away  with  in  a  moment ;  but  he 
claimed  that  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  doing  away  with  those 
evil  effects  gradually  but  steadily.  He 
believed  that  the  people  were  looking 
to  the  law  for  protection  to  themselves 
— they  were  turning  to  industry,  and 
were  trying  to  improve  their  position, 
because  they  believed  that  the  law 
would  protect  them  in  the  honest  fruits 
of  their  industry.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  doing  their  duty  by  Ire- 
land and  by  the  Empire,  and  the  House 
might  be  perfectly  certain  that  they 
would  continue  in  their  present  course. 
He  believed  that  Otod  would  bless  their 
efforts,  and  that  they  would  see  Ireland 
as  it  should  be — free  from  crime,  happy, 
prosperous,  and  industrious. 

Me.  H.  GLADSTONE  (Leeds,  W.) 
said,  that  at  the  outset  of  his  remarks, 
he  wished  to  protest  strongly  against  the 
tone   adopted  by  the  right  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
sle  of  Thanet  Division  of  Kent  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  in  his  attack  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bushdiffe  Division 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  for  some 
comments  which  that  hon.  Gentleman 
made  on  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Oolonel  Saunderson).  Yesterday  he 
(Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  heard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh,  and  he  said  emphatically  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  brought 
a  distinct  charge  in  the  way  of  innuendo 
against  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Kerry  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  of 
inciting  to  crime  and  outrage,  and  he  also 
brought  a  similar  charge  against  another 
right  hon.  Member,  which  he  (Mr.  H. 
Gladstone)  would  not  touch  upon  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  Chief  Secretary 
cheered  when  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Xing-Harman)  said 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  did  not  deal  in  innuendos, 
but  delivered  downright  invectives ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  ^Mr.  H.  Gladstone), 
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that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
delivered  hia  s^eeoh  in  innuendos  thun- 
dered forth  as  inveotiyes.  But,  however 
that  might  be,  he  denied  the  charge 
brought  against  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  £. 
Harrington),  and  eyeryone  who  knew  that 
hon.  Qentleman  would  agree  with  him  in 
sajing  that  such  charges  were  false  and 
infamous.  He  had  listened  with  atten- 
tion to  the  speech  of  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  he 
wished  to  gather  an  accurate  idea  of  the 
real  state  of  Ireland ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Oenueman  had  left  his  mind 
in  a  complete  fog,  because  at  one 
moment  he  spoke  of  the  excellent  state 
Ireland  was  in,  and  almost  in  the  same 
breath  he  said  it  was  in  a  shocking  oondi- 
tion — ^so  bad,  in  fact,  that  they  must  not 
ever  think  of  giving  local  government 
to  it.  He  could  not  make  either  head 
or  tail  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  speech,  and  he  should  have 
to  content  himself  with  the  plain  facts 
which  the  Gbvemment  had  given  in 
their  Betums.  There  were,  however, 
one  or  two  remarks  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wmch 
he  must  notice.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  made  charges 
against  members  of  the  National  League 
in  Ireland — he  charged  them  with  pur- 
loining the  money  of  the  League.  In 
saying  that,  he  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  was 
not  doing  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  an  injustice,  he  thought. 
The  worse  his  charges  were  against  the 
National  League  the  more  fierce  in  tone 
and  the  more  savage  in  demeanour  he 
became,  and  he  gave  hon.  Members,  the 
opportunity  of  forming  an  opinion  upon 
the  judicial  spirit  in  which  the  au- 
thorities of  Dublin  Castle  worked  the 
Grimes  Act.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  made  some  allusion  to 
Mr.  Sheridan,  and  a  Question  that  was 
asked  in  the  House  in  the  Session  of 
1882,  and  with  regard  to  which  he  (Mr. 
H.  Gladstone)  only  wished  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  GbnUeman 
only  had  blame  and  condemnation  for 
one  unfortunate  individual.  Why  had 
not  he  brought  down  the  thunder  of  his 
invective  upon  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  and  the  other 
Liberal  Unionist  Leaders  who,  at  the 
time,  were  in  the  Cabinet  and  privy  to 
what  had  taken  place  ? 


OoLONBL  KING-HABMAN  said,  he 
had  read  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  had  made  a  similar  answer, 
he  should  have  read  it. 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  ques- 
tion was  in  reference  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  as  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  knew,  it  was -referred  to 
the  Government,  and  all  the  Members 
of  the  Cabinet  were  privy  to  the  answer. 
Then  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  gone  into  the  ancient  histoiy 
of  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland,  and  had 
quoted  the  figures  from  1877,  and  had 
tried  to  show  an  intimate  connection 
between  those  figures  and  the  course  of 
the  Land  League.  He  had  said  that 
crime  only  began  to  fall  when  the  Coer- 
cion Act  of  1881  began  to  work.  He  was 
speakiog  in  reference  to  the  allegations 
of  Liberal  Members,  that  the  present 
improved  state  of  the  country  was  owing 
to  the  Land  Act  of  last  year.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  re- 
collect that  when,  seven  years  ago,  there 
was  a  fall  in  outrages,  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  was  at  work. 

Colonel  EING-HABMAN  said,  that 
after  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  crime 
rose  to  an  unexampled  extent. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
might  be ;  but,  as  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  knew,  it  took  some 
time  for  the  Land  Act  to  get  to  work. 
Now,  he  was  going  to  make  a  few  remarks 
on  the  state  of  Ireland  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  and  the  position  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  with  regiurd  to  it  They  were 
very  much  misled  last  year  in  the  coarse 
of  the  debates  in  the  House,  for  they 
were  led  to  expect  from  the  Government 
much  drastic  vigour  and  effective  bru- 
tality in  restoring  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  they  had  had  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
had  been  exasperating  without  strength 
— it  had  been  ineffective  without  any 
action  calculated  to  maintain  the  dignity 
and  supremacy  of  the  law  or  to  create 
respect  for  the  Administration  itself. 
No  serious  attempt  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  to  put  down  the  Na- 
tional League.  Now,  this  debate  had 
brought  into  prominence  three  facts, 
which,  he  thought,  were  incontestible 
in  spite  of  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.    and   gallant   Gentleman.      First 
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of  all,  with  respect  to  the  National 
League.  No  attempt  had  been  made  to 
suppress  it.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  that  the  power  of  the 
National  League  was  going  down,  and 
he  brought  forward  some  arguments 
— the  stale,  old  arguments — whioh  had 
been  in  use  in  Dublin  Oastle  from  time 
immemorial,  which  he  (Mr.  H.  Olad- 
atone)  remembered  using  himself  in  1881 
and  1882,  and  whioh  were  continually 
used  by  Mr.  Foster  in  this  House,  to  the 
effect  that  the  subscriptions  from  Ame- 
rica to  the  Land  League  were  falling  off, 
and  that  the  sympathies  of  the  people 
were  being  transferred  from  the  Land 
League  to  the  Government.  Well,  were 
they  Justified  in  using  that  argument 
then?  They  were  as  much  justified  as 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  now — perhaps  more  justified.  In 
the  next  place,  the  Gbvernment  having 
tried  to  suppress  a  certain  number  of 
branches  of  the  National  League,  as 
everyone  admitted,  had  failed  to  do  it. 
They  read  in  the  papers  that  the  branches 
continued  to  hold  meetings.  Beports  of 
their  proceedings  were  published  in  a 
eroat  number  of  Irish  papers.  These 
mots  were  incontestible.  Then,  in  the 
third  place,  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
had  run  its  course  in  Ireland  almost 
without  interruption.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  recollect  that  last  year  there 
were  two  main  reasons  adduced  in 
support  of  the  Grimes  Bill  by  hon. 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House — 
namely,  that  the  National  League  should 
be  put  down,  and  that  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign should  be  sternly  suppressed,  and 
should  never  be  allowed  to  raise  its  head. 
Coercion,  they  were  told,  was  of  no  use 
whatever  if  it  did  not  enable  the  Govern- 
ment at  once  to  deal  with  those  two  for- 
midable evils.  He  felt  great  compassion 
for  the  unsatis6ed  desires  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Saunder- 
•on),  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  and  many  others.  That 
was  the  view  then  entertained  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  and  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Sossendale ;  but  the  failure 
of  their  hopes  had  been  the  fulfilment 
of  the  expectations  of  the  Opposition ; 
for  the  Opposition  had  said  at  the  time 
in  the  House  that  the  National  League 
was  in  reality  the  Irish  nation,  and  that 
they  could  no  more  put  down  the  League 
and  the  spirit  of  the  League  than  they 
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could  put  down  the  spirit  of  nationality 
among  the  Irish  people.  Well,  the 
1,800  branches  of  the  League  were  now 
flourishing,  and  no  attempt  was  made 
to  hew  down  its  main  trunk  in  Dublin. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
illegality  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign  and 
its  failure  ;  and  he  did  not  dispute  that 
technically  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was 
illegal  and  susceptible  of  grave  abuses 
in  any  well-ordered  community;  but 
what  attempt  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  by 
the  Chief  Secretary,  or  anybody  else, 
to  prove  that  in  its  effects  and  its  work- 
ing during  the  last  12  months  it  had 
done  any  injustice  to  anybody?  Would 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
say  that  the  settlements  on  the  estates 
to  which  the  Flan  had  been  applied 
would  have  been  effected  if  the  Flan  had 
not  been  adopted  ?  Would  the  hundreds 
of  poor  tenants  on  the  Kingston  Estate 
have  got  the  benefit  of  the  Government 
Land  Act  Of  last  year  but  for  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The  set- 
tlement was  refused  by  the  National 
League  three  months  ago. 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  given 
to  understand  that  a  settlement  has  been 
quite  recently  made. 

CoLONBL  KING-HABMAN  said,  th^t 
settlements  made  by  Lady  Kingston 
were  made  on  terms  which  were  offered 
to  the  tenants  some  time  ago  and  re- 
fused. ['*  No ! "  from  th$  Hom$  RuUr$.'] 
He  had  it  from  the  lady  herself. 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
leave  that  point  to  be  dealt  with  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  who 
had  a  special  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
and  were  well  able  to  deal  with  it.  But 
whatever  might  be  said  about  that 
settlement,  it  was  clear  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  poor  tenants  would  have  been 
turned  out  of  their  holdings  but  for  the 
action,  legal  or  illegal,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien);  and  they  might  talk  about 
technicalities  and  the  letter  of  the  law 
as  much  as  they  liked,  but  it  was  well 
known  that  people  whose  vital  interests 
were  at  stake  and  who  were  driyen  to 
desperation,  would  take  the  best  weapons 
which  came  to  hand  for  the  defence  of 
their  homes  and  their  lives.  Did  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
deny    that    all    the    landlords    except 
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one  to  vrhom  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
had  been  applied  had  given  in, 
though  they  had  at  their  backs  all 
the  armed  forces  of  the  Crown  to 
support  them?  Did  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  constitute  him- 
self the  champion  of  ihe  one  dis- 
tinguished landlord  who  had  re- 
mained obdurate  ?  He  (Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone) had  listened  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  when  he  had  de- 
nounced murders  and  outrages,  and  he 
hoped  that  they  in  that  House  all  joined 
in  denouncing  them ;  but  he  had  never 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  or  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
or  from  any  occupant  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  any  denunciation  of  the  hideous 
crimes  of  the  landlords.  He  did  not 
want  to  make  any  sweeping  charge 
against  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  He 
had  always  said,  in  every  speech  he  had 
made  on  the  subject,  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
had  done,  or  had  tried  to'  do,  their 
duty ;  but  a  remnant  of  them  had  been 
criminals  in  the  true  sense  of  the  word, 
by  bringing  destruction  on  thousands  of 
men,  women,  and  children ;  and  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  never 
uttered  a  word  of  condemnation  of  their 
conduct.  [An  hon.  Membeb  :  He  is  one 
of  them.]  In  regard,  then,  to  these  points 
which  he  had  dwelt  upon,  from  the  point 
of  view  of  order  and  the  general  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  the  Government  had  not 
much  cause  for  satisfaction.  He  now 
came  to  the  Chief  Secretary's  statistics, 
and  what  were  they  ?  In  regard  to  the 
figures  relating  to  Boycotting,  he  ad- 
mitted that  cases  of  ''  total  Boycotting  " 
were  of  importance,  and  he  was  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man say  that  there  were  fewer  of  those 
painful  cases  to  be  found  in  Ireland; 
but  in  the  Beturn  given  they  found 
thousands  of  cases  of  what  was  called 
*^  partial  Boycotting."  He  should  like 
to  ask  what  was  this  partial  Boycotting? 
They  had  no  definition  of  it.  If  any- 
thing was  refused  to  anybody  in  Ire- 
land he  supposed  that  that  constituted 
' '  partial  Boycotting."  If  such  a  Return 
were  made  out  for  England  he  could 
undertake  to  give  50,000  as  good  cases 
of  partial  Boycotting  as  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  gave  for  Ireland. 
He  epoke  with  some  knowledge  on  this 
subject,  for  in  many  parts  of  England  he 
had  seen  and  spoken  to  men  who  had 

Mr,  IT.  GlqdMUn^ 


been,  he  would  not  say  wholly  rained 
because  they  did  not  allow  that  in  Eng- 
land, but  partly  ruined  by  the  with- 
drawal of  custom  because  of  their 
politics.  In  England  they  did  not  allow 
the  system  to  do  much  mischief,  because 
they  believed  in  their  cause  and  f  onght 
Boycotting  and  the  Boycottors ;  and  if 
the  people  who  were  Boycotted  in  Ire- 
land had  a  better  cause  they  would  be 
able  to  stand  out  much  bettor  againat 
Boycotting  than  they  did.  But  how 
were  those  Returns  made  up  ?  He  had 
some  slight  experience  of  Dublin  Castle, 
having  been  there  four  mofiths,  and  he 
had  some  knowledge  of  the  temper  and 
the  methods  of  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland.  At  Manchester,  not  long  ago, 
the  Chief  Secretary  happened  to  mention 
the  question  of  evictions,  and  pointed 
out  triumphantly  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Trevelyan) 
was  in  Office,  a  great  number  of  evic- 
tions were  carried  out,  while  there  was 
a  much  smaller  number  during  his  own 
tenure  of  Office.  There  were  special 
points  which  were  referred  to  yester- 
day on  which  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
challenged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  he  only  wanted  to  say  that  it  was 
a  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  land- 
lords and  the  ''loyal  minority"  had, 
during  the  last  10  years,  done  tiieir  best 
to  hamper  a  Liberal  Government  and 
to  give  every  assistance  to  a  Conserva- 
tive Gt>vernment.  Mr.  Forster  found 
that  out  when  in  Office,  and  there  was 
ample  proof  of  it.  They  know  very  well 
that  numbers  of  Irish  landlords  had 
held  their  hands  in  order  not  toembairass 
a  Tory  Government,  when  the  same  men 
had  at  other  times  insisted  on  their  lull 
legal  rights,  knowing  that  their  insist- 
ance  must  add  to  the  difficulties  of  the 
Liberal  Government.  The  case  was 
the  same  in  regard  to  Boycotting. 
The  police  and  the  Resident  Magistrate 
were  naturally  largely  under  the  in- 
fluence of  the  gentry  and  of  those  call- 
ing themselves  Loyalists,  who  cried  for 
coercion  and  gave  figures  last  year  to  show 
they  required  protection.  Now,  these 
gentlemen  were  bound  to  show  that 
coercion  had  succeeded,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  had  gladly  given  evidence  to 
Dublin  Castle  to  the  e£Pect  that  their 
position  was  much  better,  in  order  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  might  have  excellent  figures 
to  present  to  the  House  to  justify  coer* 
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oion.  ['<  Oh,  oh !  "1  He  made  no  re- 
flection on  the  goodf  faith  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  He  was  well  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  go  into 
the  details  of  these  oases.  It  had  heen 
the  standing  eyil  of  the  Oastle  that  they 
were  at  the  mercy  of  the  allegations  and 
fignres  sent  to  them  from  idl  parts  of 
the  country.  Now,  he  passed  to  the 
Setnm  concerning  outrages.  Looking 
at  this  Eetum,  hon.  Memhers  would 
do  well  to  compare  the  last  five  months 
of  1886  with  the  last  five  months  of 
1887.  They  would  find  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  take  small  satisfaction 
from  the  Betum.  He  admitted  that 
there  was  little  crime  now  ;  but  there 
was  little  last  year.    The  Betum  alto- 

father  was  of  small  value ;  hut  attempts 
ad  been  made  to  found  something  on 
it.     In  the  five  months  of  1886  there 
were  239  outrages,  and  in  the  eight 
last  months  of  1887  there  were  228, 
giving  the  Government  the  small  ad- 
vantage of  16.    He  omitted  threatening 
letters  and  noticesi  which  were  of  no  im- 
portance. All  this  came  to  very  little ;  and 
for  thispaltry  advantage  the  Government 
last  year  went  through  the  prolonged 
and  bitter  debates  on  the  Onmes  Act. 
It  was  for  this  the  Government  had,  if 
possible,  increased  the  distrust  in  Ire- 
land in  the  administration  of  the  law 
and  even  weakened  the  respect  for  the 
law  itself.    More  than  that,  the  Go- 
vernment had  succeeded,  unhappily,  in 
leading  a  large  part  of  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  to  view  the  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  in  Ireland  in  the  same 
light  as  the  Irish  people.      The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bushcliffe  Division  of 
Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had  gone 
into  this  matter,  and  he  (Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone) did  not  intend  to  follow  him.  With 
all  that  the  hon.  Member  had  said  he 
agreed,  and  he  thought  that  it  proved 
his  contention.   It  was  singularly  unfor- 
tunate to  see  in  Ireland  the  responsible 
authority  representing  the  Gt>vernment 
— the  40,000  police  and  soldiers— stand- 
ing in  hopeless  antagonism  to  the  people 
and  their  Bepresentatives.     Perhaps  he 
might   be  allowed  to  give  one  small 
illustration  of  what  he  meant.    A  gen- 
tleman   whom  he  happened    to   meet 
some  time  ago — a  man  of  unimpeach- 
able   position  and   respectability — was 
the  spectator  of  some  rather  notorious 
evictions  in  Ireland.     He  was  a  gentle- 
man eminently  peaceful— peaceful  to  a 


fkult  ;  and,  seeing  there  was  some 
rough  work,  he  was  removing  himself 
to  a  safe  distance  at  the  time  an  order 
was  given  to  dear  the  groimd  round  the 
cottages,  and  for  the  police  to  form  a 
cordon.  The  police  charged,  and  this 
unfortunate  gentleman,  who  had  been 
going  off  before  the  order  was  given, 
was  knocked  down  three  times,  and 
rolled  into  the  ditch.  He  did  not  resist 
at  all.  After  the  occurrence,  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  went  and  apologized  to 
him,  ana  said — 

*'  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  my  men  did 
not  know  you  were  an  Englishman.  They 
thought  yoa  were  an  Irish  Memher." 

He  added — 

''The  Irish  Memhers  do  not  spare  us  with 
their  tongues,  and  we  go  for  them  when  we  get 
the  chance." 

Now,  there  was  a  good  deal  of  humour 
in  that  story ;  but  it  conveyed  a  serious 
moral.  It  showed  that  this  antagonism 
must  last  while  the  Government  per- 
sisted in  their  traditional  policy — a 
policy  which,  whatever  might  be  said 
of  any  other  policy,  had  always  been  a 
wretched  and  complete  failure.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
Government  and  their  supporters  in 
respect  to  their  administration  in  Ire- 
land,  the  main  charge  he  brought 
against  them  was — and  the  point  had 
been  alluded  to  before  in  the  course  of  i 
that  debate  —  that  they  had  broken 
their  solemn  pledges  in  regard  to  local 
government  in  Ireland,  and  they  had 
in  this  way  made  their  action  harsher, 
more  partial,  and  more  mischievous. 
He  asked  this,  by  what  Oonstitutional 
or  moral  right  were  they  governing 
Ireland  by  coercion  alone  ?  In  his 
opinion,  not  enough  had  been  said  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  pledges  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  of  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  Liberal  side  also,  had 
been  broken.  The  Liberal  Party  were 
beaten  at  the  last  Election  because  of 
the  promises  those  Gentlemen  had 
made,  and  which  they  had  entirely 
failed  to  keep.  He  wished  to  show  that 
by  quotations  from  speeches  ;  and  he 
assured  hon.  Members  that  he  would 
give  as  few  extracts  as  were  necessary 
to  prove  his  point.  All  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists  at  the  last  General 
Election  were  saturated  with  pledges 
that  they  would  push  forward  local 
government  for  Ireland,  and  with  re- 
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padiations  of  a  ooeroion  policnr.  At 
Leeds,  on  June  19,  1886,  Lord  Salis- 
bury made  a  speecli — his  last  speeoh 
before  the  Election — in  which  he  gave 
the  text  of  his  policy.    He  said — 

"  Of  a  good  ByBtem  of  local  government  for 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  I  have  always 
been  an  advocate.  I  believe  tiie  extension  of 
local  government  to  Ireland  would  be  a  great 
advantage ;" 

and  the  noble  Marquess  admitted  that 
the  present  system  constituted  "a  sub- 
stantial grleyance  "  in  Ireland.  In  his 
address  to  the  electors  of  Edinburgh, 
June  18,  1886,  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said — 

"To  the  assertion  that  there  is  no  other 
choice  than  to  accept  the  Government  plan  or 
to  fall  back  upon  simple  repression,  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  give  a  point-blank  denial.  .  . 
I  am  an  advocate  of  large  measures  of  decen- 
tralisation." 

He  would  now  quote  passages  to  show 
how  completely  the  Goyemment  had 
realized  the  binding  force  of  the  pledges 
which  they  gave  to  the  constituencies 
before  the  General  Election.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill),  on  August 
19,  1886,  said  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— 

''The  Queen's  Speech  of  January  last  an- 
nounced the  introduction  of  a  BiU  with  regard 
to  local  government  in  England  as  well  as  in 

Ireland The  great  sign-posts   of  our 

pNolicy  were  at  that  time,  and  are  still,  equality, 
similarity,  and,  if  I  may  use  such  a  word, 
simultoneity  of  treatment  as  far  as  is  practi- 
cable in  the  development  of  a  genuinely  popular 
system  of  local  government  in  all  the  four 
countries  which  form  the  United  Kingdom," — 
(3  Hansard,  [308]  1323.) 

The  noble  Lord,  later  on,  on  Sep- 
tember 14,  said — 

"  He  thought  that  the  functions  of  the  Board 
of  Works  and  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board 
called  for  the  most  careful  consideration  from 
the  Government,  with  a  view  to  their  develop- 
ment, as  far  as  might  be,  in  accordance  with 
Irish  ideas  and  desires.  It  was  the  decided 
intention  of  the  Government  to  make  proposals 
to  Parliament  at  the  earliest  oj>portnnity, 
which  he  hoped  might  be  next  Session." 

Now,  last  Session  came  and  went  with- 
out any  sign  of  the  fulfilment  of  that 
promise.  The  Solicitor  General  said 
the  hope  was  disappointed ;  but  it  had 
been  disappointed  this  year,  and  there 
was  now  less  hope  than  ever  from 
the  mere  fact  that  they  brought  in  a 
Bill  for  the  reform  of  local  government 
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limited  to  England  and  Scotland,  which 
was  not  BO  much  wanted  as  in  Ireland. 
He  now  passed  to  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale, 
who  they  all  knew  was  the  pillar  and  sup- 
port of  the  present  Government,  which 
speeches  were  even  more  significant 
than  those  already  quoted.  The  noble 
Lord,  speaking  at  Glasgow,  oa  June  26, 
1886,  said — 

"  To  what  I  said  at  Belfast  last  year  about 
local  government  in  Ireland,  I  adhere  now." 

At  Belfast  on  November  5,  1885,  the 
noble  Lord  said — 

<*  I  would  not  shrink  from  a  great  and  bold 
reconstruction  of  the  government  of  Ireland ; 
I  would  not  be  disposed  to  deny  that  it  is  pro- 
bably too  centralized  in  Dublin,  and  that  owing 
to  tiie  delegation  of  so  many  of  the  f  nnctiona 
of  government  to  irresponsible  Boards,  it  is 
wanting  in  vigour  and  responsibility." 

Speaking  at  Bossendale,  on  July  5, 
1886,  before  the  General  Election,  he 
said — 

"  I  admit  that  any  reasonable  do«re  for  the 
extension  of  self-government  must  now  be  con- 
sidered in  the  Imperial  Parliament.*' 

Two  days  later  the  noble  Lord  said — 

''We  have  long  been  endeavouring  to  find 
the  opportunity  of  giving  to  the  people  of  Rng^-> 
land  .and  Scotland  greater  control  over  the 
management  of  their  own  local  affairs,  and 
whatever  rights  we  give  **  (hon.  Members  would 
mark  this)  ''  to  England  and  Scotland  we  all 
are  ready  to  give  equally,  and,  if  a  case  can. 
be  made  out  for  it,  in  a  greater,  a  further,  a 
more  generous  degree  to  Ireland." 

One  more  extract  he  would  make  from 
the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord.  Speaking^ 
at  Glasgow,  June  25th,  1886,  the  noble 
Lord  said — 

'*  I  confess  for  myself  that  I  am  not  going  to 
be  intimidated  by  the  name  of  coercion  from 
supporting,  or  if  need  be  proposing,  suoh 
measures  ns  may  be  necessary  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  just  and  equal  laws  and  rights  in  Ire- 
land, when  once  I  am  satisfied  we  luive  met,  or 
endeavoured  to  meet,  the  legitimate  denrea 
and  legitimate  demands  of  the  Irish  people." 

Well,  what  did  these  extracts  show?  He 
regretted  to  say,  and  he  said  it  respeot- 
fufiy,  as  he  had  a  genuine  and  great  re- 
spect for  the  noble  Lord,  that  those  ex- 
tracts clearly  showed  that  the  noble 
Lord  must  have  led  his  constituents  to 
believe  that,  if  returned  to  power — and 
he  was  practically  returned  to  power — he 
would  see  that  the  question  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  should  be  taken  up, 
because  he  admitted  that  the  absence  of 
it  was  a  grievance.   The  extracts  showed 
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that  the  noble  Lord  gave  his  constituente 
to  understand  that  he  would  not  rote  for 
coercion  until  he  had  satisfied  or  at- 
tempted to  satisfy  the  just  desires  and 
wishes  of  the  Irish  people.  The  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  they  had  just  desires 
and  wants  ;  but  he  had  voted  for  coer- 
cion, and  he  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  deeply 
regretted  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  lifted  a  finger  to  remove  the  grievance 
which  he  himself  at  his  Election  admitted 
to  exist.  These  extracts  proved  up  to  the 
hilt  that  the  Gbvernment  were  returned 
to  power  under  a  complete  misapprehen- 
sion— not  to  use  a  harsher  word.  That 
misapprehension  in  the  popular  mind 
was  brought  about  by  their  own  speeches 
and  their  own  pledges,  which  they  had 
not  attempted  to  fulfil.  They  had  had 
one  excuse  that  he  knew  of  from  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  to  why  they  were  not  dealing 
with  this  question  of  local  government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer — ^he  was  quoting 
from  memory,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mad  would  correct  him  if  ho  was  wrong 
—had  said  that  they  were  unable  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  Local  Government 
because  a  wave  of  lunacy  had  passed 
over  the  people  of  Ireland. 

The  Chancellor  ofthb  exche- 

QUER  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  gave  many  other 
reasons,  but  I  do  not  think  I  used  the 
phrase. 

Mk.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  quoted 
from  memory,  and  would  not  pursue  the 
point.  He  had  seen  no  valid  reason 
Drought  forward  on  the  part  of  the 
Gt>vemment  for  not  fulfilling  the  pledges 
they  repeatedly  made  to  their  constitu- 
ents. He  believed  they  held  their  posi- 
tion under  a  misapprehension,  and  that 
that  explained  the  speech  of  Lord 
Salisbury  at  Liverpool,  in  which  he  said 
that,  though  the  Governmentmight  often 
be  beaten,  they  would  take  very  good 
care  they  did  not  go  to  the  country. 
In  conclusion,  he  said  that  as  the  Na- 
tional Party  became  more  Constitutional, 
more  moderate,  and  more  reasonable,  as 
it  saw  the  dawn  of  liope  brightening  into 
day,  so  the  lojal  patriots  of  whom  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  was  the  Leader,  were  marching 
in  the  opposite  direction ;  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  judging  by  his 
Own  speeches,  was  the  potential  advo- 
cate of  violence  and  rebellion  in  Ireland. 


He  did  not  envy  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  He  was  the  last  and  the  only 
hope  of  the  worst  landlords  in  Ireland  ; 
but  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  been  strong  enough  to  hold  his  shield 
over  the  great  majority  of  them.  One 
remained  under  his  SBgis,  and  he  wished 
him  joy  of  the  noble  Lord  whom  he 
protected.  Unhappily,  the  Government 
was  the  friend  of  all  who  were  despised 
and  distrusted  by  the  Irish  people.  He 
and  his  hon.  Friends,  however,  saw  no 
reason  for  despair.  They  condemned 
all  the  wretched  details  of  the  present 
coercion  administration  in  Ireland;  but, 
taking  a  broad  view  of  the  situation, 
there  was  every  encouragement  to  the 
Liberal  Party  for  a  renewal  of  their 
efforts  in  opposition  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Their  task  might  be  long ; 
but  whether  long  or  short,  hon.  Members 
might  be  sure  that  there  was  a  lasting 
alliance,  defensive  and  offensive,  between 
the  British  and  the  Irish  people,  and  that 
that  alliance  would  continue  until  the 
Government  gave  Home  Rule  to  Ireland, 
or  until  they  were  compelled  to  give 
place  to  those  who  would  give  it. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West)  said,  he  could 
not  pass  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memoer  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
H.  Gladstone)  without  saying  that  a 
more  bitter  speech  had,  in  his  (Sir 
Walter-B.Barttelot's)  opinion,  never  been 
made  in  that  House.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  a  threat  that  law  and  order 
would  not  be  maintained  in  Ireland  until 
Home  Rule  was  granted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.  He  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  stood  up  in  his  place  to  say, 
in  reply  to  that  threat,  that  so  long  as 
they  could  keep  out  of  power  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  and  their 
supporters  would  use  every  Constitu- 
tional means  in  their  power,  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  country,  to  secure  that 
result.  The  Government  had  been 
backed — and  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot) said  it  with  the  greatest  pride  and 
gratitude — by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  whom  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, while  professing  great  friendship, 
had,  nevertheless,  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  damage  before  the  .country. 
That  noble  Marquess,  however,  could 
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well  support  the  oritioism  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  they  were,  at  any  rate, 
proud  of  a  man  who  could  throw  Party 
feeling  to  the  winds  to  secure  the  best 
interests  of  his  country,  which  he  knew 
would  only  be  maintained  by  the 
Liberal  Unionists  uniting  with  a  Party 
which,  whatever  their  faults  or  their 
politics  might  be,  were  determined  at 
all  hazards  to  maintain  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  spoken  with 
much  violence  against  Irish  landlords. 

Me.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had 
distinctly  guarded  himself  against  that. 
He  had  limited  his  remarks  to  a  very 
few 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
the  words  were — ''  The  hideous  crimes 
of  the  landlords." 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE :  I  said  <'  some 
landlords." 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  reservation  might  have  come  in 
afterwards ;  but  it  was  not  in  the 
first  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  disgraceful  way  in  which  the  Irish 
landlords  had  behaved.  He  would  only 
say,  with  regard  to  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, that  they  had  for  many  generations 
and  in  many  instances  done  their  duty 
nobly  to  their  Queen  and  their  country ; 
whereas  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  merely  showed  respect  for 
the  Queen  in  that  House,  while  every- 
thing they  did  outside  showed  the  bitter 
feeling  entertained  against  the  Sovereign 
and  against  the  Government. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  think  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ought 
not  to  pass  without  notice.  They  are 
un-Parliamentary. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  as  his  expression  was  considered 
too  strong  he  would  withdraw  it  at  once. 
His  feelings  upon  this  subject  were 
strong,  and  were  shared  by  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches.  He  protested  against  one 
thing  being  said  within  the  walls  of  that 
House  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
to  totally  different  language  being  used 
elsewhere.  With  regard  to  the  land- 
lords, he  wished  to  say  that  they  had 
surely  been  heavily  mulcted  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  The 
Land  Act  of  1870  was  the  first  step  in 
that  direction,  and  the  second  step  was 
the  Land  Act  of  1881.  He  had  on  every 
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oocasion  voted  against  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  and  he  had  never  disguised  that 
fact.  He  had  spoken  in  his  place  against 
it,  and  had  never  hesitated  fearlessly  to 
state  his  views,  for  he  had  never  changed 
his  opinion.   The  hon.  (Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  stated  that  the  Government  had 
not  fulfilled  their  pledges  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  He,  on  the  contrary,  considered 
that  the  Government  had  done  almost 
more  than  could  have  been  expected 
with  regard  to  the  amelioration  of  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  tenants.     He  had 
not  thought  it  either  right  or  fair  that 
the  Act  of  last  year  should  be  passed, 
nor  did  he  expect  that  it  would  be ;  but 
it  had  been  passed,  and  no  one  would 
now  deny  that  it  had  been  an  Act  of 
amelioration  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant. 
While  it  was  passing,  he  remembered 
how  it  was  reviled  and  denounced  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  said  it 
would  fail,  although  now  they  said  it 
was  an  Act  which  was  contenting  the 
Irish  people.    The  great  question  which 
they  were  assembled  to  discuss  was  that 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland ;  and  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  was  that  disorder  wonld 
continue  to  prevail  there.     He   would 
call  attention  to  the  speech  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  delivered  at  Shornoliffe  on. 
his  return  from  abroad  a  short  time  ago. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
there  was  a  fact  before  us  of  terrible 
solemnity ;  it  was  that  in  this  country, 
which  boasted  itself  the  home  of  liberty, 
we  saw    the    spectacle   of  one  nation 
holding   down    by    force  another    na- 
tion;  that  they  might  cast  their   eyes 
over  Europe  and  they  would    scarcely 
find  such  a  thing ;  in  the  North,  South, 
and  West  of  Europe  no  such  spectacle 
was  to  be  seen,  and  no  such  spectacle 
was  to  be  seen  in  America ;  that  even  in 
the  East  of  Europe  the  most  despotic  of 
countries  gave  to  Finland  her  own  insti- 
tutions, and  Russia  could  say  what  Eng- 
land   could    not    say  —  namely,    that 
32,000,000    people    in    England    were 
afraid    of  5,000,000  in  Ireland  being 
hostile  to  Great  Britain  if  they  had  a 
local  Parliament.   But  why  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  named  Poland, 
and  why  did  he  speak  only  of  Finland, 
the  most  peaceable  of  countries?    He 
(Sir    Walter   B.    Barttelot)  had    seen 
in    Poland   and    around    Warsaw    ia 
1864,  just  after  tiie  rebellion,  troopt 
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and  troops  of  pinioned  and  fettered 
men  being  sent  to  Siberia.  Here  was 
a  ease  far  more  applicable  than  that 
selected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  and  which  would  not  hare  enabled 
him  to  saj  what  he  had  of  despotic 
Bassia.  Again ,  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  about  the  number  of  those  who 
supported  the  Goyemment  had  been  so 
well  refuted  by  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  gone  into  statistics  and  by  an  able 
statement  in  The  Timei  newspaper  that  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the 
matter  further  than  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  a  majority  of  100  which 
he  trusted  they  would  retain ;  and  his 
firm  belief  was  that  if  they  went  to  the 
country  to-morrow  they  would  comeback 
to  the  House  even  stronger  than  they 
were  at  present.  When  the  Crimes  Bill 
was  in  that  House  hon.  Members  op- 
posite discussed  and  opposed  it  to  their 
hearts'  content;  and  yet  when  that 
Bill  became  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
hon.  Members  were  bound  to  obey  it  as 
such,  there  were  some  who  had  declared 
in  Ireland  that  the  Act  ought  not  to  be 
enforced,  and  that  what  was  the  law  of 
the  land  need  not  be  obeyed  by  the 
people.  Lord  Selborne  —  for  whom 
ereryone  in  that  House  had  respect — 
said  with  regard  to  the  statement  of  a 
man  high  in  Office,  whose  name  he  need 
not  mention,  that — 

'*The  making  of  speeches  against  law  and 
Government  could  not  stop  with  Ireland.' ' 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  called  that 
nothing  less  than  gambling  with  the 
highest  interests  of  the  country,  and  he 
concluded  by  auking  whether  anyone 
differed  from  him  in  saying  that  the 
supremacy  of  the  law  was  the  yery 
essence  of  freedom,  and  saying  that, 
nevertheless,  there  were  people  who 
used  the  name  of  freedom  as  if  it  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  subyersion  of 
the  law  which  was  going  on.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  thought  there  were 
hw  who  would  get  up  and  say  that  the 
views  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
condemned  were  not  those  which  had 
been  impressed  en  tho  Irish  people 
during  the  Eecess.  If  they  went  back 
to  the  year  1880  they  would  remember 
that  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  was 
allowed  to  drop  by  the  Government  which 
was  then  led  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone).  What  happened? 
Whyi  in  1881  things  had  become  so  bad 


in  Ireland  that  the  righthon.  Gentleman 
was  forced  to  bring  in  the  Acts  of  1881 
and  1883,  the  two  strongest  Ooercion 
Acts  that  had  ever  been  introduced. 
Moreover,  there  were  many  hundreds  of 
men  in  prison  without  one  particle  of 
evidence  against  them,  and  who  were 
not  brought  to  trial ;  and  yet  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  abusing  the 
present  Administration  because  men 
were  brought  to  trial  upon  specific 
charges  of  crime.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  speaking  at 
Wexford  on  the  9th  of  October,  1881, 
at  the  time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
refused  his  demands,  said — 

"  Ton  have  an  opportunity  of  studying  the 
utteranoes  of  a  very  great  man — a  very  great 
orator — and  who  recently  desired  to  impress  the 
world  with  a  great  opinion  of  his  philanthropy 
and  hatred  of  oppression,  hut  who  stands  to- 
day the  greatest  coercionist,  the  greatest  and 
most  unrivalled  slanderer  of  the  Irish  nation 
that  ever  undertook  the  task.  I  refer  to  Wil- 
liam Ewart  Gladstone." 

That  was  the  language  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clork  towards  men  whom, 
having  abused  in  the  strongest  lan- 
guage before  their  opinions  were 
changed,  the  hon.  Member  and  his  sup- 
porters, now  that  they  thought  they 
could  get  something  out  of  them, 
fawned  upon  and  flattered  in  a  manner 
that  it  was  not  using  language  too 
strong  to  describe  as  disgusting.  He 
would  like  to  know  when  and  how  it 
was  that  the  arrangement  .existing  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  took  place?  They  all  recol- 
lected the  Session  of  1885,  and  that  in 
the  autumn  of  that  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
prayed  that  he  might  not  have  to  deal 
with  Irish  Members.  But  his  prayer 
was  not  granted,  and  there  was  a  ma- 
jority against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
unless  he  could  get  the  Irish  Members 
on  his  side.  And  he  did  get  them  on 
his  side  by  a  promise  of  Home  Bule ; 
and  all  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  at  that 
moment  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
at  once  changed  their  opinion  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  bidding.  He 
would  like  to  know  on  what  plea  or 
principle  it  was  that  those  rignt  hon. 
Gentlemen  went  against  the  principles 
they  supported  when  they  were  elected, 
and  which  tiiey  had  btated  inside  that 
House,  as  well  as  outside  of  it.    He  ad- 
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mitted  that  tho  Oonseiratiye  Government 
were  absolutely  wrong,  in  his  opinion, 
\yhen  they  allowed  the  Grimes  Act, 
which  had  not  expired,  to  lapse,  and  he 
felt  they  would  have  been  in  a  better 
position  had  they  not  taken  that  course. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  would 
deny  that,  after  the  Act  of  1848,  Ire- 
land enjoyed  peace,  prosperity,  and 
contentment,  which  lasted  for  20  years. 
[Mr.  Dillon  :  Because  you  starved 
2,000,000  people.]  If  ever  there  was 
a  statement  without  foundation  it  was 
that.  No  nation  could  have  been  more 
generous  than  England  in  subscribing 
ioT  the  relief  of  distress  and  providing 
against  the  famine.  He  denied  that  we 
were  three  separate  nations.  We  were 
indissolubly  bound  together  as  one  na- 
tion; we  had  been  so  for  hundreds  of 
years ;  and  no  more  mischievous  thing 
could  be  done  by  any  statesman  than  to 
try  to  BOW  dissension  between  English, 
Welsh,  Scotch,  and  Irish,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  done.  What  they  were 
endeavouring  to  do  was  to  secure  that 
Ireland  should  be  governed  fairly  and 
honestly,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
law  was  maintained.  He  had  read  in  an 
American  paper  a  report  of  a  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor),  which,  if  it  were  a 
true  report,  showed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  in  America  what  he  dared 
not  state  in  that  House.  The  words  he 
referred  to  were  these — 

'*If  any  English  epies  are  present,  I  want 
them  to  note  what  I  say  with  regard  to  the 
armed  men  here.  These  men  are  ready  to  fight 
for  Ireland  if  the  chance  should  arise,  and  any 
nation  which  England  tries  to  strike  can  have 
100,000  such  men  to  fight  against  the  British 
Crown." 

He  also  had  read  the  speech  of  the  hon. 

Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Dublin 

(Sir  Thomas  Esmonde),  which   stated 

that— 

"  Allegiance  would  continue  only  so  long  as 
it  was  impossihle  to  throw  it  off,  and  if  it  was 
not  for  the  hrute  force  held  over  Ireland  by 
the  English  Government  its  power  would  not 
exist  for  24  hours  longer.'' 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  May  I  ask  where  and  on  what 
occasion  those  words  were  uttered  ? 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  At 
Chicago.  Were  they  to  believe  that  hon. 
Qentlemen  made  statements  in  America 
whidi  they  were  afraid  to  make  here  ? 

Sir  WdAUr  B.  BartUM 


Did  they  wish  to  bo  considered  rebels  in 
America  and  loyal  subjects  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty when  they  were  sitting  in  that 
House?  They  had  all  last  year  an 
opportunity  of  showing  their  loyalty  and 
respect  for  Her  Majesty.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite  were 
asked  to  go  to  that  place  where  others 
went  to  meet  Her  Majesty ;  but  every- 
one of  them  had  steadily  absented  him- 
self, and  he  fasked  if  that  was  not  dis- 
loyalty to  the  Crown  ?  Irish  Members 
said  that  so  long  as  there  was  a  Crimes 
Act  there  would  be  no  peace  in  Ireland. 
But  had  there  been  peace  when  there 
was  no  Crimes  Act,  and  was  it  the  Crimes 
Act  that  had  incited  to  the  deeds  that 
had  been  done  in  Ireland  ?  He  would 
mention  three  cases  of  murder  in  West 
Kerry  which  would  be  well  known  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  lived  there.  He 
made  no  accusations  whatever  against 
any  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Make  them  if  you  can. 

8iB  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
Why  should  I  make  them?  I  do  not 
know  that  they  are  true.  Do  you  think 
I  would  accuse  a  man  if  I  did  not  believe 
that  what  I  said  was  absolutely  true? 
I  make  no  accusation ;  but  it  is  an  ex- 
traordinary thing  how  sensitive  a  man 
is  when  no  accusation  is  made  against 
him.  That  gives  a  strong  suspicion  that 
there  may  be  something  which  we  know 
nothing  about. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order,  and  I  olaim 
your  protection.  This  is  the  second 
time  that  an  accusation  of  murder  by 
innuendo,  has  been  made  in  this  House. 
I  would  rather  be  taken  from  this  House 
and  expiate  the  charge  of  murder  than 
be  forced  to  sit  down  and  listen  to  in- 
sinuations which  just  stop  short  of  actual 
accusation.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
kindly  to  request  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  to  make  such  accusation  as  comes 
to  his  lips  or  his  mind,  and  thus  give  me 
an  opportunity  of  replying. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Gentlemaa 
can,  no  doubt,  reply,  and  I  allow  him  to 
make  a  statement  and  to  repudiate  any 
insinuation  or  charge,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  has  made  any  charge  of 
that  kind.  I  do  not  quite  know  what 
the  hon.  Member's  point  of  Order  is. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
The  point  of  Order  is  this — whether  it 
is  capable  for  an  hon.  Member  to  meit^ 


529 


liaj€%iy^9  MoU  {Febbtjaet  15,  1888}        Graetoui  Spneh. 


680 


tion  first  the  name  of  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  then,  immediately 
in  connection  with  that  name,  to  mention 
murders,  and  then  to  pass  it  off  and  say 
"I  make  no  charee,"  leaving  thereby 
the  impression  on  the  mind  of  the  House 
that  there  is  some  connection  between 
the  name  of  that  hon.  Member  and  the 
charge? 

Mb.  SPE  AXEE  :  This  is  a  matter  not 
for  the  intervention  of  the  Ohair,  but 
for  the  general  judgment  of  the  House. 
Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT:  I 
made  no  insinuation,  nor  did  I  eren 
mention  the  hon.  Member's  name, 
further  than  this-f^^riM  of  "With- 
draw !  'H — and  I  adhere  to  it — that  it 
was  in  £erry  that  these  murders  took 
place.  I  do  not  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  anything  in  the  world  to  do  with 
them.  I  make  no  accusation  against 
him.  But  it  was  in  Kerry,  and  he  knows 
perfectly  well  that  they  were  most  dis- 
graceful murders.  I  shall  hope  to  see 
him  get  up  and  repudiate  that  the  Na- 
tional League  had  anything  to  do  with 
them. 

Ma.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
May  I  now  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  on  a 
point  of  Order,  whether  it  is  at  all  re- 
quired of  me  to  get  up  and  repudiate 
that  with  which  I  have  no  connection, 
and  with  which  I  am  not  charged?  I 
ask  whether  there  is  not  such  a  covert 
insinuation  in  the  charge  of  the  hon< 
and  gallant  Baronet  that  there  is  some 
necessity  for  my  repudiating  it ;  and  that 
he  inclines  to  put  it  to  the  House  that 
there  is  some  connection  between  me 
and  the  charge  of  murder  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Again  I  say  that 
that  is  not  a  point  of  Order.  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  had  made  any 
charge  against  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  House  in  un-Parliamentary  language, 
I  should  certainly  have  called  him  to 
Order.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
any  insinuation  has  been  made  against 
him,  he  is  at  perfect  liberty  to  repudiate 
the  insinuation  so  made,  and  to  state 
'  that  there  is  no  foundation  for  it.  No 
question  of  Order  has  yet  arisen.  If 
anything  disorderly  arises  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  interfere. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  May 
I  ask  whether  it  is  in  Order  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  insinuate  that  another  hon. 
Member  is  responsible  in  some  kind  of 
way  for  a  murder  which  has  been  com- 
mitted?   An  insinuation,   as  I  under- 


stand, has  been  made,  and  theimputetion 
is  distinctly  made  on  one  hon.  Member 
of  this  House  that  it  is  his  duty  to  dis- 
claim, in  the  name  of  an  association  of 
which  he  is  a  member,  responsibiliy  for 
that  murder. 

Ma.  SPEAKER ;  I  cannot  be  respon- 
sible for  the  effects  which  any  insinua- 
tion, so-called,  may  produce  on  the 
House.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say  to  what 
extent  the  insinuation  goes.  If  any 
insinuation  or  charge  had  been  made  in 
un-Parliamentary  language  it  would 
have  been  my  duty  to  intenere.  It  will 
be  quite  sufficient  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  he  thinks  it  necessary  to  do  so, 
to  repudiate  anything  of  the  kind  which 
he  thinks  laid  to  his  charge. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  again,  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
intention,  nor  had  he,  to  the  best  of  his 
belief,  done  this.  He  had  steted  that 
murders  had  occurred  in  the  district  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry 
lived,  and  that  he  knew  them  to  be  most 
fool  and  abominable  murders ;  he  steted 
also  that  if  that  hon.  Member  could  say 
that  the  League  was  free  from  any  con* 
nection  with  them  he  would  be  doing 
that  body  a  great  service.  The  whole 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  League  showed 
how  necessary  it  was  that  we  should 
have  a  resolute  and  determined  Govern* 
ment  in  Ireland ;  and  he  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  wished  to  say  how  he  and 
all  of  them  on  those  Benches  appreciated 
the  efforte  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the 
courage  and  determination  which  he  had 
shown  in  enforcing  the  law  which  had 
been  placed  in  his  hands,  without  which 
he  would  not  have  discharged  the  duties 
of  the  position  in  which  he  was  placed. 
When  they  remembered  how  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  had  suffered  in  mind  and 
body,  and  how  in  the  agony  of  his  soul 
he  had  in  his  defence  exclaimed,  "  I  am 
an  English  gentleman,"  they  felt  that  in 
the  present  position  of  affairs  they  must 
look  for  a  man  who  would  unflinch* 
ingly  do  his  duty;  and  they  looked 
to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquessof  Hartington) 
and  the  body  of  men  who  supportea  the 
Government  in  their  policy  for  the  means 
of  securing  to  every  man  in  Ireland  the 
freedom  to  which  he  was  entitled.  That 
was  the  policy  they  intended  to  pursue. 
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God  grant  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
might  be  permitted  to  restore  that  free- 
dom to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it 
certainly  should  not  be  the  fault  of  the 
Unionists  of  this  country  if  he  were  not 
able  to  do  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
W.  G*Brien^) — put,  and  t^greed  to. 

"DehsAe/uriher  adfoumediiW  To-morrow. 

PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OF  IRE- 
LAND  [SALARY,  &c.}-COMMITTBE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  thereupon  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
V  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 
Ohair." — {Sfr,  Secretary  Stanhope,) 

De.  TANNEB  (Gk>rk  Oo.,  Mid)  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
taken  at  that  hour.  They  were  now 
within  one  minute  of  the  time  for  dis- 
continuing debate  on  this  Bill.  The 
Government  had  repudiated  over  and 
over  again  last  Session  the  notion  of 
giving  a  salary  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


PERSONAL  PROPERTT    (EXEMPTION)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Bill  to 
exempt  Personal  Property  (to  a  limited  value) 
from  seizure  and  sale  under  legal  process, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Edmund 
Robertson,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  ricton,  Mr.  Coss- 
ham,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  M'Ewan,  and  Mr. 
Howorth. 
WXprutnted^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  120.] 

Hovsma  07  wobking  glasses  (lonbon) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  better  Housing  of  the  Working 
Glasses  in  London,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Hr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Bioadhurst,  Sir  Walter 
Foster,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 
BiiXpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  127.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minute 
before  Biz  o*clook 


Sir  Walter  B.  Bartteht 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
TAureday,  16th  February,  1888. 


MINnTES.]*PimLTO  BiLU—Firet  Jteadinr-^ 

Phannaoy  Acts  Amendment  *  (13). 
Second  J^MMftn^  —  Cathedral     Churches     (2); 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  (4). 
Pboytsiokal    Order    Bill — Firet  BMutiny  — 

Local  Oovemment   (Ireland)   (Bangor  and 

Warrenpoint).* 

QUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER  MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  op  thk 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mouht- 
Edgcumbb)  reported  Her  Majesty's  an- 
swer to  the  Address  as  follows : — 

My  LoBos, 

''I  thank  yon  for  yonr  Loyal  and  Datifol 
Address. 

"I  receiye  with  cordial  satisfaction  yonr 
assurances  that  yon  will  take  into  caref  nl  con- 
sideration the  measures  which  may  be  submitted 
to  yon,  and  I  trust  that,  with  yonr  co-opera- 
tion, they  may  be  settled  in  such  a  manner  as 
will  effectually  promote  and  increase  the  wel- 
fare and  happiness  of  my  faithful  people.*' 
[For  Lorde  Addrese—Me  Appendix.'] 

COlOflTTEB  OF  SSLSOTIOK. 

The  Lords  following,  yix : — 

E.  Lathom.  L.  Boyle. 

(L.  Chamberlain,)        (B,  Cork  and  Orrery,) 
E.  Morley.  L.  Colville  of  Culross. 

with  the  Chiurman  of  Committees,  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Lords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideratton  of 
each  opposed  PriTate  Bill. 

STANDINO  ORDERS  OOMMITTEE. 

Appointed:  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : — 


E.  Cadogan. 

{L,  rrivy  Seal,] 
M.Bath. 
E.  Lathom. 

{L,  Chamberlain.) 
E.  Devon. 
E.  Winchelsea  and 

Nottingham. 
£.  Lindsay. 
E.  Waldegrare. 
E.  Bathurst. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Milltown. 
£.  Belmore. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  Morley. 


E*  Amherst. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Dude. 
E.  Sydney. 
E.  Whamdiff'e. 
E.  de  Montalt. 
V,  Gordon. 

(E.  Aberdeen,) 
y.  Hutchinson.    (£L 

Jhnoughwwre^) 
y.  Hardlnge* 
y.  Eversley. 
y.  Oxenbndge. 
L.  de  Rob. 
L.  Clinton. 
L.  Balfoor  of  Burleigh. 
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L.  Boyle.     (E.  Cork 

a  fid  Orrery,) 
L..  Digby. 
L.  Thnrlow. 
L.  Foxford.         {E, 

Limerick,) 
L.  Colchester. 
L.Wigan.  {B.CraW' 

ford      and     Bal' 

carru,) 


L.  Kin  tore.    {K,  Kin* 

tore.) 
L.  Sudeley. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Houghton. 
L.  Haitttmere.        [L. 

Uenniker,) 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  GoWille  of  Culross. 


FBIYATS  BILLS. 

All  Petitions  reUtiog  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com* 
mittee  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

CATHEDRAL  CHUBCHES  BILL.— (No.  2.) 

{The  Lord  Biehop  of  Carliele.) 

SEOOlfD    BEADING. 

Order  of  tho  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing^, read. 

Thx  Bishop  of  OABLISLE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  it  agreed  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  not  entirely,  with  the 
Bill  presented  last  Session.  That  Bill 
was  not  pressdd  to  a  second  reading  be- 
cause a  committee  of  the  Lower  House 
of  the  Convocation  of  the  Province  of 
Canterbury  was  appointed  to  consider 
and  report  upon  it.  Their  report  was 
considered  by  a  committee  of  the  Upper 
House  of  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury, 
who  consulted  him  upon  the  subject; 
and  the  result  of  the  consultation  was 
that  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the 
Lower  House  was  substantially  adopted 
as  the  basis  of  the  Bill  of  which  he 
moved  the  second  reading.  There  were, 
consequently,  considerable  differences 
betweem  the  present  Bill  and  that  of  last 
year.  It  was  necessary  to  say  something 
about  the  history  of  the  subject.  In  1879 
he  introduced  into  this  House  a  Bill  to 
enable  cathedrals  of  what  was  called  the 
''new  foundation" — that  was  those  that 
were  founded  by  Henry  VIII. — to  revise 
their  statutes.  These  cathedrals  were 
governed  by  statutes  which  they  had 
no  power  of  altering  in  any  substantiid 
manner,  and  it  seemed  to  lum  that  this 
was  a  position  in  which  no  corporate 
body  ought  to  be  placed.  Having  suf- 
fered as  the  dean  of  a  cathedral  of  the 
new  foundation  at  Ely,  he  felt  strongly 
on  the  point.  By  the  Bill  of  1879  he 
endeavoured  to  revive  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne 
which  dealt  with  the  subject.  It  was  not 
much  used  during  her  reigUi  with  which 


it  expired ;  and  his  wish  had  been  to 
confer  upon  the  Sovereign  something 
like  those  powers  which  were  given  to 
Queen  Anne,  and  which  died  with  her. 
When  he  proposed  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  Lord  Beaconsfield,  who  was 
Prime  Minister  at  that  time,  objected 
to  it  on  the  ground  that  it  dealt  only 
with  cathedrals  of   the    new   founda* 
tion,  and  he  stated  that  the  difficulties 
which  had  come  to  his  knowledge  had 
related    chiefly    to    cathedrals    of   the 
old    foundation,    referring,    no    doubt, 
to  the  case    of   York    Minster.      Hiff 
Lordship  then  intimated  the  intention  of 
the  Qovemment  to  appoint    a   Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  advisa- 
bility of  legislation  for  cathedral  f  ounda- 
tions,  both  new  and  old.    A  commission 
was  accordingly  appointed;    it  was  at 
first  presided  over  by  the  late  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  and  afterwards  by  him* 
self.    The  Commission  completed  their 
labours,  making,  as  they  were  directed 
by  the  Commission,  a  Beport  upon  each 
cathedral,  and  also  a  Beport  embodying 
certain  general  recommendations.    The 
Bill  of  last  year  was,   in  effect,  the 
translation  of  the  Commission's  recom* 
mendations  into  the  form  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament;  the  present  differed  from 
it  in  several  respects.    One  difference, 
to  which  he  would  subsequently  refer, 
was  a  very  important  one.    The  centre 
and  backbone  of  the  present  Bill  was 
that  it  should  be  competent  for  the  dean 
and  chapter  of  a  cathedral,  with  the 
consent  of  their  visitor,  to  lay  a  statute 
before  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  if 
they  approved  of  the  statute,  should  lay 
it  before  Her  Majesty  in  Council,  that 
it  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  three  months, 
and  that  if  it  were  not  appealed  against 
by  any  person  affected  by  it,  and  if  no 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  against  should 
be  presented  by  either  House,  it  should 
be  lawful  to  Her  Majesty  to  approve 
it,  and  then  it  should  have  full  effect 
as  a  lawful  statute  of  the  cathedral. 
The  machinery  was  simple,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  effective.    He  would 
now  specify  two  or  three  points  in  the 
Bill  wnich  required  notice.  There  was  an 
omnibus  clause  which  contained  special 
provisions  as  ti  certain  cathedrals.    It 
was  considered  that  an  ordinaxy  statute 
could  not  effect  some  of  the  objects  to  be 
attained  by  that  clause;  but  any  of  its  pro- 
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posals  could)  in  Oommittee,  be  amended 
or  omitted.    There  was,  also,  no  reason 
why  any  cathedral  body  should  make 
use  of  the  clause  unless  it  desired  to  do 
so.    Clause  10  proposed  an  exchange  of 
patronage    in  cathedrals  between    the 
Bishops  and  the  Grown.    It  seemed  to 
him  that  both  these  forms  of  patronage 
were  exceedingly  valuable.    It  was  de- 
sirable that  the  Grown  should  retain 
patronage  in  cathedrals;   but  the  ob- 
jection to  the  existing  condition  of  things 
was  that  in  some  cathedrals  the  Grown 
had  all  the  patronage  and  in  some  it 
had  none,  while  in  others  the  Bishops 
had  all  the  patronage  and  the  Grown 
had  none.    At  Garlisle,  for  example,  he 
had  the  patronage  of  all  the  canonries, 
while    at    Norwich    the    Bishop    had 
not  a  single  stall  in  the  cathedral  at 
his  disposal,  and   it  was  the  same  at 
Bristol  and  at  Gloucester.    The  Bill  pro- 
posed that  a  scheme  should  be  prepared 
by    the    Ecclesiastical    Commissioners 
which  should  adjust  this  inequality,  and 
that  in  every  case  the  Bishop  should  have 
at  least  one  stall  in  his  cathedral,  and 
that  the  Grown  should  be  compensated 
by  having  in  exchange  a  stall  in  some 
other  cathedral  where  now  the  Grown 
had  none.    The  object  of  Glause  13  was 
to  remedy  a  difficulty  which  was  univer- 
sally acknowledged  as  to  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  3  and  4  Yic.  c  1 1 3  s.  44,  with 
regard  to  dean  and  chapter  patronage. 
The  difficulty  was  to  put  an  intelligible 
meaning  upon  the  clause ;  and  there  was 
no  recognized  or  uniform  interpretation 
of  it.    It  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  re- 
peal the  clause  entirely  and  to  substitute 
for  it  one  to  which  it  was  thought  there 
could  be  no  objection.    The  Tith  clause 
saved  the  powers  which  any  dean  and 
chapter  might  lawfully  possess  of  making 
statutes.      The    13th    clause    provided 
that  a  statute  under  this  Bill  should 
not  vary  or  supersede  any  provision  of 
the  Parish  of  Manchester  Division  Act, 
1850.    There  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  Gathedral 
Ghurch  of  Manchester.    The  dean  and 
chapter  were  some  time  ago  involved  in 
a  law  suit,  the  result  of  which  had  been 
to  settle  that  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed in  the   cathedral    as  arranged 
by  the  original  charter  could  not  be 
altered.      Therefore,  the  Gathedral  of 
Manchester,  with  its  large  endowment, 
was  now  fixed  with  the  most  absurd  and 
inadequate  choir  of  four  men  and  four 
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boys.    There  had  been  negotiations  be- 
tween the  rectors  of  Manchester   and 
the  dean  and  chapter  on  this  point,  and 
he  was  in  hopes  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  introduce  a  clause  into  this  Bill 
which  would  have  produced  harmony  and 
peace.    In  fact,  a  clause  was  laid  before 
him,  but  it  was  objected  that  it  had  not 
been  agreed  to  by  both  sides,  and  when 
it  was  put  before  the  parties  he  found 
they  did  not  agree   at  all  about  the 
matter.    Therefore  there  was  no  alter- 
native but  to  omit  the  clause  altogether, 
and  to  leave  Manchester,  so  far  as  this 
Bill  was  concerned,  in  its  present  un- 
settled state.    He  did  not  see  in  his 
place  a  noble  Lord  who  had  taken  great 
interest  in  the  matter  (Lord  Egerton  of 
Tatton),  who  might  possibly  be  disposed 
to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause  to  deal  with 
this    difficult    point.     For    himself   he 
should  only  be  too  glad  if  it  were  possi- 
ble to  settle  the  Manchester  difficulty 
by  a  clause  in  this  Bill.    The  important 
difference  between  this  Bill  and  that  of 
last  year,   to   which  he  had  promised 
to  refer,  was  that  this  was  entirely  a 
Permissive  Bill.    Last  year  it  was  pro- 
posed that  if  deians  and  chapters  did  not 
reform  their  statutes  within  a  certain 
time  it  should  be  competent  for  the 
Ecclesiastical  Gommissioners  to   frame 
statutes.      His  own  opinion  was  that 
there  would  have  been  no  hardship  in 
that    arrangement  ;    but,     as    others 
thought    it    was   better  to  leave    the 
matter  entirely  optional,  he  was  willing 
to   concede  the   point,    believing   and 
hoping  that  public  opinion  would  sup* 
ply  any  coercive  power  that  might  be 
needed.    If  his  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  were  agreed  to,  he 
did  not  propose  to  take  the  Gommittee 
stage  for  a  month,  so  that  all  concerned 
might  consider  the  various  points  raised 
by  the  Bill.    The  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  their  Lordships  House  would 
be  an  easy  thing ;  the  difficulty  would 
arise  when  it  reached  ''  another  place." 
He  hoped,  however,  that  when  it  left 
that  House  it  would  not  be  overlaid  or 
strangled  in  the  House  of  Gommons. 

Moved,  < '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
-^{The  Lord  Biehop  oj  Carlule). 

Thb  lord  PRESIDENT  op  ths 
GOUNGIL  (Yiscoimt  Granbbook)  said, 
the  Government  did  not  desire  to  offer 
any  objection  to  the  Bill,  and  he  thought 
that  there  oould  be  no  objection  on  the 
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pari  of  their  Lordahips  to  read  it  a 
aeoond  time. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  acoord- 
ingly,  and  commiiUd  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  Houae  on  Drtdaif  the  leth  of 
Mareh  next. 

LAW  OF  DISTRESS  ABfBNDMENTT  BILL. 
(Th$  Lord  H6r9eh$U,) 

(ifO.   4.)      BSOOin)  BRADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HERSOHBLL,  in  moying  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond  time, 
aaid  that  it  dealt  with  two  matters,  and 
two  only,  in  connection  with  the  levying 
of  distraint,  but  these  were  of  yery  con- 
siderable practical  importance.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Bill  gare  the  same  privi- 
lege of  exemption  from  distress  for  rent 
to  a  tenant  in  respect  of  his  bedding 
and  tools  as  he  had  against  an  execution 
under  Section  96  of  the  County  Courts 
Act,  1846,  by  which  an  artizan's  tools  to 
the  value  of  £5  were  protected  against 
distraint.  His  attention  had  been  called 
by  a  Oounty  Oourt  Judge,  who  had  had 
great  experience  in  administering  justice 
in  these  matters  in  a  large  town,  to  the 
very  great  hardship  and  evil  which  re- 
sulted from  the  absence  of  such  a  pro- 
yision  as  this.  The  power  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  landlord  of  distraining 
upon  the  tools  of  an  artizan  did  not  give 
any  real  satisfaction  to  the  landlord  for 
the  debt,  for  they  were  generally  sold 
for  a  very  small  sum,  and  when  the 
tools  were  sold  the  skilled  artizan  was 
no  longer  able  to  work,  and  was  de- 
priyed  of  the  means  of  employing  the 
skill  which  he  possessed.  So  that  the 
law  as  it  now  stood  really  did  great  mis- 
chief to  the  tenant,  while  it  gave  very 
Utile  benefit  to  the  landlord.  Inasmuch 
as  the  law  exempted  these  articles  from 
execution  for  any  other  kind  of  debt,  it 
was  not  unreasonable  that  they  should 
be  exempted  from  distress  for  rent  by 
the  landlord.  The  other  provision  in 
the  Bill,  which  was  of  considerable  im- 
portance, referred  to  the  employment  of 
certified  bailifis,  as  under  the  Agrioid- 
tural  Holdings  Act,  to  levy  distress.  A 
landlord,  with  the  exception  of  oases 
under  that  Act,  could  at  the  present  time 
employ  as  bailiff  any  person  he  pleased. 
Under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act, 


however,  a  landlord  was  restricted  to 
bailiffs  who  had  been  appointed  or 
approved  by  Judges  of  Oounty  Courts. 
That  Act  was  passed  in  1883,  and  he 
believed  had  been  found  to  work  well. 
He  had  been  informed  that  in  one  single 
day  a  County  Court  Judge  had  before 
him' four  cases  in  which  bailiffs  appointed 
by  landlords  had  entered  the  houses  of 
the  wrong  persons.  In  one  case  a 
bailiff  entered  the  house  of  a  tenant  and 
seized  goods  worth  £4  or  £5  for  14«. 
rent  which  the  tenant  did  not  owe.  The 
bailiff  took  the  goods  away  and  sold 
them,  and  left  the  family  to  sleep  upon 
the  floor,  the  result  being  that  all  the 
members  of  the  family  suffered  from  ill- 
ness and  one  of  the  children  died.  The 
tenant,  a  woman,  brought  an  action 
against  the  bailiff  and  the  landlord,  and 
it  was  held  that  the  landlord,  not  having 
directed  the  bailiff  to  proceed  against 
her,  was  not  liable,  and  tiiat  the  tenant's 
remedy  was  against  the  bailiff.  That 
remedy  was  iu>solutely  worthless,  be- 
cause this  bailiff,  having  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  goods  in  his  possession, 
disappeared,  so  that  the  landlord  suf- 
fered as  well  as  the  tenant.  In  neither 
of  the  other  three  cases  had  the  bailiffs 
handed  over  the  money  obtained  by  the 
sale  of  the  goods  distrained  upon  to  the 
landlord.  He  had  had  a  number  of 
other  cases  communicated  to  him  by  a 
County  Court  Judge,  showing  that  the 
present  system  by  which  the  choice  of 
bailiffs  was  left  to  the  landlord  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  The  Bill  proposed  that 
in  future  landlords  should  employ  bailiffs 
approved  by  a  County  Court  Judge. 
This  had  been  the  law  so  far  as  agri- 
cultural holdings  were  concerned  for  the 
past  five  years,  and  there  was  very 
strong  ground  for  extending  it  to  urban 
holdings  as  well.  He  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  think  it  worth 
while  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  He 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (TAtf  Lord  Benehell.) 

Lord  BBAMWELL  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  ask  their  Lordships  not  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  although  there 
were  two  doubtful  matters  in  it.  In  the 
first  place,  some  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  case  where  the  tenant, 
whose  tools  and  bedding  would  be  ex- 
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empted,  persisted  in  stopping,  in  de- 
fiance of  nis  landlord,  upon  premises  in 
respect  of  whicli  his  term  was  out  and  he 
did  not  pay  rent,  and  in  respect  of  which 
he  had  no  distrainable  goods.  With 
regard  to  the  employment  of  bailiffs,  he 
should  prefer  a  provision  which  would 
make  such  an  act  as  that  referred  to  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  an  act  of 
extortion  or  robbery  on  the  part  of  the 
bailiff,  punishable  by  fine  and  imprison- 
ment rather  than  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 
Instead  of  making  it  necessary  that  a 
bailiff  should  get  a  licence  from  a  County 
Court  Judge,  any  such  act  of  wrong- 
doing shpidd  be  made  an  offence,  and 
the  man  should  be  punished.  Then 
the  Bill  said  that  the  County  Court 
Judge  might  from  time  to  time  appoint 
a  sufficient  number  of  fit  and  proper 
persons.  In  his  opinion,  the  Judge 
ought  to  appoint  any  properly  qualified 
person  who  applied.  There  should  be 
no  limit  or  restriction  in  the  matter  of 
numbers. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HaiiSBUbt)  said,  that  he  was  a  little 
apprehensire  as  to  the  adTisability  of 
introducing  the  words  about  a  ''suffi- 
cient number"  of  bailiffs  contained  in 
the  Bill,  because  in  the  case  of  a  place 
like  London,  for  instance,  how  was  a 
County  Court  Judge  to  ascertain  what 
would  be  a  sufficient  number  to  meet 
the  necessities  of  the  case  ?  He,  there- 
fore, entertained  some  little  doubt  as  to 
that  point;  but  the  matter  was  one 
which  could  easily  be  left  to  be  dealt 
with  at  the  Committee  stage  when  they 
came  to  consider  the  Enacting  Clause. 
Upon  the  whole,  he  must  say  he  thought 
that  the  Bill  would  be  a  valuable  addi- 
tion to  their  legislation,  and  that  it 
would  remove  some  of  the  objections  to 
the  power  of  distress  as  it  at  present 
existed. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

LOCAL      OOyaBNlCEKT     (IBELAND)     PROYI- 

SIONAL     OEBSBS     (bAKGOR     AIO) 

WABRSNPOINT)   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  ProTisional  Orders 
of  tlie  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
relating  to  Bangor  and  Warrenpoint — Was 
pretmted  bj  The  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley; 
Z6ad  I*. 

Zori  BrmnweU 


FHABMAOY    ACTS    AMBNDMBNT 

BILL     [h.L.*] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1852, 
the  Pharmacy  Act,  1868,  and  the  Pharmacy  Act 
(1868)  Amendment  Act,  1869— Was  prea§nU4 
by  The  Earl  of  Milltown ;  read  1*.    (No.  13.) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till 

To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Thuuday,  i%th  Felruary,  1888. 


MINUTES.]*- Sblect  Cokxittbu- Standing 
Orders,  nominmt§d  ;  Selection,  nominated. 

Public  Bill—  Ordered^Fint  Reading  -  Breach 
of  Promise  of  Marriage  *  [128]. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

ITALY    AND    ABYSSINIA— 
MA8S0WAH. 

OoLoifEL  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
would  put  up  a  map  of  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Massowah  in  the  Heading  Booniy 
and  allow  an  officer  of  the  Intelligence 
Department  to  mark  the  positions  of  the 
Italian  troops  ? 

The  secret AET  op  STATE  (Mr.  E, 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaatle): 
I  have  given  instructions  that  the  beiet 
map  we  have  of  the  neighbourhood  of 
Massowah  shall  be  placed  in  the  Read- 
ing Boom ;  but  as  regards  the  positions 
of  the  troops,  as  no  foreign  officers  are 
to  be  attached  to  the  Italian  Army, 
we  have  no  means  of  indicating  them 
which  are  not  available  to  the  public 
generally. 

POST    OFFICE-THE    ENGLISH   MAIL 
TO  SOUTH  AFKICA. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  intended  to 
despatch  any  part  of  the  English  mail 
for  South  Africa  by  Continental  route  to 
Lisbon,  there  to  be  put  on  board  the  Oape 
mail  steamers ;  and,  if  so,  on  whom  will 
fall  the  extra  cost  of  2^d,  per  letter  in 
addition  to  the  present  6i.  charged  for 
letters  to  South  Africa  ? 
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Tkb  postmaster  aENEBAL(Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Oambridge  ITniy^rritj) :  The 
Gape  Oolony  has  granted  permission  for 
the  steamers  of  one  of  its  mail  contrao- 
tors — the  Union  Steamship  Company — 
to  oali  at  Lisbon  on  the  outward  voyage 
from  England;  and  it  has  asked  the 
Post  Office  here  to  send  mails  by  the 
Continental  route  to  Lisbon,  there  to  be 
put  on  board  the  Cape  steamers.  This 
request  iuTolves  two  questions — first, 
whether  we  can  acquire  the  right  to 
send  mails  through  the  Continent  by 
the  trains  of  the  International  Sleeping 
Oar  Company,  which  are  not  per  90  mail 
trains,  and  without  the  use  of  which 
the  route  offers  no  advantages;  and, 
secondly,  if  we  should  use  those  trains, 
who  is  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  mail  tran* 
sit,  which  will  probably  be  consider- 
able 1  These  questions  are  under  con- 
sideration. The  Post  Office  has  not  yet 
acquired  the  right  to  send  the  mails  by 
the  private  express  trains  referred  to, 
and  it  is  in  correspondence  with  the 
Cape  Oolony  as  to  the  payment  of  ex- 
penses. In  the  meantime,  it  is,  of 
course,  not  intended  to  send  any  mails 
to  South  Africa  vid  Lisbon ;  and,  for 
my  own  part,  I  am  not  disposed  to  re* 
commend  the  Treasij^ry  to  incur  any 
additional  expense  on  account  of  these 
mails,  if  the  effect  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  be  to  place  the  commercial 
interests  of  this  country  at  a  disadvan- 
tage in  competing  with  those  of  other 
nations  on  the  Continent. 

ARMY    (INDIA)     MADRAS  —  ARMY 
CLOTHING  OONTRAOTS. 

Mb.  nOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether,  notwith- 
standing his  statement  made  to  the 
House  last  year,  the  Superintendent  of 
Army  Clothing,  Madras,  has  invited 
tenders  to  supply  goods  for  the  year 
1889-90,  in  terms  which  will  prohibit 
goods  made  in  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire from  competition ;  and,  whether 
the  following  items  are  included  in  the 
terms  of  the  specification :  Flannel, 
blue,  ^ey,  S.  W.  19,263  yards;  Flan- 
nel, thick,  cricket,  white,  2,378  yards  ; 
Flannel,  white,  S.  W.  7,808  yards; 
Flannel,  grey,  S.  W.  7,000  yards; 
Cotton,  gprey,  36  inches  wide,  2,762 
yards;  Cotton,  white,  0.  B.  9,786  yards; 
Holland,  brown,  2,438  yards;  Cotton, 
twill,  37,250  yaids ;  Serge,  blue,  thick, 


No.  2,  D.  W.  8,617  yards ;  DriU,  Kaki, 
485,579  yards;  Braid,  tubular,  worsted, 
white,  8,309  yards;  Braid,  tubular, 
worsted,  yellow,  7,057  yard;  Serge, 
blue,  rank  and  file,  16,127  yards? 

Thb  UNDEB  SEOBETAEY  07 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  observed 
with  regret  that  an  advertisement  of 
tenders  for  Army  clothing  has  ap- 
peared at  Madras  in  terms  which  he 
considers  misleading,  and  he  has  ac- 
cordingly addressed  a  communication  to 
the  Oovernment  of  Madras  on  the  sub- 
ject.  The  value  of  clothing  for  which 
tenders  were  invited  last  year  was 
£17,000 ;  the  amount  purchased  £24. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WATiES)  -  COURT  HOUSES -ACCOM- 
MODATION FOR  PRISONERS  AWAIT- 
ING  TRIAL. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tne  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  can  now  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Memo- 
randum, promised  last  Session,  stating 
what  steps  have  been  taken  by  Local 
Authorities  to  remedy  the  defects  in  the 
accommodation  of  prisoners  awaiting 
trial? 

Thb  SBCBETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
afraid  it  is  still  premature  to  present 
any  complete  statement  of  the  steps 
taken  by  the  Local  Authorities  to  im* 
prore  their  aooommdation  for  prisoners 
awaiting  triaL  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
in  89  cases  the  authorities  have  com- 

Elied  with  all  the  conditions  laid  down 
y  the  Committee.  There  are  50  cases 
in  which  correspondence  is  still  proceed- 
ing, with  results  which  promise  to  be 
satisfactory.  In  only  seven  cases  have 
difficulties  arisen,  which  have  not  as  yet 
been  removed. 

POST  OFFICE  —  SELECT    COMMITTEE 
ON  SUNDAY  POSTAL  LABOUR. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Whether 
efiPect  has  yet  been  given  to  any  of  the 
recommendations  made  in  theEeport  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Sunday  Postal 
Labour ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  way  ? 

Mb.  DIXON.HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee  was  by  no  means 
unanimous  ? 
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Thb  postmaster  OENEBAL(Mr. 
BAiXBfl)  (Oambridge  Universitj) :  x  es, 
Sir ;  I  am  quite  aware  of  that.  In  reply 
to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  hare 
the  honour  to  state  that  the  inquiries  I 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  make  rela- 
tive to  the  Sunday  services  affected  by 
the  Committee's  recommendations  are 
not  yet  complete ;  and  that  although  I 
hope  very  soon  to  be  in  possession  of  all 
the  information  which  I  nave  asked  for, 
it  will,  I  think,  be  better  to  await  this 
before  announcing  what  steps  appear 
desirable  to  adopt,  in  view  of  the  Oom- 
mittee's  recommendations. 

THEATRES  (LONDON  AND  THE  PRO- 
VINOES)  —  CONSTRUCTION  —  LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Sa  STAPPOBD  NORTHCOTB 
(Exeter)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  introduce  a  Bill  tnis  Session  to  deal 
with  the  questions  of  access  into  and 
exit  from  theatres  ? 

The  SEOBETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
G-overnment  have  now  under  their  con- 
sideration the  question  of  the  greater 
safety  in  construction  of  theatres  both 
in  London  and  the  Provinces,  and  the 
expediency  of  introducing  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  subject. 

NORTH  SEA  LIQUOR  TRAFPIO— FLOAT- 
ING GROG  SHOPS— INTERNATIONAL 
CONFERENCE  AT  THE  HAGUE, 

Sib  EDWARD  BIEKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to 
carry  into  effect,  as  far  as  England  is 
concerned,  the  International  Oonvention 
for  the  Suppression  of  Floating  Grog 
Shops  in  tne  North  Sea? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febottssoi?)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Any  such  Bill  would 
have  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
be  in  inquired  there,  and  find  that  it  is 
intended  to  introduce  such  a  Bill. 

SILVER  PLATE— RESTRICTIONS  ON 
THE  MANUFACTURE  AND  SALE. 

Mb.  EJMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  in  view  ol  the  fall  in  the  price 


of  silver,  and  the  consequent  fall  in  the 
exchange  Talue  of  the  Indian  rupee, 
whereby  the  incomes  of  members  of  the 
Anglo-Indian  Services  are  seriously 
affected,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  to  take  into  eon* 
sideration  the  laws  relating  to  the  mann* 
f acture  and  sale  of  articles  of  silver  plate 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  with  a  view  to 
remove  all  hindrances  to  the  consump- 
tion of  the  raw  material,  silver,  for  manu- 
facturing purposes  ? 

The  ORANOELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GbscHBN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  can  only  say  that  I  cannot 
anticipate  my  Budget  Statement  by  say- 
ing wnat  modifications  of  existing  taxa- 
tion I  am  or  am  not  prepared  to  propose. 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
content  with  this  answer. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS-LEGISLATION, 

Sib  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Glitheroe)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, with  reference  to  his  state- 
ment last  Session,  that  helhad considered 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools,  which  reported  in  1883,  and 
that  two  measures,  dealing  respectively 
with  reformatory  and  industrial  sohoola, 
had  been  prepared  by  the  draftsmen,  and 
would,  he  hoped,  be  introduced  next 
Session,  Whether  these  two  Bills  are  now 
ready,  and  how  soon  they  will  be  intro- 
duced f 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  EOy  in  reply, 
said,  that  two  measures  were  now  being 
revised,  and  would,  he  hoped,  be  intro- 
duced soon  after  Easter. 

COMMONS  (BCETROPOLIS)  —  WANDS- 
WORTH COMMON  — IDAMAGE  BY 
VEHICULAR  TRAFFIC. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  action  at  law  referred  to  in  answer 
to  a  Question  put  on  drd  February,  1887, 
relative  to  the  extensive  damage  to 
Wandsworth  Common  by  the  vehicular 
traffic  of  the  tenant  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners of  the  Patriotic  Fund,  is  still 
pending;  or,  if  concluded,  with  what 
result  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (LincolnshirOi  Horncastle) 
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said,  the  powers  of  the  Oonsenrators  of 
Wandsworth  Oommon  were  transferred 
last  year  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  I  think 
that  my  hon.  Friend  would  best  obtain 
information  on  the  subject  referred  to 
irom  that  Body.  I  may  add  that  the 
Oommissioners  of  the  Boyal  Patriotic 
Fund  do  not  admit  the  alleged  damage. 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMPS  ON 
BANKERS'  CHEQUES. 

Mb.  DTXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  XJzbridge)  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  What  was  the  amount 
realized  last  year  by  the  Id,  stamp  on 
bankers'  cheques  ? 

The  ohancellor  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QTJER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanorer  Square)  :  The  amount  may 
approximately  be  placed  at  £450,000. 

ADMIRALTY— PENSIONS  TO  WIDOWS, 
&c.— UNCLAIMED  PRIZE  MONEY. 

Admibal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  large 
reduction  which  has  been  made  in  the 
Nayy  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  has 
enabled  him  to  overcome  the  '*  financial 
ditficulties  "  which  he  experienced  last 
year  in  obtaining  from  the  Treasury  the 
proceeds  of  naval  mulcts,  fines,  un- 
claimed prize  money,  unclaimed  deceased 
men's  estates,  and  the  sale  of  slush,  in 
order  that  this  money,  properly  belong- 
ing to  the  Boyal  Navy,  may  be  used  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  scheme  of 
pensions  to  the  widows  of  Seamen  and 
Marines,  as  recommended  by  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh's  Committee  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  Gbobgb 
Hamjclton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  No 
final  decision  has  yet  been  come  to  as  to 
the  appropriation  of  naval  mulcts,  &o., 
which  is  one  of  the  proposals  contained 
in  the  scheme  submitted  by  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh's  Committee.  The  Admiralty 
have  been  unable  to  accept  this  scheme 
as  a  whole,  as  it  touched  age  pensions. 
I  hope  later  on  to  be  able  to  give  some 
definite  information  as  to  how  the  money 
in  question  is  to  be  dealt  with. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSIONERS- 
SCHEDULE  OF  PRICES. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
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intention  of  the  Ooyernment  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Schedule  of  Prices  upon 
which  the  Irish  Land  Oommissioners 
acted  in  decreeing  the  recent  reduction 
on  judicial  rents ;  and,  if  he  can  give 
any  explanation  as  to  why  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  declined  to  sign  the  Order 
promulgated  in  December  last  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SEOBETABY  (Oolonel  ICiko-Habi£an^ 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Oommission,  in 
decreeing  the  recent  reduction  on 
judicial  rents,  acted,  subject  to  the 
principle  laid  down  in  section  29  of  the 
Land  Act  of  last  year,  as  a  Court  of 
Arbitration  on  judicial  rents,  from  which 
there  is  no  appeal.  Hon.  Members  will 
see  that,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
Government  would  not  have  the  right  to 
ask  the  Oommission,  or  any  single  Oom- 
missioner,  for  the  grounds  on  which 
their  decision  was  based,  even  if  such  a 
course  seemed  in  other  respects  desir- 
able. 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT,  1S87-COMMON 
PASTURE. 

Sib  EDWABD  BIBKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether,  in  a 

Earish  where  ''common  pasture"  has 
sen  acquired  by  the  Sanitary  Authority 
under  section  12  of  ''The  Allotments 
Act,  1887,"  a  labourer  may  have  the 
benefit  .of  the  same,  in  addition  to  an 
allotment  of  arable  land  or  a  garden  ? 

Thb  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  Where 
common  pasture  has  been  acquired  for 
a  parish  by  the  Sanitary  Authority 
under  Section  12  of  the  Act  referred  to, 
a  labourer  may  have  the  benefit  of  the 
common  pasture  in  addition  to  an  allot* 
ment  under  that  Act. 

BURMAH-CAPITATION  TAX, 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Lidia,  Whether  a  capitation  tax,  and  of 
what  amount,  per  head,  is  imposed  in 
Burmah;  what  classes  of  persons  are 
exempted  horn  the  tax,  and  the  grounds 
of  such  exemptions ;  and,  whether  this 
tax  is  complained  of  by  the  Natives  as 
most  oppressive  on  the  poorest  members 
of  the  community  ? 

Thb  under  SEOBETABY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Johw  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
A  capitation  tax,  five  rupees  for  each  mar- 
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ried  man  and  two  rapees  and  a-half  for 
each  bachelor,  is  imposed  in  Burmah.  In 
some  parts  the  rates  are  only  two  rupees 
and  one  rupee  respeotiyely.  Teachers, 
Government  serrants,  persons  unable  to 
earn  their  living,  and  immigrants  for 
the  first  fire  years  of  residence,  are  ex- 
empted. The  tax  is  not  specially  un- 
popular. 

INDIA  (TELEGRAPHIC  SERVICKS)— DI- 
RECTOR  OP  INDO-EUROPEAN  TELE- 
GRAPHS, 

Mb.  JACOB  BEIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  retirement  of  the  present  Director  of 
the  Indo-European  Telegraphs  is  over- 
due under  the  Service  Bules ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  is  not  only  allowed  still  to  retain 
his  appointment,  with  all  its  valuable 
remuneration  and  perquisites,  but  that 
he  is  also  allowed  to  hold  the  appoint- 
ment of  Director  of  the  Edinburgh 
Museum  on  a  large  salary  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jomr  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
There  is  no  Service  Rule  regelating  the 
retirement  of  the  present  Director 
Oeneral    of    the  Indo-European   Tele- 

fraph  Department.  On  the  24th  of 
anuary  fast  it  was  settled  that  he 
should  retire  on  the  15th  of  February, 
which  he  has  accordingly  done. 

RABIES  IK  DOaS-KECOMMENDATIOKS 
OP  THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE, 

ViscountOURZON  (Bucks,  Wycombe) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  give  effect, 
by  legislation  or  otherwise,  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  on  Rabies  in 
Dogs ;  and,  whether  it  is  in  his  power 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Return  showing  the  number  of  deaths 
from  hydrophobia  during  the  last  10 
years? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
subject  of  rabies  in  dogs  is  receiving  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  the  Privy  Council  Office  are  in 
communication  with  some  Local  Autho- 
rities with  reference  to  the  restrictions 
which  may  be  necessary  in  connection 
with  it.  If  it  should  be  considered  that 
further  powers  are  required  they  will  be 
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asked  for.  If  my  noble  Friend  movea 
for  a  Return  of  the  number  of  deaths 
from  hydrophobia  in  England  and 
Wales  from  1877  to  1886,  the  Motion 
will  be  agreed  to  by  the  Gt>vemment. 
The  average  annual  number  of  deaths 
in  England  and  Wales  during  the  10 
years  referred  to  was  40,  and  the  aver- 
age number  in  London  from  1878  to 
1887  was  seven.  The  total  number  of 
deaths  in  England  and  Wales  from 
hydrophobia  in  1885  was  60,  of  which 
27  were  in  London;  in  1886  it  was  26, 
of  which  nine  were  in  London.  The 
number  of  deaths  in  London  in  1887 
was  two.  I  am  unable  to  supply  the 
total  number  in  England  and  Wales  for 
1887. 

MEBCHAKBISE    MARKS     ACT,     1887  — 
THE  INSTRUCTIONS. 

8iB  BERNHARD  8AMUELS0N 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs  of  delay  and  inconvenience 
having  arisen  in  consequence  of  the  ob- 
servance by  Custom  House  ofRoers  of  the 
instructions  of  the  Commissioners  rela- 
tive to  the  carrying  out  of  the  Merchan- 
dise Marks  Act  of  last  Session;  whether 
these  complaints  have  referred  mainly 
to  goods  for  home  consumption  or  to 
goods  in  transit;  whether  any  of  the 
instructions  themselves  have  been  ob- 
jected to  by  traders ;  and,  if  so,  what 
was  the  purport  of  the  objections ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  goods  of  foreign 
origin  have  been  detained  for  no  other 
reason  than  simply  because  the  word 
''yards"  was  used  to  indicate  their 
measurement,  that  being  an  English 
word,  without  the  addition  of  the  foreign 
place  of  origin ;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  thermometers  made  abroad  have 
been  detained  because  the  word  "Fah- 
renheit ''  was  impressed  upon  them, 
that  word  being  supposed  to  be  an 
English  word ;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  issue  any^  amended  instmo- 
tions,  after  the  experience  obtained 
since  the  Act  has  been  in  operation  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jacxboit) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  little 
complaint  has  reached  the  Board  of 
Customs  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
their  officers  have  carried  out  their  in- 
structions. The  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  have  suggested  that  goods 
bearing  labels  required  merely  for  pack- 
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ing  and  nmilar  trade  purposes  may  be 
admitted  without  such  qualifying  words 
as  may  be  required  in  the  ease  of  labels 
intended  for  the  public.  The  Sheffield 
Chamber  hare  suggested  amendment  of 
the  regulations  as  regards  the  require- 
ment that  security  should  be  given  by 
informers  under  the  Act.  These  sug- 
gestions are  now  under  consideration. 
When  the  Act  first  came  into  operation 
ffoods  were  detained  at  certain  outports 
for  bearing  tickets  with  the  word 
« yards,"  but  were  released  imme- 
diately on  reference  to  the  Board.  The 
answer  to  the  Question  about  Fahren- 
heit thermometers  is  in  the  negative. 
When  further  experience  has  been 
gained  of  the  working  of  the  Act  it  will 
probably  be  found  desirable  to  issue 
further  instructions.  I  think  it  right 
to  add  that  the  Customs  were  strongly 
pressed  in  the  direction  of  strictness  in 
the  supposed  interests  of  manufacturers 
in  this  country ;  and  it  is  not  surprising 
if  some  difficulties  hare  arisen.  I  have 
for  some  time  been  in  communication 
with  that  Board  on  this  question,  and 
they  have  shown  themselves  most  ready 
to  avoid  all  hindrance  to  trade,  so  far  as 
this  can  be  done,  while  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

POST  OPFIOE^-GOVBRNMENT  ELEC- 
TRICAL FACTORY,  HOLLOWAY. 

Mb.  NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  lime- 
house)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  he  will  state  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Government  Electrical 
Factory  at  HoUoway,  and  what  is  the 
propotiion  of  foreign  workmen  engaged 
there ;  whether  the  nature  of  the  work 
is  such  as  can  be  carried  out  equally 
well  by  capable  English  workmen,  who 
are  continually  applying  for  employment 
there ;  and,  if  the  Controller  of  the  Fac- 
tory is  now  absent  from  ill-health,  how 
long  he  has  been  so,  and,  if  still  in 
receipt  of  his  full  pay  ? 

Thb  P08TMA8TBB  GBNBB  AL  (Mr. 
Baikxs)  (Oambridge  University) :  The 
number  of  men  employed  in  the  Tele- 
graph Factory  at  MoUoway  is  180,  of 
whom  30  are  foreigners.  The  selection 
of  fresh  workmen  is  made  solely  accord- 
ing to  the  qualifications  and  character 
of  the  men  applying  for  work ;  and  in 
the  last  two  years  only  two  new 
foreigners  have  been  engaged.  The 
OontroUer  of  Stores,  under  whose  super- 
vision the  Factory  is,  has,  I  regpret  to 


say,  been  absent  on  account  of  illness 
for  the  last  12  monthe,  but  has  not  for 
the  past  six  months  received  full  pay.  I 
have  recently  applied  »o  the  Treasury  to 
grant  him  a  superannuation  allowance. 

CBYLON^FOREIGN  MAIL   STEAMERS. 

Sib  BOPEB  LETHBBIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  an 
Ordinance  has  recently  been  passed  by 
the  Government  of  Ceylon,  admitting 
certain  foreign  mail  steamers  calling  at 
Colombo  to  the  status  of  men-of-war,  a 
privilege  denied  to  British  mail  steamers ; 
whether  this  Ordinance  was  opposed  by 
the  commercial  member  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council,  by  all  the  Native  members, 
and  by  all  the  non-official  members  ex- 
cept one ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  given  any  sanction  to 
a  measure  passed  by  the  official  ma- 
jority in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
nearly  all  the  non-official  representatives 
of  Colonial  opinion  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henkt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  An 
Ordinance  was  enacted  at  the  end  of 
last  year  by  the  Legislature  of  Ceylon 
continuing,  during  the  subsistence  of 
the  Postiu  Convention  with  France  of 
1856,  temporary  Ordinances  which  con- 
fer on  French  and  German  mail  steamers 
in  the  ports  of  the  Colony  the  status  of 
men-of-war — a  privilege  which  is  not 
possessed  by  British  mail  steamers. 
Opinion  in  the  Legislative  Council  was 
divided,  as  the  hon.  Member  states. 
The  Ordinance  was  introduced  at  the 
instance  of  the  Home  Government  as 
regards  the  French  vessels,  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  conditions  of  the  Postal 
Convention  of  1856;  and,  as  regards 
liie  German  vessels,  in  compliance  with 
the  request  of  the  German  Government 
that,  during  the  continuance  of  the 
Convention,  the  mail  steamers  subsi- 
dized by  them  might  be  allowed  the 
same  privileges  as  those  subsidized  by 
the  French  Government. 

BOYCOTTING     {lRELAnD)-.iUPLANA. 
TION  OF  TfiRM«. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'OONIfSOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with 
reference  to  Sessional  Paper  6,  "  Boy- 
cotting (Ireland),"  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  following  terms  therein  used : 

T  2 
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(a.)  wholly  Bojootied;  (b.)  partially 
Boycotted;  whether,  before  tne  pre- 
paration of  the  Betom,  any  steps  were 
taken  by  the  Goyemment  to  secure  the 
use  of  the  terms  referred  to  in  the  same 
sense  by  the  compilers  in  all  parts  of 
the  country,  and  also  in  the  two  diffe- 
rent periods  embraced  in  the  Betum ; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  the  defini- 
tions of  the  terms  "  wholly  Boycotted  " 
and  "partially  Boycotted"  furnished 
by  the  GFovemment  for  the  guidance  of 
the  compilers  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
8E0BETABY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said : 
Persons  are  classified  as  wholly  Boy- 
cotted when  no  one  in  their  neighbour- 
hood will  buy  from  them,  supply  them 
with  necessaries,  work  for  them,  or  hold 
any  intercourse  with  them ;  and  as  par- 
tially Boycotted  when  they  suffer  from 
all  or  any  of  these  injuries  in  a  partial 
degree.  When  the  Ketum,  which  now 
forms  the  first  period  of  the  present 
Betum,  was  originally  prepared,  the 
officers  who  compile  these  Betums  were 
called  on  for  an  explanation  of  the 
method  of  classification  adopted  by 
them;  and  it  was  found,  as  must  ob- 
Tiously  be  the  case,  that  the  method 
throughout  the  country  was  practically 
the  same.  Since  July  last  there  has 
been  no  change  whatever  in  the  mode 
of  preparing  these  Betums,  and  there- 
fore no  new  definitions  were  issued. 


Law  {Ir^ni), 


552 


ABMY—THE    HOUSEHOLD     TROOPS— 
THE  MEDICAL  SE&VIOE. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any  alteration 
is  contemplated  in  the  Medical  Service 
of  the  Household  Troops ;  if  so,  what 
is  the  nature  of  the  proposed  altera- 
tion? 

The  SEOBBTABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stavhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  whole  question  of  the  orjc^anization 
of  the  Medical  Department  of  the  Army 
has  been  engaging  my  earnest  attention. 
Sereral  points  of  detail  are  still  under 
eonsideration  ;  and  I  must  ask  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  be  good  enough 
to  wait  until  I  introduce  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, when  I  shall  endeayour  to  ex- 
plain fully  the  arrangements  which  are 
oontemplated. 

Mr.  Arthur  VOwmwr 


THE   SEYCHELLES  ISLANDS— ISLAND 

OF  MAH& 

GoMHAiTDSB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R, 
Holdemees)  asked  the  Secretaxy  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  British  Besidents  in  the  Island  of 
Mah^  still  complain  of  partial  and  un- 
just administration  of  the  Laws,  and  of 
other  grievances ;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  another  and  more  rigid  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  affairs  of  that 
Island  ? 

The  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  (Sir 
HxKBT  Holland)  (Hampstead):  Since 
the  inquiry  held  in  the  early  part  of  last 
year,  which  was  meutioned  in  my  reply 
of  the  11th  of  February,  1887,  to  a 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  on  this 
subject,  I  haye  not  receired  any  farther 
complaints  from  the  Island,  and  I  there- 
fore do  not  propose  to  order  another  in- 
quiry to  be  neld.  I  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  former  inquiry  was  not 
sufficiently  rigid. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS-KAILTTRE 
OF  THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Oreen,  N.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequery 
When  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioner, 
appointed  under  the  Savings  Banks  Act 
of  laet  Session,  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  the  defalcations  in 
connection  would  the  Cardiff  Savings 
Bank,  would  be  issued  to  Members  of 
this  House,  together  with  the  Minutes 
of  Evidence  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOBof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Oosghsn^  (St.  George's^ 
Hanover  Square):  I  haa  hoped  to  be 
able  to  lay  the  Beport  and  Evidence  on 
tiie  Table  when  tne  House  first  met; 
but  the  revision  has  been  somewhat 
troublesome,  and  is  only  just  completed. 
It  will,  I  hope,  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers in  a  very  few  days.  I  have  already 
laid  it  on  the  Table. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  LAW  (IRS- 
LAND)-"  BLUNT  v.  BYRNE." 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M*OABTHY  (London- 
derry  City)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  seen  in  Tk$  Daily  Nm»% 
of  14th  February,  a  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt's  actum 


653 


£aw  of 


IFbbrua&t  16,  1888] 


Scidenci, 


554 


against  Mr.  Byrne,  in  the  Dublin  Oonrt 
of  Exchequer,  of  the  preyioue  day,  in 
which  the  following  passage  is  con- 
tained— 

"On  the  adjouroinont  for  luncheon,  Mr. 
Walker  said  he  must  ask  the  Bench  to  order 
some  refreshment  to  be  allowed  to  Mr.  Blunt. 
It  had  been  refused  to  him  on  Saturday. 

"  The  Attorney  Greneml  said,  certainly  that 
would  be  done.  He  wished  to  correct  a  mis- 
statement in  some  of  the  morning  papers — 
namely,  that  he  had  objected  to  the  adjourn- 
ment on  Saturday  afternoon,  when  Mr.  Blunt 
bad  said  he  had  not  had  any  food.  On  the 
contrary,  he  had  asked  his  Lordship  to  adjourn 
then,  as  he  asked  him  to  adjourn  now.  He 
would  take  care  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
Mr.  Blunt  would  have  luncheon  ;" 

and,  whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
explanation  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  also  had  the  following  Question 
on  the  Paper : — To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  further  inquiries,  he  still 
adheres  to  his  statement  that  there  was 
no  truth  in  the  incident,  as  reported  in 
the  London  papers,  of  what  took  place 
on  the  adjournment  for  luncheon  of  the 
case  of  Mr.  Blunt  against  Mr.  Byrne,  at 
Dublin,  on  Saturday  last ;  whether  Mr. 
Blunt  had  been  allowed  no  food  except 
dry  bread  and  milk  for  two  days  pre- 
viously ;  whether  his  counsel  asked  for 
an  adjournment  on  that  account; 
whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Blunt  was 
entirely  deprived  of  all  means  of 
writing,  and  of  all  literature  except  the 
Bible,  during  the  first  month  of  his  im* 
prisooment,  and  was  only  allowed  a  slate 
and  a  pencil  from  the  commencement  of 
the  second  month ;  whether  the  Visiting 
Magistrates  specially  recommended  that 
he  should  be  allowed  writing  materials ; 
and  whether  this  recommendation  was 
refused  by  him  though  strongly  urged 
by  Mr.  Blunt's  friends  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habmait) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  I  will  answer  both  Questions  at  the 
same  time.    I  have  not  seen  the  news- 

Saper  report  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Londonderry.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  does 
still  adhere  to  his  statement.  The  news- 
paper report  has  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Judge,  and  he  says 
there  is  no  foundation  for  it.  Up  to 
luncheon  time  on  Saturday  Mr.  Blunt 
received  the  full  Irish  prison  diet,  which 
is  rather  more  liberal  wan  the  Eoglidi, 


and,  in  addition,  he  had  oertain  indul- 

ginces,  ordered  by  the  medical  officer, 
e  had  lunched  that  day  in  Court,  and 
has  received  it  each  day  since.  Under 
the  Prisons  Rules  a  prisoner,  during  the 
first  month  of  imprisonment,  is  not  en- 
titled to  writing  materials,  and  can  only 
have  religious  books,  which,  however, 
are  not  restricted  to  the  Bible.  From 
the  commencement  of  the  second  month 
they  are  entitled  to  a  slate  and  a  secular 
book,  paper  and  ink  not  being  allowed 
until  me  fourth  month.  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Visiting  Justices,  apparently 
through  a  misconception,  made  the  re- 
commendation alluded  to,  and  that  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Blunt  asked  for  special 
indulgences,  altogether  at  variance  with 
Prison  Rules,  to  be  granted  to  him. 
The  Prisons  Board,  in  the  performance 
of  their  duty,  were  unable  to  accede  to 
these  requests. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  — THE  LAW  OF 
EVIDENCE— COUNTY  COURT  PRAC- 
TICE. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneral,  If  a  County  Court 
Judge  is  empowered  to  refuse  to  hear 
any  accredited  representative  in  the  em- 
ploy, permanent  and  exclusive,  of  any 
party  to  an  action,  whether  such  person 
can  prove  his  case  or  no  by  his  own  evi- 
dence ;  if  any  County  Court  Judge  can 
refuse  to  hear  a  person  as  a  witness,  on 
the  grounds  that  the  plaintiff  to  an  action 
does  not  attend  the  Court,  and  refuses 
to  instruct  an  advocate ;  and  if  Order  51, 
Rule   1,   of  the  County  Court  Rules, 

1886,  permits  a  person  so  situated  to 
attend  and  conduct  any  action,  either 
before  the  Judge  or  the  Registrar ;  if  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  action  of  the 
Suffolk  County  Court  Judge  at  the  Court 
holden  at  Stowmarket  on  the  2l8t  July, 

1887,  when,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
the  plaintiff  in  certain  actions,  who 
was  travelling  in  Scotland  and  knew 
nothing  of  the  subject-matter  of  the 
various  suits,  the  causes  were  dismissed  ; 
whether  the  Treasury  have  intimated  to 
all  Court  officials,  by  circulating  a  copy 
of  Judge  Lushington's  Judgment  in  re 
Appleby,  5th  April,  1887,  that  it  is  de- 
sirable permissioQ  be  given  to  certain 
persons,  in  the  absence  of  any  party  to 
an  action,  to  represent  such  person  or 
persons,  as  the  case  may  be;  whether 
the  tenth  section  of  the  Act  of  1852 
enacts  that,  by  permission  of  the  Judge, 
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any  person  may  address  the  Court ;  and, 
if  the  facts  are  as  stated,  whether  an  in- 
timation will  be  conveyed  to  the  Bafifolk 
County  Court  Judge,  pointing  out  the 
necessity  for  permitting  duly-qualified 
servants  to  represent  and  protect  their 
omployers'  interests  at  all  Courts  holden 
within  his  jurisdiction? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  practice  in  the  County  Courts  is 
perfectly  well  settled,  and  under  it  a 
party,  his  wife,  a  member  of  the  family, 
and  clerks,  servants,  or  agents  in  the 
regular  employment  of  parties,  are  per- 
mitted to  appear  on  their  behalf, 
although  such  persons  may  also  be  wit- 
nesses; but  neither  the  statute,  the 
rules,  nor  the  practice  permit  a  person 
who  is  not  in  the  regular  employment  of 
the  party,  or  is  not  a  solicitor,  to  appear 
as  an  advocate  of  the  party.  My  atten- 
tion has  not  been  drawn  to  the  case  in 
the  Suffolk  County  Court  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  The  practice,  which 
is  correctly  laid  down  in  the  Judgment 
of  his  Honour  Judge  Lushington,  is,  I 
belieye,  well  known  to  all  County  Court 
Judges ;  and  there  is  not,  in  my  opinion, 
any  necessity  to  make  any  representation 
or  intimation  to  his  Honour  the  Judge 
of  the  Suffolk  County  Court. 

ADMIRALTY— H.M.  YACHT  "  VICTORIA 
AND  ALBERT." 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the  House 
as  to  the  nature,  extent,  and  probable 
cost  of  the  overhaul  now  being  applied 
to  the  yacht  Victoria  and  Albert  \ 
whether  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  convey- 
ing Her  Majesty  the  Queen  to  Cher- 
bourg ;  and,  whether  the  yarious 
branches  of  the  crew  and  engine  room 
are  being  utilized  in  the  ''  re-fit,''  or 
only  Dockyard  hands. 

The  FIKST  LORD  (Lord  Qbokoe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):    The 

Erincipal  items  connected  with  the  over- 
aul  of  the  Victoria  and  Albert  are  dock- 
ing and  examination  of  under- water 
fittings  and  the  making  good  of  defects 
in  hull,  engines,  and  boilers,  at  a  pro- 
bable cost  of  £1 ,700.  These  repairs  are 
required  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
vessel  in  an  efficient  state.  It  is  the 
rule  of  the  Service  that  the  crews  should 
assist  the  Dockyard,  as  far  as  possible, 
in  carrying  out  the  work  on  their  ships, 

Mr.  O'Eea 


and  this  is  now  done  to  the  fullest  c-z- 
tent  possible. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS-SPECIAL  SHORT- 
HAND BEPOBTEBS. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
he  has  observed  that  the  Irish  Executive 
claim  the  right  to  force  a  shorthand 
reporter  through  the  crowd  attending  a 
meeting,  in  order  to  place  him  near 
enough  to  the  speakers  to  take  down 
their  speeches ;  whether  the  same  right 
is  claimed  by  the  Executive  in  regard 
to  meetings  held  in  Great  Britain ;  and, 
whether,  if  so,  the  right  is  derived  from 
Statute  or  from  Common  Law  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHARB  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  :  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  special  right  is 
claimed  by  the  Irish  Executive ;  but  in 
Ireland,  as  in  England,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Executive  to  obtain,  if  necessary, 
accurate  information  as  to  speeches  made 
at  meetings,  and,  if  it  is  considered 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  law  and 
order,  reporters  are  sent  to  meetings 
both  in  England  and  Ireland  alike. 
There  is  no  statute  dealing  specifically 
with  the  matter. 

Mr.  MARIJM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  Does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean 
without  any  sworn  information  f 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  can 
only  repeat  that  it  is  at  the  discretion, 
as  it  is  the  duty,  of  the  Executive,  to 
obtain  accurate  information  with  regard 
to  the  speeches  made  at  public  meet- 
ings. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  has  not 
answered  the  Question.  It  was  whether, 
when  a  constable  arrived  late,  he  had  a 
right  to  force  his  way  through  the  meet- 
ing vi  et  armis  f 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  can 
scarcely  have  listened  to  my  answer.  I 
stated  that  I  was  not  aware  of  any 
special  right  claimed  by  the  Irish 
Executive. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— CAP- 
TAIN  SEAGRAVE,  R.M. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland^ 
Whether  he  has  observed  that  Captain 
Seagrave,  who  was  appointed  a  Resident 
Magistrate  in  September,  .1886|  stated. 
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at  the  Mitohelstown  inquest  that  he  had 
had  no  legal  training,  and  that  he  nta 
to  adjudicate  upon  eases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act; 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
has  conyinced  himBolf  that  this  gentle- 
man has  any  legal  knowledge,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  pledge  given  in  this  House, 
that  no  Eesident  Magistrate  should  ad- 
judicate on  cases  under  this  Act  of 
whose  legal  knowledge  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  not  convinced  himself ;  and, 
if  he  has  so  convinced  himself,  whether 
he  can  state  the  grounds  on  which  his 
Lordship's  decision  was  based  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versitj) :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  am  aware  of  the 
statement  made  by  Captain  Seagrave^and 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  It  was 
never  contemplated  that  more  than  one 
member  of  the  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  should  necessarily  be  a 
person  of  the  sufficiency  of  whose  legal 
knowledge  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
be  satisfied ;  and  the  1 1th  section  of  the 
Act  in  this  particular  corresponds  exactly 
with  the  22nd  section  of  the  Act  of  1882. 
Captain  tSegrave  is  not  one  of  the  legally 
qualified  Resident  Magistrates.  He  has, 
on  some  occasions,  acted  as  member  of 
a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  under 
the  Act ;  but  on  each  of  those  occasions 
his  colleague  has  been  a  legally  quali- 
fied Resident  Magistrate. 

FOREIGN  AFFAIRS— ALLEGED  AGREE- 
MENTS WITH  EUROPEAN  POWERS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  despatch 
or  despatches  were  received  in  the  course 
of  last  year  from  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  Berlin,  suggesting  that  this 
country  should  give  certain  pledges  or 
assurances  to  Italy,  in  order  to  induce 
that  Power  to  enter  into  an  alliance  with 
Germany  and  Austria,  or  with  either  of 
those  Powers ;  and,  whether  such  pledges 
or  assurances  were  given;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  state  what  these  pledges 
or  assurances  were  ?  I  wish  also  to  ask, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
observed  that  the  Epoea  di  Oenoa  gua- 
rantees the  fact  that  Vice  Admiral 
Hewett,  in  returning  thanks  to  a  toast 
in  that  city,  said  that  England  would 
aend  out  ahips  to  help  Italy  in  case  of  a 


war;  and,  whether  the  French  and 
Italian  Governments  have  been  informed 
that  this  statement  is  entirely  unau- 
thorised ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbboussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  have  already  stated,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  I  must 
decline  to  produce  any  Correspondence 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
Foreign  Powers  in  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  affairs  in  Europe ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  Honse  will  recognize  that  the 
present  time  is  one  in  which  it  wpuld  be 
most  unwise  to  do  so.  With  regard  to 
the  last  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  have  not  seen  anything  purporting  to 
be  a  report  of  Admiral  Hewett's  speech, 
and  I  should  hesitate  to  take  it  on 
second-hand  report  from  any  newspaper. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  In  conse- 
quence of  the  reticent  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  shall  move  the 
following  Amendment  to  the  Address :  — 

"  Humbly  to  repreiont  to  Her  Majesty  that 
it  will  conduce  to  our  proper  appreciation  of 
certain  of  the  ■nbjecta  which  Her  Majesty  has 
recommended  to  our  consideration,  if  we  can 
be  informed  that  no  Correspondence  has  been 
exchanged  between  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
and  the  Government  of  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  Italy,  containing  any  assurance  of  a  con- 
tractual character,  which  would  constitute  a 
binding  pact  upon  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in 
the  unfortunate  event  of  a  war  breaking  out 
during  their  tenure  of  office  between  the  French 
Hepublio  and  the  Kingdom  of  Italy,  or  if  such 
assurances  have  been  given,  that  they  should 
be  brought  to  our  knowledge." 

NORTH  AMERICA— THE  ANGLO- AMEUI- 
CAN  FISHERIES  DISPUTES. 

Mb.  GOUBLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  progress  has  been  made 
by  the  Fishery  Commissioners,  now 
sitting  at  Washington,  towards  an  ami- 
cable adjustment  of  the  Anglo-American 
Fisheries  disputes;  and,  whether  the 
Alaskan  disputes  are  to  be  settled  by 
the  existing  or  a  new  Commission  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  By  a  telegram  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office  this  afternoon  Mr. 
Chamberlain  reports  that  a  Treaty  has 
been  signed  which  we  belieye  to  be 
quite  satisfactory,  though  we  are  not 
yet  aware  of  its  precise  terms.  I  cannot 
admit  that  the  differences  in  regard  to 
the  North  American  fisheries  eyer 
amounted  to  disputes,  as  stated  in  the 
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hon.  Member's  QueBtion.  We  belieye 
that  questions  relating  to  Alaska  have 
been  discussed  by  the  Plenipotentiaries ; 
but  we  are  not  aware  with  what  results. 

POLICE  (METROPOLITAN)  — THE  STI- 
PENDIARYM  AGISTRATE  OF  WEST 
HAM  AND  SIR  CHARLES  WARREN. 

Mb.  PIOKEBSGILL  (BethnalQreen, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  report 
in  the  public  Press  of  an  interview 
which  a  deputation  of  ratepayers  had  on 
Tuesday  with  the  West  Ham  Town 
Oouncili  for  the  purpose  of — 

''Protesting  against  the  action  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren  towards  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate  of 
the  district  in  the  execation  of  his  duty  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order ; " 

and,  what  steps,  if  any,  he  now  proposes 
to  take  in  the  public  interest  with  refer- 
ence to  the  action  of  Sir  Oharles  Warren 
in  this  matter  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  in  question.  As  I  have  already 
stated,  I  have  tendered  to  the  learned 
magistrate— I  hope  to  his  satisfaction-— 
the  explanations  which  I  thought  were 
called  for,  having  regard  to  the  respect 
due  to  the  Bench  and  the  importance  of 

S reserving  good  relations  between  the 
[agistracy  and  the  Police  Authorities. 
I  do  not  think  any  further  step  is 
necessary,  so  far  as  that  matter  is  con- 
otmedi 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  inquired  whe- 
ther, besides  soothing  the  wounded 
feelings  of  the  magistrate,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  any  steps  to  re- 
lieve the  disquietude  which  undoubtedly 
existed  in  the  public  mind  on  the  subject. 

[No  reply.] 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS FOR  THE  COUNTY 
DIVISIONS. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived a  copy  of  a  resolution  unani- 
mously adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Newtownards  Farmers'  Association  on 
the  8th  instant,  to  the  effect  that  the 
delay  in  appointing  Sub-Commissioners 
for  County  Down  required  the  im- 
mediate attention  of  the  Chief  Com- 
mission :  whether,  considering  that  some 

Sir  JameM  Fetgusson 


thousands  of  farmers  in  the  County  of 
Down  did  in  October  last  serve  notioea 
of  applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed, 
and  that  these  farmers  are  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  the  reduction  on  the  six 
months'  rent  due  at  November  last,  he 
will  now  arrange  to  have  a  Sub-Com- 
mission appointed  to  hold  sittings  in 
County  Down  without  further  delay; 
and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Sub- 
Commission  presided  over  by  Mr.  R.  R. 
Kane,  B.L.,  was  removed  from  County 
Down  owing  to  pressure  brought  by  the 
landlords  of  the  county  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  whose  own  tenants  in  that 
county  had  also  applied  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  have  fair  rents  fixed. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiKO-HARMAir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  copy  of  the  Resolution  has 
been  received.  It  is,  doubtless,  incon- 
venient for  both  landlord  and  tenant 
that  a  sitting  cannot  be  held  in  the 
County  Down  before  next  April  to  define 
their  respective  rights.  The  Land  Oom- 
mission  have  been  again  communicated 
with  on  the  subject;  and  they  state  that 
all  the  sittings  of  Sub- Commissions 
have  l^een  arranged  up  to  the  end  of 
April,  the  Down  one  being  fixed  for 
the  4th  of  that  month.  His  Excellency 
authorizes  me  to  state  that  he  has  in  no 
wise  interfered  with  the  discretion  of  the 
Land  Commissioners,  and  he  adds  that 
but  few  of  his  tenants  have  gone  into 
Court.  Since  entering  the  House  I  have 
received  the  following  telegram — 

"Sab -Commission  No.  1  worked  in  County 
Down  all  December,  and  finished  December 
list  of  cases  by  delivering  decisions  on  25t]i 
January." 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT  OF  1887— RELIEF  OF 
LOCAL  TAXATION. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How 
much  of  the  money  allotted  last  year 
under  the  Budget  for  the  relief  of 
local  taxation  has  been  paid  over  in 
Great  Britain ;  and,  how  much  of  the 
£50,000  promised  at  the  same  time  to 
Ireland  for  various  objects  has  been  al- 
ready actually  spent  ? 

Thb  OHANOELLOB  ofthbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Ooschbn)  (St.  George's^ 
Hanover  Square)  (who  replied)  said : 
Of  the  grant  of  £250,750  to  England 
and  Wales  for  the  relief  oi  local  tax- 
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aiion  nearly  £215,700  has  been  paid 
OTer ;  of  the  grant  of  £36,000  to  Boot- 
land  nothing  has  yet  been  paid ;  and  of 
the  grant  of  £50,000  to  Ii^land  nearly 
£25,000  has  been  paid. 

GRANTS  TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 
FAMILY -THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dandee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  he 
proposes  to  appoint  the  promised  Oom- 
mittee  on  Royal  Grants  ? 

Tm  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Her 
Majesty's  Gorernment  do  not  think  it 
adyisable  at  present  to  ask  the  House 
to  appoint  a  Committee,  as  was  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone^  in 
1886,  as  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  nas 
been  pleased  to  remit  the  whole  subject 
to  her  Advisers  for  their  consideration, 
and  they  will  report  to  her  upon  it. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  will  only 
ask,  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Yes,  Sir ;  but 
on  further  consideration  the  Government 
think  it  advisable  to  take  the  course 
now  recommended. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
a  Vote  in  this  House  of  an  additional 
grant  to  a  member  of  the  Royal  Family 
was  carried  on  the  understanding  and 
on  the  condition  that  such  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No,  Sir;  I  do 
not  understand  that  such  a  condition 
was  made. 

Mb. W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  I  am 
right  in  the  interpretation  I  put  upon 
the  answer  which  he  has  just  given  ?  Ido 
not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  anything  which  would  pre- 
clude the  Government  from  proposing 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  with 
regara  to  the  Civil  List  if,  after  con- 
aidering  the  subject,  they  thought  that 
course  necessary. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  dis- 
tinctly so. 

EGYPT—THE  JUDGE  ADVOCATE 

GENERAL  AT    CAIHO. 
Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,   S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 


the  Judge  Adrocate  General  went  to 
Cairo  as  the  private  agent  of  the  ex- 
Khedive  Ismail  without  communicating 
the  fact  and  ciroumstanoea  of  his  journey 
to  Her  Majesty's  Gorernment,  or  to  the 
Secretary  of  Stat-e  for  Foreign  Affairs ; 
or,  if  not,  what  communication  did  he 
make  to  Her  Majesty's  Gorernment, 
and  what  answer  did  he  receive  from 
them  or  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Ghovemment,  after  learning 
the  circumstances,  informed  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  of  Egypt  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  waa  nothing  more  than  the 
private  agent  of  the  ex-Khedive,  or 
otherwise  took  steps  to  prevent  the 
Egyptian  Government  from  being  in- 
fluenced in  its  consideration  of  these 
claims  by  the  fact  that  they  were  being 
pressed  by  a  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  a  country  whose  troops  were 
occupying  Egypt  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  only  asked  me,  as 
the  House  wiU  be  aware,  as  to  one  par- 
ticular part  of  the  transaction;  but  I 
prefer  going  back  to  the  beginning  of  it. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General,  on  taking 
office  in  1885,  stipulated  that  he  should 
retain  his  private  practice — a  course 
which  was  followed  by  his  successor,  Mr. 
Mellor.  Before  he  took  office,  among 
his  clients  were  Ismail  Fasha  and  other 
members  of  the  Khedivial  family. 
When,  a  year  ago,  there  was  a  prospect 
of  an  arbitration  taking  place  in  regard 
to  the  affairs  of  these  clients,  he  did 
mention  the  matter  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  who  said  that  he  saw  no 
objection  to  his  so  acting,  so  long  aa  it 
was  clearly  understood  that  he  only 
appeared  in  his  private  capacity.  With 
regard  to  the  arrangements,  the  only 
persons  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
saw  in  the  matter  were  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent,  and  they 
both  knew  exactly  his  position  in  the 
matter.  The  arrangement,  we  are  in- 
formed from  Eg3rpt,  is  one  that  has  put 
a  stop  to  a  series  of  litigious  suits,  is 
adrantageous  to  Egypt,  and  satisfac- 
tory to  members  of  the  Khedire'a 
family. 

Mb.  BRTOE  asked  whether  the  term 
prirate  practice  was  understood  to  cover 
the  case  of  going  out  as  a  private  agent 
to  prosecute  a  claim  against  a  foreign 
Government. 
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Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  have 
stated  fally  and  accurately  all  that  trans- 
pired. He  was  at  liberty  to  retain  his 
private  practice,  and  he  did  so,  and 
included  in  that  practice  was  the  busi- 
of  his  client,  Ismail  Pasha. 

Mb.  BBYOE  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  no  communication  was  made  to  the 
Judge  Advocate  (General  before  he  went 
to  Oairo  in  Noyember  or  December 
last? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SBHTH  :  I  think  I  have 
said  BO ;  but  I  thought  it  better  to  make 
a  full  statement,  in  order  that  the  House 
should  understand  the  circumstances. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  IRISH 
PUBUO  WORKS  —  DRAINAGE  AND 
LAND  IMPROVEMENT. 

Mb.  MABUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Oommission  on  Irish  Public 
Works  by  introducing  Bills  for  land  im- 
provement and  arterial  and  river  drain- 
age ;  and,  if  so,  when  the  same  will  be 
introduced ;  whether  the  oharffe  of  such 
legislation  will  be  transferred  from  the 
Treasury  to  the  Irish  Department  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland;  whether  in  such  legisla- 
tion *' statutory  termors"  will  be  in- 
cluded as  owners  of  land  in  the  forma- 
tion of  Conservancy  or  Drainage  District 
Boards  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  as 
assented  to  by  the  former  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  and  having 
regard  to  their  altered  tenures;  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
extensive  arterial  and  river  drainage 
scheme  in  North  Kilkenny  District  ex- 
tending over  24  miles,  and  which  would 
relieve  a  waterlogged  valley  of  that 
area,  and  where  the  occupiers  have  had 
all  the  preliminary  Survey  maps,  &o. 
executed  by  the  Cbunty  Surveyor  at  con- 
siderable expense  more  than  four  years 
ago,  and  approved  bv  the  Board  of 
Works'  Engineer,  including  the  loan 
of  £82,000  for  the  execution  of  these 
works ;  and  that,  owing  to  the  defective 
eharacter  of  the  Drainage  Acts,  those 
works  are  in  abeyance,  and  the  labour- 
ing population  as  well  as  the  occupiers 
interested  are  deprived  of  the  benent  of 
the  expenditure ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Oommis- 


sion by  forming  main  conservancy 

triets,  to  use  their  own  language — 

**  This  present  year,  without  waiting  lor  the 
legislation  which  wonld  be  reqaired  to  bring 
their  recommendationa  into  e£feot  ?  *' 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Oovemment.  as  the  hon.  Member  is 
aware,  have  already  taken  action  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  the  Royal  Oom- 
mission on  Irish  Public  Works  with 
regard  to  arterial  drainage — land  im- 
provement in  the  technical  sense  used 
m  Ireland  was  not  included  in  the  Re- 
ference to  that  Oommission — and  they 
will  press  forward  with  energy  in  that 
course.  Bills  carrying  out  generally 
the  recommendations  of  the  Oommission 
with  regard  to  the  Shannon,  the  Barrow, 
and  the  Bann  have  been  prepared,  and 
will  very  shortly  be  introduced,  and  all 
the  necessary  Parliamentary  notices  in 
connection  with  these  Bills  have  been 
given.  Upon  the  reception  given  to 
these  measures  by  the  House  will  de- 
pend the  action  which  the  Government 
may  take  with  regard  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  general  Bill  dealing  with  the 
subject  of  arterial  drainage.  Should 
the  three  Bills  already  mentioned  meet 
with  a  favourable  reception,  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  despair  of  introducing 
such  a  general  Bill  during  the  present 
year.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that,  prior  to  the  introduction  of  such 
a  general  Bill,  the  country  should  be 
mapped  out  into  main  conservancy  dis- 
tricts, as  suggested  by  the  Royal  Oom- 
mission, I  may  say  that  we  are  anxious 
to  do  this ;  but  that,  for  the  present,  the 
time  of  the  chief  hydraulic  engineer  is 
fully  occupied  in  connection  with  mat- 
ters relating  to  the  Shannon,  the  Barrow, 
and  the  Bann. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  tkk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  think  it  will  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  I  say 
that  I  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  to-night  the  new  Rules  of 
Procedure.  Nominally,  they  will  be 
put  down  for  Monday  next,  but  only 
that  they  may  appear  on  the  Paper, 
not  that  there  is  any  intention  of  pro- 
ceeding with  them. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton) :  Is  it  not  settled  that  on  Mon- 
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day  next  we  are  to  proceed  with  the 

debate  upon  Trafalgfar  Square  ?  ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y, 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Address 
must  be  disposed  of  before  proceeding: 
with  any  other  matter ;  therefore,  if  I 
am  not  assured  that  the  debate  on  the 
Address  will  conclude  to-morrow  night, 
I  cannot  propose  to  take  the  Trafalgar 
Square  debate  on  Monday. 

Mb.  JAME3  STUART  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  proceed  with  the  London  ques- 
tion before  the  other  stages  of  the 
Address  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Address 
must  be  voted  by  the  House  before  any 
other  Business  can  be  taken, 

Mb.  JAMES  8TUAET  :  WiU  it  be 
the  next  Business  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  un- 
dertake to  say  that,  since  it  is  possible 
that  the  exigencies  of  Supply  may  neces- 
sitate our  putting  down  Supply. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  On  the  Beport  stage  of  the 
Address  I  shall  haye  an  important 
Amendment  to  move — 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  said 
that  the  Address  must  be  voted  before 
any  other  Business  is  taken. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE :  I  propose 
to    move  on    the  Heport  of  the  Ad- 


"  That  this  House  humbly  expreBses  to  Her 
Majesty  its  regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in 
Year  Majesty  s  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  any 
measures  for  Ireland  which  shall  aeal  witii  the 
arrears  of  excessive  and  unjust  rents  whidi 
have  accumulated  in  many  cases  during  the 
last  two  years  of  agricultural  depression  from 
the  inability  of  tenants  to  pay  them,  and  which 
shaU  prevent  the  wholesale  eviction  of  tenants 
which  is  threatened  in  the  district  of  lioughrea 
and  Woodford. 

"  That  this  House  also  desires  to  express  its 
regret  to  Your  Majesty  that  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt 
should  have  been  prohibited  holdinff  a  meeting 
in  the  said  district  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
sympathy  with  the  tenants,  aod  bidding  them 
have  patience,  pending  application  to  Parlia- 
ment for  reli^. ' 

I  may  mention  that  the  latter  part  of 
the  proposed — but  I  think  that  will  be 
over  by  next  week — Amendment  can 
hardly  be  discussed  pending  the  trial 
whioh  is  now  taking  place  in  Dublin. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (l^yrone,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  give  I^otice  that  I  will  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  latter  part 
of  it. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER    TO    HER   MA- 

JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[sixth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [13th  February].— [See  page 
64.] 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  paragraphs  ten  and  eleven, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  —  "  Humbly 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that  the  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion, which  was  of  an  ameliorative  character, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  whereas 
the  repressive  legislation  of  the  Session  has  done 
much  to  alienate  the  sympathv  and  respect  of 
Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  as  well  as  much  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  harsh, 
partial,  and  mischievous." — (Mr,  Parnell.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887,  AND  LAND 
LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ACTION 
OF  THE  EXECUTIVE.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) : 
I  hare  not  had  the  pleasure  of  listening 
to  this  debate;  but  I  haye  been  read- 
ing the  reports  of  it  attentively  in  the 
newspapers,  and  it  seemed  to  me  that, 
with  the  honourable  exception  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden),  aU 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite,  and  the  speech  of  their  solitary 
champion  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
were  guided  by  the  key-note  struck  for 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  on  one  of  the  open- 
ing nights  of  this  Session.  They  all 
seemed  to  me  to  be  more  or  less  artfully 
designed  to  draw  angry  retort  from 
these  Benches.  Unhappily,  it  is  one 
of  our  national  characteristica  that  we 
are  a  little  too  quick  and  hotheaded  to 
resent  injustice,  and  a  most  generous 
use  you  make  of  your  strength  to  play 
upon  that  weakness.  The  whole  policy 
of  the  Gtovemment  in  Ireland,  and  the 
whole  tone  and  object  of  their  speeches 
and  of  their  newspapers— and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  of  those  powerful  London 
newspapers  that  do  their  work — ^their 
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whole  object  seems  to  be  to  get  at  the 
worst  side  of  the  Irish  and    English 
character,  and  to  sting  and  goad  us  into 
doing  things  which  would  put  new  life 
into  the  national  prejudices  which  are  ex- 
piring, and  expiring  in  spite  of  them. 
Their    difficulty    is    not  that  the  two 
peoples  are  disunited;  their  difficulty 
and  terror  is,  that   they  are  growing 
only  too  united  for  their  purpose.     It  is 
a  noble  ambition  ;  but  you  failed  in 
Irehind,   and  you  will  fail,  I  promise 
you,  in  this  House  also.    There  was  a 
time  when  we  came  to  this  House  with 
our  hand  against  eyery  man  and  every 
man's  hand  against  us,  for  we  expected 
no  quarter,  and  to  the  best  of  our  ability 
we  gave  none.    There  seemed  no  use  or 
purpose  in  struggling  or  reasoning  with 
the  tremendous  and  cruel  forces  arrayed 
against  us.     But  that,  happily,  is  now 
at    an  end  for    ever,    thanks    to    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.    W.  E.  Gladstone). 
We    come    to   this    House  no   longer 
as  enemies  amongst  enemies.  We  count 
ourselyes  no  longer  Ishmaelites  in  this 
House,  nor  in  this  land   of  England 
either.    We  come  here  now  amongst 
allies,    who    have    staked    the    whole 
fortunes  of  their  great  Party  on  our 
cause.     We  come  here  amongst  friends, 
too,    who  have    not    been    afraid    or 
ashamed  to  stand  by  our  side  and  by 
the  side  of  our  people  in  many  a  bitter 
hour  of  trial  and  calumny  last  winter. 
We  come  here,  too,  amongst  a  people 
whose  conscience,  as  I  believe,  has  been 
deeply  stirred  by  the  sufferings  that  our 
unfortunate  people  have  endured  and  are 
enduring,  and  although  we    are  still 
confronted  in  this  House  by  a  hostile 
majority,  callous  to  those  sufferings,  we 
know  that  that  majority  does  not  repre- 
sent Scotland  nor  Wales,  and  we  believe 
that  it  does  not  even  represent  England. 
It  is  a  majority  that  was  obtained  by 
foul  means  and  upon  representations 
that  have  turned  out  to  be  utterly  false. 
We  know  that  it  is  a  majority  which 
two  years  ago    were  not  ashamed  to 
receive  their  offices  at  the  hands  of  the 
very  men  whom  they  are  now  libellinff 
in  England  and  torturing  in  Ireland. 
I  have  no  respect  for  that  majority.    I 
doubt  whether  in  their  secret  hearts  any 
one  of  themselves  has  very  much  respect 
for  them.    I  know  very  well  they  are 
extremely  ill  at  ease,    We  believe,  as  I 
say,  that  we  are  winning,  and  that  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  oppositOi  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  his  Friends  have 
failed  in  Ireland.  He  has  failed  to 
smash  our  organization;  he  has  failed 
to  break  the  spirit  of  our  people  ;  he  has 
failed  to  defame  us — I  will  not  say  in  the 
eyes  of  our  own  countrymen,  for  that  is 
absurd,  but  in  the  eyes  of  any  honest 
man  in  these  three  Kingdoms ;  be  has 
failed  in  every  one  of  the  calculations  in 
which  he  indulged  so  heartily  last 
autumn  when  this  Mouse  trusted  him  with 
the  tremendous,  the  terrible  powers  of 
this  Ooercion  Act  to  extirpate  and  anni- 
hilate us.  I  think  I  shall  prove  before 
I  sit  down  that  the  doom  of  failure  is 
written  upon  every  clause  and  upon 
every  provision  of  this  Act,  abject  failure 
and  discomfiture  and  disgrace.  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  prove  that  our  people, 
sorely  as  they  have  been  tried  and  sorely 
as  they  have  been  proved  and  wronged, 
have  managed  to  survive  one  of  the 
most  horrible  Coercion  Acts  that  has 
ever  been  directed  against  human 
liberty.  They  have  been  able  to  crush 
and  baffle  it  at  every  point,  and  that 
without  one  deed  that  they  need  look 
back  upon  with  shame,  but  with  the 
sheer  force  of  the  unconquerable 
national  spirit.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  first 
place,  I  shall  try  to  deal  very  shortly 
with  my  own  case,  and  if  I  refer  to  it  at 
all,  it  is  not  in  order  to  notice  the 
gross  sneers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell). 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be,  but  if  it  were 
as  Parliamentary  as  it  is  true,  I  would 
call  them  malignant  sneers.  I  think  it 
probable  that  before  very  long  those 
sneers  will  be  answered  in  the  only  way 
they  deserve  by  the  electors  of  South 
Tyrone.  It  is  not  in  order  to  answer 
him  that  I  have  referred  to  the  question 
of  my  own  case,  but  it  is  because  un- 
doubtedly I  recognize  that  1  am  the 
very  worst  **  criminal,"  the  very  worst 
Parliamentary  '*  criminal,"  who  has 
been  convicted  under  this  Act.  I  am 
the  only  one — I  believe  I  can  say  it — I 
am  the  only  one  of  the  imprisoned  Irish 
Representatives  who  could  have  been 
proceeded  against  under  the  ordinary 
Common  Law  with  the  shadow  of  achanoe 
of  conviction.  Every  other  Colleague 
of  mine  who  has  been  convicted  has 
been  punished,  or  is  being  punished, 
for  new  and  for  statutable  offences  for 
which  no  jury  in  the  world  would  dream 
for  a  moment  of  criminally  impiisoning 
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{hem  under  the  ordinary  law ;  and  the 
point  that  I  would  like  to  press  upon 
the  House  is  this,  that  if  I  can  justify 
my  ofiEence  in  the  eyes  of  eyery  man  who 
thinks  more  of  human  nature  and 
human  suffering  than  of  Party  rights — 
if  I  oan  justify  my  offence,  then  I  say,  a 
thousand  times  more  forcibly,  the  con* 
yiction  of  CTeryone  of  my  OoUeagues 
appears  to  be  an  outrage  upon  justice, 
and  their  detention  in  prison  an  indelible 
disgrace  to  the  man  who  planned  to  put 
them  there.  I  find  that  foul  misrepre- 
sentation has  been  resorted  to  for  the 
purpose  of  misleading  the  English  public 
as  to  the  offence  for  which  I  was  put  in 
prison.  Within  the  last  week  I  have 
been  reading  oyer  the  papers  that  were 

fublished  during  my  imprisonment,  and 
was  sorry  to  find  that  the  Head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qoyemment  (the  Marquess  of 
Sahsbuiy)  was  not  aboye  stooping  to 
encourage  and  to  lead  this  attempt  most 
unfairly  and  untruly  to  poison  the  Eng« 
lish  mind  against  me.  He  made  a 
speech  at  Oxford  in  which  he  indulged 
in  a  great  many  flouts  and  jibes  at  my 
own  humble  expense.  Well,  I  do  not 
oompliun  of  that.  It  is  not  the  first 
time  that  he  has  been  accused  of  indulg- 
ing in  flouts  and  jibes  at  the  expense  of 
persons  with  whom  he  was  more  inti- 
mately allied  than  he  is  with  me.  But 
here  is  how  this  great  Nobleman,  the 
I^ime  Minister  of  England,  describes 
to  an  En^ish  audience  my  offence  in 
Ireland.  He  asks — '*  What  is  there  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien  to  excite  sym- 
pathy, to  make  him  a  martjrr  ?  "  And 
then  he  goes  on  with  those  yery  credit- 
able witticisms  of  his.    He  says — 

'*  I  do  not  refer  to  his  small  clothes  (laugh- 
ter). Their  rioiBsitades  wonld  fomiih  a  theme 
for  an  epic  (renewed  laughter).  I  hope  an 
Iriih  bard  will  axiee  worthy  of  the  Buhject  (con' 
tinued  laughter).  But  taking  the  man  apart 
from  his  cfothei  (roars  of  laughter)— 

lCr%€90f  *'0h,  oh!"  0iii<< Shame !'Vr4>m 
Iri$h  Mnd  Libiral  Beneh$i,  and  9light  tit- 
Unng  fr^m  Tortet  below  the  Oangway.'] 
I  notice  now  that  the  laughter  does  not 
quite  rise  into  a  roar  on  the  opposite 
side.  Of  course,  as  to  these  remarks,  I 
do  not  answer  them.  I  only  say  that, 
to  my  mind,  they  are  characterized  by 
more  or  less  good  taste ;  except  that  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  is  such  a  yezy 
great  Nobleman,  I  would  be  inclined  to 
say  with  less  taste.  He  then  went  on  to 
say— 


<<  What  is  there  to  ezdte  the  sympathy  of 
English  Liberals  in  the  cause  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
who  broke  the  law,  and  incited  others  to 
break  the  law?  He  recommended  that  men 
employed  by  the  Grown  for  the  recovery  of 
just  debts  should  be  met  with  violence,  and  in 
consequence  of  that  violence  some  of  them 
have  been  brought  near  to  death's  door.  [Cri0$ 
of  "  Shame !  "J  What  is  there  to  excite  the 
sympathy  of  loyal  citizens  and  loyal  subjects  of 
England  P" 

Now,  I  shall  tell  you  yery  briefly  the 
circumstances  under  which  my  adyice 
was  giyen  to  the  Mitchelstown  tenants, 
and  I  shall  tell  you  what  are  the  re- 
sults of  that  adyice ;  and  I  will  ask  the 
opinion  of  any  candid  man  in  this  House, 
when  he  has  heard  me — I  will  ask  him 
whether  that  speech  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  is  not  calculated  to  conyey  to 
the  ayerage  Englishman  an  impression 
so  false,  so  misleading,  that  I  am  afraid 
I  should  be  obliged  to  trayel  beyond  the 
region  of  Parliamentary  epithets  to  cha- 
racterize it.  On  the  2nd  of  Aug^t  we 
had,  practically  speaking,  as  far  as  this 
House  was  concerned,  passed  a  Land 
Act  enabling  the  Mitchelstown  tenants 
—oyer  1,000  of  them  who  were  lease- 
holders ~  to  haye  their  rents  reyised  in 
the  Land  Oourt.  On  the  8th  of  August 
word  reached  me  that  police  and  soldiers 
were  gathered  in  Mitchelstown  to  carry 
out  an  eviction  campaign,  and  the  effect 
of  that  would  haye  been  to  haye  pre- 
yented  and  forestalled  all  the  operation 
of  that  Land  Act  on  that  estate,  and, 
practically  speaking,  to  defeat  the  inten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  to  fling  those 
poor  people  naked  upon  the  world,  be- 
fore the  relief  which  was'already  actually 
entering  the  door  could  reach  them.  It 
was  technically  legal  for  the  landlord, 
I  admit,  for  a  few  days  longer.  But 
I  hold  that  if  oyer  there  was  a  crime 
committed  against  society,  it  was  the 
crime  that  was  being  attempted,  for  the 
day  that  I  went  down  to  Mitchelstown 
an  attempt  was  already  being  made  to 
defeat,  as  I  say,  the  plain  and  expressed 
intentions  of  ^Parliament,  and  to  plunge 
this  whole  community  into  wretchedness 
and  disorder  in  order  to  defeat,  by  a 
few  days,  the  operations  of  a  Bill 
which  the  landlord  well  knew  wonld 
yindicate  the  position  of  the  tenants, 
as  it  has,  in  fact,  since  triumphantly 
done.  Well,  but  what  was  to  be  done?  If 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  ex-Member 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  were  still  the  Ohief  Secretary,  at 
all  eyentSy  acting  in  his  early  manner, 
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we  might  still  haye  had  aome  hope  that 
the  Queen's  troops  would  not  have  been 
the  accomplices  of  an  infamy  of  this 
sort.  The  police  and  Militia  were  already 
at  their  work  on  the  day  that  I  went  to 
Mitohelstown  on  the  appeal  of  this  poor 
people.  I  found  that  evictions  had 
already  been  actually  carried  out  there 
on  non-residential  holdings,  and  one  in 
the  case  of  a  poor  widow,  where  there 
was  no  possibility  of  resistance.  Aye, 
it  is  the  old  story  in  Ireland,  they  evict 
without  mercy  only  the  weak,  who  can 
make  no  resistance,  and  they  have  no 
scruple  about  perpetrating  wrong  when 
it  can  be  done  in  the  dark.  I  need  not 
describe  the  bitter  feelings  that  passed 
through  my  mind  that  day  when  those 
poor  people — my  own  constituents — 
looked  to  me  in  the  hour  of  their  help- 
lessness and  desperation  to  know  what 
was  to  be  done.  They  saw  the  ruin  that 
was  coming  down  upon  their  homes; 
there  was  just  one  hope,  and  I  defy  any- 
body to  point  out  another.  There  was 
just  one  hope  for  those  poor  people  in 
all  the  world,  and  it  was  this.  The 
Northwich  Election  was  pending ;  it  was 
coming  off  in  a  few  dajrs,  and  Irish 
evictions  were  an  awkward  topic  for  the 
Tory  candidate.  The  story  of  Qlenbeigh 
and  of  Bodyke  was  beginning  to  horrify 
and  excite  the  English  mind,  and  I 
knew  that  Tory  statesmen  would  not 
seruple  to  lend  their  troops  to  perpetrate 
a  wrong  if  it  could  be  done  without  com- 
motion ;  but  I  knew  also,  or  guessed,  at 
all  events,  that  they  would  hesitate  to  do 
anything  that  would  make  them  lose  the 
Northwich  Election.  I  had  not  a  moment 
for  consulation  with  anybody  in  the 
world.  On  my  own  responsibility,  and 
actually  and  absolutely  on  my  own  re- 
sponsibility, without  consultation  with 
anybody,  and  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment, there  and  then,  in  the  open  square 
of  Mitchelstown,  and  in  the  hearing  of 
a  number  of  policemen,  I  did  tell  the 
people  that  if,  under  those  special  cir- 
cumstances, those  evictions  were  carried 
out  before  the  Land  Bill,  which  was  just 
almost  law  then,  should  become  law, 
that  it  would  not  be  a  vindication  of  the 
law,  butit  wouldbeanoutrageousevasion 
of  the  law,  and  that  they  would,  before  all 
men,  be  justified  in  defending  their  homes 
by  every  honest  effort  in  their  power.  I 
may  have  been  right,  or  I  may  have  been 
wrong;  but  I  have  no  doubt  on  the 
point  in  my  own  sund,  and  I  have  not 
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been  in  the  least  degree  inclined  io  snflfar 
in  my  conscience  in  reference  to  it.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  though  technically 
it  was  illegal  for  me  to  save  the  people, 
as  it  would  have  been  legal  for  the 
landlord  in  two  days  more  to  ruin  them 
— -I  dare  say,  technically  speakine,  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  the  law  to  hold  the 
arm  of  the  executioner,  even  if  you 
knew  and  if  he  knew  that  a  reprieve 
was  actually  arriving  at  the  gates.  That 
was  precisely  the  case  of  these  people. 
A  reprieve  was  coming  and  the  reprieve 
has  come.  At  all  events,  whether  I  was 
right  or  wrong  in  law,  the  result  proved 
that  I  did  not  miscalculate  the  states- 
manship and  the  morality  of  the  Tory 
Party.  What  happened  ?  The  moment 
it  became  evident  that  these  evictions 
would  not  go  on  without  scenes  that 
would  ring  through  England,  the  evic- 
tion campaign  was  abandoned.  The 
very  day  that  I  made  that  speech  at 
Mitchelstown  all  was  peace  for  the 
tenants ;  not  another  eviction  took  place, 
and  Captain  Plunkett,  who  came  down 
to  superintend  the  eviction  campaign, 
remained,  I  am  glad  to  say,  and  I  am 
proud  to  say,  remained  to  turn  his 
energies  to  getting  up  a  prosecution 
against  me  instead.  Not  a  single  evic- 
tion has  taken  place  from  that  day  to 
this,  not  an  act  of  violence  was  com- 
mitted. Not  a  blow  was  struck,  not 
a  hair  was  injured  on  the  head  of  a 
policeman  or  of  a  bailiff  in  consequence 
of  that  speech — not  one.  But  it  did 
not  end  there.  And  what  was  the  re- 
suit?  That  these  poor  tenants,  those 
thousands  of  people  who  but  for  our 
action — who  but  for  the  action  of  my 
friend  John  Mandeville  and  myself, 
would  have  been  beggared  and  home- 
less men  to-day — ^those  men  were  en- 
abled to  take  advantage  of  the  laaid 
Bill  such  as  it  was,  while  we  were  in 
prison.  A  Land  Sub-Gommission  care- 
fully chosen  was  sent  down  to  the 
Mitchelstown  estato  to  prophesy  against 
us,  and  to  prove  the  guilt  and  the  dis- 
honesty of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  but 
for  all  the  gold  in  the  house  of  Barak 
they  could  not  do  it.  These  picked 
Tory  officers,  two  of  them  convicted 
raokrentors  themselves,  were  obliged  to 
declare  that  these  poor  tenants,  who  but 
for  us  would  have  been  flung  mercilessly 
upon  the  world  by  the  landlord,  were 
entitled  to  remain  in  their  homes,  and 
that   they    are    entitled  to  remain  in 
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them  at  lower  tenxM  and  at  lower  rente 
than  had  been  demanded  before.  What 
has  happened  since  ?  The  landlord  has 
actually  taken  refuge  from  the  judg> 
n&ent  of  even  a  Tory  Land  Commission 
in  the  moderation  of  the  Plan  of 
Oampaign ;  and  three  days  ago  my  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague — and  I  am  proud 
to  call  him  my  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
logue— the  Member  for  South  Tippe- 
rary  (Mr.  John  O'Connor)  signed, 
sealed,  and  delivered  a  treaty  whioh 
secured  those  poor  people  in  their 
homes  as  thoroughly  as  Galteemore  is 
seonred  in  its  base.  This  is  the  trans- 
action as  to  whioh  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  is  not  ashamed  to  say — 

"He  recommended  that  the  men  employed 
by  the  Crown  in  the  reooTery  of  debt  should  be 
met  with  yiolence ; " 

and  in  consequence  of  his  recommen- 
dation they  were  met  with  violence, 
and  scalded,  and  some  of  them  brought 
near  to  death's  door.  As  I  have  told 
you,  not  a  single  eviction  took  place 
after  the  date  of  my  speech.  Not  a 
single  act  of  violence  of  any  kind  has 
taken  place  in  any  way  upon  the  estate 
— not  a  blow  was  struck — not  the 
smallest  injury  was  inflicted  upon  any 
officer  of  the  law  in  consequence  of  that 
speech;  and  the  most  frightful  wrong 
was  averted,  and  those  poor  people  who 
were  being  despoiled  of  everything  they 
had  in  the  world  were  secured  in  their 
houses  for  evermore.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  if  that  transaction,  instead  of  being 
submitted  to  a  tribunal  of  Besident 
Magistrates  at  Mitchelstown — if  that 
transaction  could  be  submitted  to  any 
12  Englishmen — to  any  jury  of  12 
Englishmen  from  sea  to  sea — I  do  not 
thiak  it  is  I  who  would  have  very  much 
to  fear ;  nor  need  I  have  any  fears  of 
a  guilty  conscience  in  facing  those  men. 
I  should  rather  think  that  if  there  is 
anybody  to  whom  the  cry  of  shame  ap- 
plies in  the  transaction,  I  should  think 
that  if  there  is  anybody  who  has  reason 
to  blush  at  the  name  of  Mitchelstown, 
and  to  remember  Mitchelstown,  apart 
altogether  from  the  blood  that  was  shed 
there,  I  should  think  it  is  not  I,  but 
that  it  is  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment, 
who  had  neither  the  humanity  to  for- 
bid these  evictions  nor  the  courage  to 
persevere  in  them.  They  superintended 
and  sanctioned  them  so  long  as  there 
was  no  prospect  of  resistance;  but 
they    abandoned    them — ^they  had  the 


cowardice  to  abandon  them — the  nioment 
that  they  threatened  to  become  incon- 
venient to  a  Tory  candidate;  and  they  had 
the  incredible  meanness— the  incredible 
meanness  while  my  hands  were  bound  in 
prison — to  present  a  story  to  the  English 
public  under  a  false  and  untruthful  guise 
in  order  to  reconcile  the  public  to  having 
me  treated  worse  than  Uiey  would  treat 
any  cut-throat  for  saving  my  people,  for 
saving  my  own  constituents,  from  a  fate 
whioh  the  law,  which  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, and  now  whioh  everybody  on 
this  earth  acknowledges  would  have 
been  most  unmerited  and  a  most  awful 
calamity  if  it  had  happened.  Now,  Sir, 
I  will  not  weary  the  House,  I  promise 
you,  by  going  into  all  the  miserable  in- 
stances of  foul  play,  the  vile  acts  of  in- 
decency that  were  resorted  to  against  me 
in  the  usual  way,  I  might  say,  for,  un- 
fortunately, they  are  commonpLsice,  every 
day  occurrences  in  Ireland,  under  the 
infamous  tribunals  that  you  have  set  up 
there,  and  call  them  justice.  I  will  not 
go  into  that  matter ;  and  as  to  prison 
treatment,  well,  I  certainly  am  not  going 
into  any  recital  of  the  miserable  little 
prison  torments  and  indignities  that  were 
employed  to  give  us  pain  and  humilia- 
tion, and,  what  is  much  more  important, 
to  besmirch  the  character  of  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives  in  the  eyes  of  the  people 
of  England  and  elsewhere.  I  think  we 
can  afford  to  pass  these  things  by.  I 
believe  that  our  opponents  are  not  all 
so  lost  to  everything  that  is  manly  and 
generous  in  sentiment  as  not  to  feel 
rather  ashamed  than  very  exultant  about 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  prison  ex- 
ploits. But  there  is  another  order  of 
opponents.  I  am  sorry  to  think  that 
there  are  men  who,  while  capable  of  in* 
fiicting  pain  of  this  description,  are 
capable    of    deriving   a    still    keener 

Sleasure  in  seeing  that  the  torments 
ave  told  and  in  seeing  us  smart  under 
their  effects.  But  I  shall  not  gratify 
them,  and  I  cannot  do  so,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  I  do  not  feel  wounded,  and 
I  did  not  feel  in  the  least  degraded.  I 
rather  suspect  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, under  all  his  jaimty  bravery, 
carries  his  conscience  not  quite  so  easily 
as  appears,  or  ss  I  do  mine.  I  confess 
I  did  feel  very  keenly  when  in  prison 
as  to  a  letter  which  the  right  hon  Gentle-* 
man  published  to  a  Mr.  Armitage,  in 
which,  not  making  any  broad  and 
honest  charge  agaiiut  me,  he  ooaveyed 
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a  itMllhy  and  loalhaoma   innniiatioii, 
theloathaome  innnuation  that  I  sheltered 
myielf  under  the  pleaof  iUneae  from  the 
•nforeement   of    iniaon     discipline — a 
statement  as  to  whioh  I  challenge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  to  any 
one  of  the  three  oi&cial   doctors  who 
examined  me,  for  one  tittle,  I  will  not 
say  of  foundation,  but  even  of  oounten- 
anoe  for  such  an  assertion.    Here  we 
are  now  face  to  face,  and  I  challenge 
him,  in  defence  of  his  own  character 
—for  it  is,  after  all,  his  own  character 
that   is   at    stake — I    challenge    him 
to  appeal  to  any  one  of  those  three 
officials — one  of  them  the  prison  doctor, 
a  Protestant  gentleman,  and  the  son  of 
a  landlord ;  and  the  other  a  member  of 
Uie  Prisons  Board ;  and  the  third  a  gen- 
tleman whose  name  eyen  to  this  hour  I 
do  not  know — I  challenge  him  to  appeal 
to  any  single  one  or  to  ail  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, to  give  the  slightest  countenance 
for  that  innimous  imputation.    I  find  I 
am  rather  warmer  on  the  subject  than  I 
wish  to  be.    I  have  said  that  I  was 
angry  about  that  letter  while  I  was  in 
prison ;  but  since  I  haye  come  out  of 
prison,  and  haye  had  an  opportunity  of 
again  reading  that  letter,  I  am  angry  no 
longer.    If  I  was  a  much  greater  man 
than  I  am,  I  confess  it  would  be  ample 
yengeance  for  me  to  find  that  any  states- 
man who  had  any  reputation  to  lose 
should  have  penned  such  a  letter — a 
letter  conyeying  the  most  hideous  and 
cowardly  imputation  upon  a  man  whose 
mouth  was  closed ;  but  I  must  say  also 
that  there  breathed  in  eyery  sentence  the 
temper  of  a  beaten  and  an  angry  man, 
and  I  was  going  to  say  of  an  anery 
woman,  but  I  do  not  want  to  say  it,  be- 
cause it  would  be  a  gross  libel  upon  that 
gentle  and  tender  sex  to  associate  it 
with  the  production  of  such  a  letter  as 
that  in  such  a  spirit.    I  pass  that  by 
without  further  comment.    From  all  I 
haye  been  able  to  learn  since  I  left 
prison,  in  England  I  feel   that   it   is 
no  longer  necessary  for  us  to  defend 
ourselyes  in  the  eyes   of  the  English 
people,  and  I  belieye  that  there  is  not  a 
Tory  of  the  fifth  or  sixth  magnitude 
who  redly  in  his  heart  belieyes  for  one 
instant  that  we  are  such  poor  creatures 
as  to  cry  out  against  a  mere  sentence  of 
imprisonment  or  its  consequences,  ex- 
cept those  like  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  stated 
that  we  attempted  to  set  up  a  distinction 
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between  Members  of  FaiUament  ani 
peasants — our  comrades,  oor  true  pa- 
triots, who  haye  been  oonyietod  under 
the  Act.     Sir,  there  is  not  a  shadow, 
not   a    tittle  of  foundatioiL  for  that. 
We   haye    claimed  nothing  for  oor- 
selyes    as    Members    of  Failiainent 
that   we    do   not  claim    equally  ior 
eyery   man    who   is  eonTicted  under 
the  Summary  Glauses  of  the  Aet  It 
that  man  is  a  criminal,  there  ia  no  rea- 
son why  ho  should  not  be  tried  heioie 
the  ordinary  tribunals  and  eonTicted. 
No,  Sir ;  we  do  not  ask  the  poor  to  make 
their  prison  lot  harder  by  making  the 
fight  we  haye  had  to  make  in  resstance 
against  these  prison  roles.    We  made 
that  fight ;  but  if  we  win,  they  ahaU  vm 
as  w<»li  as  we.    Our  position  was  aimply 
this — and  this  is  the  only  thing  I  ahaU 
say  upon  the  matter — that  you  are  per- 
fectly welcome  to  treat  ua  to  all  the 
punishments  that  your  Courts  of  Lav 
judge  would  haye  been  sufficient  for  the 
yery  yilest  crimes  in  society— the  plank 
bed,  bread  and  water  diet,  24  honra  of 
solita^  confinement,  depriyed  of  booka, 
of  writing  materials,  of  visits,  and  ao 
forth — ^you  are  perfectly  welcome  to  heap 
eyery  material  and  physical  disoomfort 
and  privation  upon  us,  if  that  ia  your 
generous  and  chivalrous  treatment  of 
political  priaoners.  You  will  never  hear  a 
murmur  or  a  word  of  complaint  from  our 
lipa  if  you  stick  to  that;  bat  the  mo- 
ment you  go  further,  and  not  only  treat 
us  as  badly  as  the  worst  criminak  in 
society — when  you  go  further  and  try  to 
subject  us  to  moral  torture  from  which 
criminals  are  altogether  exempt— when 
you  ask  us  to  make  open  and  actiye  and 
yoluntary  acknowledgment  of  our  kin- 
ship and  equality  with  criminals,  then 
we  say,  no ;  we  will  die  first.    And  you 
will  hsve  to  learn  the  definition  be- 
tween your  criminal  classes  and  Irish 
political  prisoners,  even  if  you  haye  to 
fall  back  on  the  Ooroner*B  jury  and  their 
verdict  to  ascertain  that  distinction.    I 
will  say  nothing  more  about  it.    I  will 
pass  on  to  the  results ;  and  I  will  only 
say  that  if  anybody  has  reason  to  blush 
for  them,  I  do  ^  think  it  is  we.    I 
hope  I  am  not  detaitiML^^^  House.    If 
I  am,  the  only  excus^fP^  l>ta»d  i« 
that  I  do  not  think  I  shall 
portunity  very  soon  of  clail*^-  _ 

attention ;  but  I  should  like  t  ^^^  ^ 
fore  I  sit  down— where  in  ^?,  ^sfc  i. 
end  ?    What  object  is  accompli   ^^*^ 


577 


Maj$%iy*t  Mint  {Febbttaut  It^  1888}  Oracious  Speech,         678 


it  ?  If  this  is  to  go  on  for  over  and  for  I 
ever,  what  object  can  it  ever  possibly 
aocomplish  except  misery  to  a  weak  people 
and  worry  and  eternal  shame  to  your- 
selyes  ?  Is  the  object  of  the  right  hon. 
GFentleman  to  convert  the  Irish  people,  or 
is  it  to  dragoon  them— to  dragoon  them 
out  of  aspirations  which  are  as  deeply 
lodged  in  the  hearts  of  1,000,000  men  as 
the  blood  in  their  veins?  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  wildest  hour 
imagine  that  he  has  made  one  single 
convert  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Ireland  by  his  conduct?  I  sup- 
pose the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  reply 
by*and-bye.  Even  to  take  it  on  the 
lower  and  meaner  sphere  of  brute  force, 
I  ask  him  can  he  name  as  much  as  one 
single  Tillage  club  which  he  has  effec- 
taaUy  stamped  out?  Oan  he  produce 
one  single  man  from  our  ranks  whom  he 
has  really  frightened  as  the  result  of  all 
the  terrific  powers  which  he  has  been 
wielding  in  Ireland  during  the  last  six 
months?  I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  remember  with  what  shouts 
and  what  exultation  they  passed  this 
Grimes  Act  with  which  to  trample  oyer 
us.  I  can  remember  well  the  yell  of 
delight  with  which  they  hailed  the  de- 
claration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — I  think  it 
was— that  this  was  to  be  a  duel  to  the 
death  between  the  National  League  and 
the  Government,  and  they  accepted  the 
challenge.  Well,  are  you  satisned  with 
the  results  ?  I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
candidly,  would  they  have  yelled  so  loudly 
last  autumn  if  they  could  haye  foreseen 
that  the  results  of  the  most  stringent 
Ooercion  Act,  and  the  most  uneheoked 
powers  that  ever  a  despot  was  armed 
with,  would  have  been  so  meagre,  so 
ignominious,  and  so  miserable  ?  Did  you 
or  did  you  not  expect  that  it  would  sup- 
press or  crush  the  National  League  ? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  are  silent  now.  I  re- 
member well  the  shout  of  derision  that 
came  from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
when  I  yentured  to  intimate  a  doubt 
whether  the  Act — terrific  as  it  looked — 
would  succeed  in  crushing  the  Flan  of 
Campaign.  Has  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
been  crushed,  or  even  crippled  ?  Ask 
^^be  deputation  of  Irish  landlords,  who 
^^H|||don  Lord  Salisbury  the  other  day 
^|mm||Mgtng  letter.  Ask  them  how 
imio^  their  ^^jem  would  be  willing  to  try  a 
M  isk  be-  the  Flan  of  Campaign  to- 
•II  tbiB  to        The  fact  is  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
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Eaign  has  never  had  so  uniform  and  un- 
roken  a  course  of  victories  as  it 
has  had  during  the  last  six  months. 
The  greatest  number  of  the  important 
struggles  in  which  we  were  engaged 
when  this  Act  was  passed  have 
been  brought  to  a  victorious  conclusion 
under  the  very  mouths  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  guns.  And  upon  what 
terms?  I  could  keep  you  an  hour 
giving  instances  of  the  results;  but  this 
I  say — that  the  one  thing  that  applies 
to  them  all  is,  that  in  every  single  in- 
stance at  least  the  original  demands  of 
the  tenants  have  been  conceded,  every 
evicted  tenant  has  been  reinstated,  and 
every  shilling  of  law  costs  incurred  in 
the  struggle  has  been  borne  as  an  in- 
demnity by  the  landlords.  Surely  the 
landlords  could  have  done  as  well  as 
that,  or  better,  without  any  Crimes  Act 
at  all.  I  will  just  give  one  or  two  in- 
stances of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration  in  Ireland.  I  will  just 
take  the  case  of  Lord  De  Freyne,  in 
County  Bosoommon.  Just  as  this  Act 
was  passing,  Lord  De  Freyne's  agent, 
Mr.  MacDougall,  wrote  this  letter — 

'*  Spot  the  men  in  your  district  who  are  able 
to  pay  rent  and  will  not.  We  will  see,  now 
that  the  Coercion  Bill  has  become  law,  whether 
we  will  not  make  them  honest  men." 

It  turned  out  that  the  dishonest  men 
were  Mr.  MacDougall  and  his  master. 
Mr.  MacDougall  had  confidence  in  the 
Crimes  Bill  and  in  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman last  autumn.  Where  is  Mr. 
MacDougall  to-day?  He  is  gone— he 
is  dismissed,  and  everything  that  the 
tenants  were  then  demanding  has  been 
conceded.  It  was  the  very  day  after  I  came 
out  of  prison  that  I  learnt  that  the  new 
agent  had  had  an  interview  with  two  of 
the  most  prominent  of  the  Campaigners 
on  the  estate,  and  that  he  not  only  agreed 
to  the  tenants'  terms,  but  that  he  agreed 
to  refund  a  sum  of  over  £1,700  which 
Mr.  MacDougall  had  dishonestly  ex- 
torted ^om  them  on  a  portion  of  the 
estate  before  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was 
started.  This  money  was  wrung  from 
the  tenants  by  sheer  terrorism,  by  serv- 
ing 150  writs  of  ejectment  against  the 
tenants  before  they  had  the  protection 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign;  and  now, 
such  is  the  force  of  the  Flan,  with  the 
Crimes  Act  in  full  vigour,  that  this 
landlord  has  not  only  been  obliged  to 
concede  the  tenants'  terms,  but  he  has 
been  obliged  to  disgorge  the  money  that 
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was   unjustly  and   dishonMtlv  wrong 
from  these  poor  people  whUe  they  were 
defenceless,  and  he  has  been  obliged 
to    pay    eyery    shilling   of    the    costs 
of    150    ejectments.      Now,   Sir,   that 
is  Lord  De  Freyne's    impartial   opi* 
nion   as  to   how  the  oat  is  jumping 
as  between  the  Grimes  Aot  and  the  Flan 
of  Campaign  after  six  months.    Now,  I 
will  quote  another  instance,  the  famous 
— or  rather  infamous — estate  manage- 
ment of  Bodyke,  where  the  proceedings 
last  summer  horrified  England,  and  for 
which  Her  Majesty's  G-ovemment  pro- 
vided   no    remedy   whateyer.      What 
is    the    result?      Last    year    Oolonel 
O'Oallaghan,  one  of  the  most  hardened 
rack-renters — and  one  of  the  most  des- 
perate fighting  men  besides  in  Ireland — 
refused  to  aocept  £970  to  coyer  one  and 
a-half  year's  rent  of  57  tenants.      He 
has  now  accepted  £1,000  to  wipe  off  two 
years  rent  of  72  tenants,  after   incur- 
ring some  £500  in  legal  expenses.  That 
is  to  say,  after  losing  all  his  money,  and 
after  costing  the  British  taxpayers  over 
£1,000  for  expenses  for  his  evictions, 
he  has  now  come  to  the  conclusion — 
and  he  is  one  of  the  most  desperate  of 
rack-renters — that  the  Grimes    Act  is 
"no  go,"  and  he  has  struck  his  flag  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  upon  far  worse 
terms  to  him  than  he  would  have  g^t 
before  the  Crimes  Act  was  passed.  Only 
this  very  day  a  letter  came  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  from   the  principal   man   who 
stood  almost  between  the   liying  and 
the  dead  on    that    estate  —  the  Rev. 
Peter     Murphy.      The    Rev.    Father 
says— 

« -hij  dear  Kr.  Dillon— 1.  thousand  thanks 
for  cheque.  Ton  hare  acted  noblv  by  us,  and 
we  haye  erery  reason  to  thank  and  be  ffratef  ol 
to  you.  What  pleases  mo  most  of  all  is 
that  our  yictory  oyer  Colonel  0*Oallaghan  is 
complete,  and  approyed  by  all  who  understand 
the  matter  fully.  He  did  his  utmost  to  get  the 
tenants  to  purchase,  and  he  would,  I  think, 
sell  on  any  terms  rather  than  yield  to  the  Plan, 
but  we  absolutely  refused  to  purchase  as  long 
as  the  rope  remained  around  our  necks.  We 
would  not  entertain  the  idea  of  purchase  at  all 
until  restored  to  the  holdings,  and  free  as  the 
mountain  air  to  meet  on  equal  terms.  The 
next  gale  is  not  to  be  asked  until  the  end  of 
June;  reductions  conceded  to  the  different 
degrees  of  poyerty  were  15  per  cent  upwards  to 
25,  30,  and  40.  The  cost  of  eyictions  were  £450, 
and  the  other  costs  in  legal  proceedings  were  at 
least  £150.  He  said  he  should  pay  the  agent 
£50  out  of  the  £1,000  given  him,  and  that  he 
was  paying  5  per  cent  for  moneys  borrowed 
besides.    I  haye  receiyed  a  very  great  number 


of  letters  congratulating  ns  on  ourtucoess.  We 
haye  succeeded  wondenully,  thank  God  and 
all  our  friends,  and  you  amongst  them." 


This  is  the  way  in  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  beaten  the  power  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign.    These  poor  tenants 
have  won  in  spite  of  him,  not  merely  by 
adhering  to  that  Plan  of  Campaign. 
What  other  lesson  has  he  taught  them  ? 
The  tenants  haye  won,  and  eyery  man 
who  was  eyicted  retook  possession  of 
his  holding  in  defianoe  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  has  held  on  his  holding  ever 
since.     The  other  lesson  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — this  triumphant  Cromwell 
— has  taught  them  is  this— that,  thanks 
to  their  own  pluck,  and  not  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  mercy,  they  are  more 
secure  in  their  homes  to-day  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  his  tenancy 
of  the  Treasury  Bench.    It  is  the  same 
way  with  every  estate  we  haye  had  to 
deal  with.  I  am  at  this  moment  officially 
aware    that    on  several  estates  where 
that  struggle  is  still  proceeding  the  land- 
lords are  basing  their  hopes,  and  are 
opening  their  negotiations,  not  with  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  or  Dublin  Castle^ 
but  with  the  roan  who  sits  there — my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
— and  with  other  members  of  this  crimi- 
nal and  illegal  conspiracy — a  conspiracy 
on  whose  dishonesty  we  have  heard  so 
many  homilies  from  right  hon.  Gentle* 
men  opposite.  Why,  I  sometimes  wonder 
that  the  homilies  they  address  to  us  and 
to  our  suffering  people  upon  theviolation 
of  the  Ten  Commandments  do  not  blister 
the  lips  that  utter  them.  This  dishonest 
conspiracy !  No  Land  Court  that  has  ever 
revised  their  demands  has  been  able  to 
pronounce  them  to  be  other  than  most 
just  and  moderate.   My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  men* 
tioned  the  other  night  that  there  were 
only  three  really  great  estates  in  Ire* 
land  on  which  the  landlords  are  offering 
any    resistance.     One  of  them  is  the 
Brooke  estate,  in  the  County  Wexford, 
where  the  agent — Captain  Hamilton — 
is  an  Emergency  man  by  profession. 
The  second  is  Lord  Massereene's  pro* 
perty,  in  the  County  Louth,  where  the 
agents  also  are  Emergency  men  by  pro- 
fession ;  and  the  third  is  the  estate  of 
Lord  Clanrioarde.    It  must  be  a  proud 
thing  for  Englishmen  to  know  that  on 
the  last  property  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  exercising  one  of  the  most  abomi- 
nable systems  of  petty  persecution  that 
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eter  was  practised,  in  order  to  strike 
down  the  defences  of  these  poor  people, 
to  smother  their  yoicesi  and  to  tie  their 
hands  in  their  struggle  with  a  man  who 
in  the  Queen's  own  Law  Courts  has 
been  branded  as  a  monster  of  cruelty 
and   avarice.     I  will  only  say  that  I 
wish  Her  Majesty's  OoTernment  joy  of 
all  the  credit  that  they  will  get  out  of 
their  holy  alliance  with  Lord  Glanri- 
oarde ;  and  I  wish  Lord  Clanrioarde  joy 
of  all  the  rents  he  will  get  out  of  his 
tenants.     The  fact  of  it  is — ^there  is  no 
use  in  blinking  it — that  instead  of  over- 
throwiug  the  Flan  of    Campaign,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  only  made  it 
more  secure  and  more  irresistible  by 
driving  us  to  do  our  business  with  less 
publicity.     The  machinery  of  the  Plan 
tkas  now  been  perfected  to  such  a  degree 
that  we  find  that  one  single  Campaign 
estate  is  sufficient  to  keep  the  peace  of 
the  whole  community — aye,  and  to  settle 
the  rents  of  a  whole  community  more 
satisfactorily  and  more  honestly  than 
an  army  of  Land  Commissioners.    We 
find    that    that    is    the    consequence, 
and    I    will    tell    you  why ;    it   is   a 
▼ery  simple  reason— because  the  penal- 
ties of  such  a  struggle  as  theirs  are  so 
heavy  that  they  are  enough  to  intimidate 
any  tenantry  from  putting  forward  an 
unjust  demand,  and  they  are  also  suffi- 
ciently g^eat  to  terrify  all    landlords 
from  refusing  a  just  demand.    It  may 
be  a  rough-and-ready  method—and  no 
doubt  it  is — but  it  has  succeeded.  What 
is  the  result?    In  99  oases  out  of  100 
throughout    last    winter  it    succeeded 
without  any  struggle  at  all,  and  to  re- 
fate  this  we  challenge  those  who  talk 
abont  the  immorality  and  dishonesty,  or 
the  criminality,  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.    We    challenge    them — and    I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
and  he  will  have    an    opportunity  of 
forcing  my  words  down  my  throat  if  I 
am  wrong — to  name  any  single  deed  of 
outrage  or  of  crime  that  is  traceable  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  from  end  to  end 
of  Ireland.    I  challenge  you  to  name 
any  one  case  in  which  the  demands  we 
hare  put  forward  have  been  declared  by 
any  judicial  tribunal  or  Land^Commission 
in  the  country  to  be  dishonest,  exagge- 
rated, or  exorbitant ;    and  I  challenge 
you  to  adduce  to  the  House  any  one 
single  case  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   has    succeeded — with    all    his 
powers  and  all  his  terrors — in  breaking 


up  a  combination  once  formed  on  an 
estate.  I  think  his  is  not  a  very  vie* 
torious  record  so  far  as  the  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign  is  concerned.  Bemember  always 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  the  merest 
segment  of  the  Irish  difficulty.  It  is  a 
mere  rough-and-ready  way  to  cure  the 
blunders  of  your  legislation,  and  to  cure 
your  folly  in  not  closing  witibi  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork. 
My  hon.  Friend,  myself,  and  others  are 
the  mere  Uhlans  and  vedettes  to  the  army 
of  millions  of  Irishmen  who  take  rank 
under  the  standard  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork.  Now  as  to  the 
National  League.  Let  me  for  a  moment 
examine  the  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  We  heard  it  stated  over 
and  over  again  in  the  most  portentous 
accents  in  this  House  that  the  authority 
of  the  National  League  and  that  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  co-exist 
in  Ireland — that  either  one  or  the  other 
must  pack  up  and  go.  What  has  all 
this  tall  talk  come  to  ?  Is  the  National 
League  gone?  Does  it  show  the 
slightest  signs  of  going?  There  are 
1,800  branches  of  the  National  League 
in  Ireland.  [Cm«  o/^More!  "]  There 
are  rather  more,  because  the  Govern- 
ment has  added  more  branches  by  its 
suppressing  action.  No  more  than  230 
branches  have  ever  been  nominally 
grappled  with.  There  are  1,600 
branches,  something  like  five- sixths  of 
the  whole  organization — on  which  not 
a  finger  has  been  laid.  Why?  Is 
it  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  conceived  a  certain  affection  for  the 
National  League?  Is  it  because  the 
branches  are  declining  in  power,  or 
have  altered  or  abated  their  principles 
one  jot  in  terror  of  this  Act  of  Parlia** 
ment  ?  No  ;  it  is  because  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  such  a  disastrous  and 
gprotesque  mess  in  attempting  to  suppress 
200  branches  that  they  dared  not  face 
the  ridicule — the  colossal  collapse — that 
would  result  from  any  attempt  to  grapple 
with,  or  crash,  the  whole  of  the  organi- 
zation. Everyone  who  knows  the  sup- 
pressed counties  of  Kerry,  Clare,  and 
my  own  county,  knows  that  the  branches 
hold  their  meetings  just  as  usual,  under 
the  noses  of  the  police.  We  know  by 
the  figures  and  the  cash  that  come  in 
that  the  subscriptions,  instead  of  falling 
off,  have  increased.  The  resolutions  of 
the  League  are  passed  in  the  usual  way, 
and,  I  can  tell  you,  they  are  regarded 
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with  more  saeredness  and  efficacy  than 
usual  hy  the  whole  community.  I  have 
told  you  that  the  branch  meetings  are 
being  held.  I  will  read  an  extract 
from  a  branch  report  in  United  Ireland 
the  week  before  last — one  of  these  sup- 
pressed branches  which  have,  according 
to  the  local  policeman,  disappeared  from 
yiew.    It  says — 

"  A  large  representatire  meeting  was  held  on 
Monday,  Mr.  Oeorge  Pomeroy  in  the  ohatr." 

No  concealment  of  names — 

"  Balloting  for  officers  and  committee  took 
placo  with  the  following  result,  after  a  most 
vigorous  competition  for  offices,  the  only  emolu- 
ment for  which  will  prohahly  he  a  couple  of 
months  in  gaol^J.  0*Oallan,  60  votes;  G. 
Pomoroy,  58  ;  S.  0*Keefe,  66 ;  D.  Hanlon,  50; 
O'Leary,  60  ;  Power,  44  ;  FitBPatrick,  47,"  and 
so  on.    **  The  first  five  are  elected." 

Mark  you,  there  was  a  most  vigorous 
competition  and  close  voting  for  office, 
the  only  emolument  of  which,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  knows  well  enough  in 
his  heart,  will  probably  be  a  couple  of 
months  on  a  plank  bed.  This  is  how 
the  majesty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
affects  the  people  of  Ireland. '  There  is 
no  disguising  the  fact  that  the  whole  of 
your  suppressive  machinery — the  whole 
machinery  for  effectually  suppressing 
the  National  League — has  become  in- 
operative and  has  totally  broken  down, 
and  for  a  very  simple  reason— that  Act 
was  conceived  and  drafted  upon  the 
theory  that  you  were  dealing  with  a 
people  who  were  only  pining  to  be 
delivered  from  the  terror  of  the  National 
League ;  whereas  you  find  to  your  cost 
that  you  are  dealing  with  a  people  who 
are  the  League  themselves — who  are 
ready  to  guard  it  with  their  lives,  and 
who  will  undergo  any  amount  of  perse* 
cution,  torture,  or  privation,  rather  than 
betray  or  forsake  it.  The  whole  of 
your  Act  depended  upon  the  1st  clause 
— the  power  to  elicit  secret  evidence. 
That  is  a  very  effective  piece  of  ma- 
chinery. Why  do  you  not  put  your 
power  of  Secret  Inquiry  Glauses  into 
force  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  the 
branches  of  the  National  League  ?  Why  ? 
Because  you  know  you  would  have  to 
send  thousands  of  people  to  gaol  who 
would  rather  go  there  than  let  yon 
wring  one  tittle  of  information  out  of 
them.  Your  only  other  source  is  in- 
formers— and  it  is  our  proudest  boast 
that  with  an  organization  numbering 
upwards  of  500,000  men  up  to  this  time 
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you  have  not  been  able  to  bring  a  single 
informer  into  the  market,  though  no 
doubt  the  market  price  of  the  article 
was  never  higher.  I  want  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  here  to-night 
what  he  has  got  by  all  his  wild  and 
vicious  lunges  against  the  Irish  people. 
I  havo  no  patience  with  talking  of 
'^  crime  in  Ireland ''  outside  Kerry.  The 
Moonlighters  and  the  Government  have 
had  Kerry  to  themselves  for  the  last  five 
or  six  years.  We  could  only  stand  by. 
Between  them  be  it,  and  let  them  divide 
the  honours.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tells  us,  indeed,  that  the  number  of 
persons  partially  Boycotted  has  de- 
creased. Well,  I  do  not  know  what 
local  policeman  may  be  pleased  to  call 
*<  persons  partially  Boycotted."  I  am 
very  sure,  nowever,  that  the  list  would 
go  up  or  down  according  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  Government.  The  real 
test  is  this — let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  us  a  list  of  the  land-grabbers 
who  have  taken  farms ;  and  let  him  give 
us  a  list— and  I  only  wish  he  would — of 
the  land-grabbers  who,  even  since  this 
Act  has  been  in  force,  have  dropped 
their  neighbour's  goods,  like  hot  pota- 
toes. Boycotting?  I  say  that,  so  far 
as  unjust  or  wicked  Boycotting  is  con- 
cerned, I  claim  that  more  has  been  done 
to  suppress  it  and  put  it  down  by  my 
hon.  iriend  the  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin — the  Secretary  of 
the  National  League  (Mr.  T.  0.  Harring* 
ton^ — than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  do  in  a  century.  I  shall  always, 
as  long  as  I  live,  hold  that  there  is  a 
perfect  right  in  the  community  to  ezeroiee 
its  legitimate  influence  on  men  who,  for 
their  own  base  and  greedy  purpoees, 
are  the  pests  of  society.  I  admit  that 
there  are  two  classes  of  victims  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  mercy — public 
speakers  and  public  newspapers.  Pub* 
lie  speeches  are  the  merest  appendages 
of  our  organizations ;  and  why  are  pub* 
lie  speakers  at  his  mercy  ?  Simply  and 
solely  because  we  refuse  to  be  driven 
away  from  our  free  right  of  public 
meeting,  but  choose  to  assert  it,  as  Mr. 
Wilfrid  Blunt  tried  to  assert  it  at 
Loughrea,  by  the  light  of  day.  If  we 
chose  to  go  about  and  deliver  our 
speeches  in  private,  we  should  run  a 
coach  and  four  through  every  provision 
of  this  Act  with  the  most  absolute  im* 
punity.  My  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  East  Glare  (Mr.  Ooz)   and   Weet 
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Oork  (Mr.  Gilhooly)  were   for  months 
and  months  engaged  in  the  business  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Galway 
(Mr.  Sheehy).   It  is  not  the  least  secret, 
for  we  have  no  secrets  that  we  are  afraid 
to  have  known.     [An  hon.  Mbhber  : 
Oh,    oh!]      I    only    hope   that    that 
hon.   Gentleman    who  said   "  Oh !  " — 
[An  hon.  Member:  Bochester.] — Cer- 
tainly.   They  have  actually  been  for 
months  on  the  business  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaigt,    even  with  warrants    over 
their  heads  for  speeches  that  they  de* 
livered  to  the  people.     Again,  perhaps, 
I  may  be  giving  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  a  tip,  but  I  do 
not  object  to  it  a  bit.    Talk  of  me  in 
connection    with    Mitchelstown !      My 
hon.   Friend    the  Member  for    South 
Tipperary  (Mr.  John  O'Connor)  was  a 
far  and  away  more  formidable  person 
than  I  was  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign  or- 
ganization on  the  Mitchelstown  estate. 
But  because  he  happened  to  be  a  man 
of  few  words,  he  will  be  voting  with  us 
in  the  Lobby  to-morrow  night  instead 
of  reposing  on  a  plank  bed  in  TuUamore, 
as  he  would  if  he  had  spoken  out  his 
mind  at  the  market  cross.    I  do  not 
mind  telling  it— and  he  will  not  mind  it 
either,  now  that  his  work  is  done,  and 
done  victoriously.    Then  about  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's  glorious    newspaper 
war.     I  will  not  say  a   good    deal — 
though  I  might — about  the  meanness 
of  this  policy  of  subjecting  journalists 
to  a  bread  and  water  diet  for  the  simple 
offence  that  they  recorded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  failure  from  week  to  week. 
That  is  the  sting  of  their  offence — be- 
cause these  meetings  are  held — because 
the  meetings  are  held  in  spite  of  him 
and  the  Government.     He  might  as  well 
issue  a  Proclamation  suppressing  the 
sun  in  the  heavens,  and  then  go  about 
smashing  the  faces  of  the  sun-dials  for 
recording  the  fact  that  the   sun    was 
shining    and  moving  on  in   its  usual 
way    in    spite    of    him.      Wor^e    still 
is  this  miserable  guerilla  war  on   the 
newsvendors  and  the  bullying  and  in- 
timidating of  their  wives  and  their  little 
children.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  might  have  remarked 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
who  sits  next  to  him,  is  a  person  who  in 
former  years  might  so  easily  have  come 
under  that  same  category.    The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  sold   United  Ireland  in 
its  day.    I  make  no  reproach  to  him,  for 
he  was  an  extremely  good  customer.    If 
he  had  not  parted  with  his  Irish  business 
as  he  did  in  a  most  timely  manner  in 
view  of  subsequent  legislation  of  this 
Government,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  liable,  at  this  moment,  to  three 
months  on  a  plank  bed,  for  having  for 
six  months  sold  the  paper.      I  hope 
that  chivalry  has  not  so  died  out  of 
the  human  breast  as  that  you  will  resent 
for  the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons 
what  you  condone  in  the  case  of  a  miser- 
able shopkeeper  of  Killamey.  But  what 
I  want  to  emphasize  is  my  own  know- 
ledge of  that  policy,  and  its  absolute  and 
downright  failure  even  against  even  so 
eminently  vulnerable  and  punishable  a 
sort  of  property  as  we  know  a  newspaper 
is.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
succeeded  in  burying  one  single  news- 
paper report.     He  has  not  daunted  a 
single  newspaper,  and  I  promise  you 
that  ho  never  will  even  if  he  proceeds 
from  the  editors  to  the  printers,  and  from 
the  printers  to  the  printers'- devils,  as  he 
probably  will  do.    There  is  absolutely 
only  one  redeeming  feature  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  policy  in  Ireland,  and 
that    is    its    colossal  and  monumental 
failure ;  and  that  is  the  one  thing  that 
softens  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  against  the  deeds  and  atrocities 
he  has  committed  against  them.     With- 
in the  last  few  weeks — probably  in  view 
of  the  sitting  of  Parliament — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  more  pro- 
digious   show    of   energy    than     ever, 
striking  out  right,  left,  and  centre,  out- 
raging the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  insulting  and  maltreating  men  of 
honour  and  courage.     Notwithstanding 
that  for  the  last  few  weeks  he  has  been 
more  wild  and  desperate  than  ever,  the 
feeling  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  Ireland  has  been  steadily  settling 
down  from  a  passionate  and  almost  un- 
controllable  sense  of  indignation  to  a 
feeling  not  quite  flattering  to  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's  vanity — though  per- 
fectly  reassuring    to  his    friends  who 
surround  him  with  detectives — a  feeling 
— well,   I    will  not   more   particularly 
describe  it    than    say    that    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  very  aptly  illustrated 
it    the    other   night    by  the  apologue 
of  the  lion  and  the  cat.     We  feel  that 
we  have  taken  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's measure  now  in  Ireland,  and  are 
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a  matoh  for  him.  We  feel  that  he  has 
failed,  and  that  with  the  amount  of  pub- 
lic spirit — ^the  unparalleled  amount  of 
public  spirit — and  the  most  wonderful 
spirit  of  self-sacrifice  that  he  has  raised 
in  Ireland,  he  will  go  on  failing  as  long 
as  grass  grows  aod  water  runs.  We 
belioye— and  it  goes  a  great  way  to  tran- 
quillize the  Irish  miud — that  he  has  done 
much  to  advance  the  Irish  cause  by 
awakening  the  consciences  of  Eoglish- 
men,  by  uniting  the  two  peoples  together 
in  common  human  sympathy,  and  in 
common  abhorrence  of  the  brutal  and 
cruel  system  of  terrorism  which,  I  must  do 
him  the  justice  to  say,  he  is  courageously 
and  quite  logically,  though  I  do  not 
think  very  prudently,  exhibiting  in  full 
working  order  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  a  short  time 
ago,  in  a  speech  at  Hastings,  claimed 
that  at  all  events  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
held  his  own  in  Ireland.  Well,  that  is 
rather  a  meek  and  unassuming  boast, 
considering  the  high  and  swelling  boasts 
we  heard  from  the  same  lips  in  the 
palmy  days  of  last  Session.  Has  the 
right  hon. Gentleman  even  held  his  own  ? 
I  venture  to  say  he  has  demoralized 
every  department  of  his  own  Irish  Go- 
vernment and  every  class  of  his  own 
officials.  There  is  not  an  office  in 
Dublin  Castle  at  this  moment  that  is 
not  subjected  to  as  much  espionage  and 
as  many  precautions  against  betrayal  as 
if  it  were  the  Palace  of  the  Czar.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  distinc- 
tion of  having  developed  an  entirely 
new  department  of  the  Irish  difficulty 
among  Her  Majesty's  soldiers.  When 
my  friend  Mandeville  and  myself  were 
hurried  away  in  a  special  train  in  the 
middle  of  the  night  to  Tullamore  I  felt 
it  rather  keenly  ;  but  I  was  considerably 
consoled  when  I  learned  that  the  next 
use  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
make  of  special  trains  was  to  ship  Her 
Majesty's  soldiers  away  from  Tullamore 
for  cheering  Mandevillo  and  myself. 
Do  not  let  them  ride  off  upon  the  state- 
ment that  these  were  mere  Irish  soldiers. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoua  :  They  were  Irish 
soldiers.]  Some  of  them  were  so, 
no  doubt;  but  there  was  a  Scot- 
tish regiment  there,  a  regiment  of  his 
own  countrymen,  the  Scottish  Fusi- 
liers, and  by  some  unhappy  accident 
they  also  had  to  be  driven  away  by 
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special  train  for  some  awkward  mani- 
festations at  Mitchelstown.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  employ  police 

fatrols  to  watch  the  prison  officials. 
''  Hear,  hear  ! "]  Yes ;  the  police  pa- 
trol in  Tullamore  gaol  was  not  between 
the  outer  world  and  me,  but  between 
me  and  the  gaol  officials,  and  not  only 
that,  but  to  my  own  knowledge — ^the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  even  count 
on  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary — to  my 
own  knowledge  he  had  to  employ  police- 
men to  watch  policemen.  That  is  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  "  holding 
his  own  in  Ireland."  He  has  done  one 
thing,  and  really  now  I  remember  it  is 
about  the  only  thing  he  succeeded  in, 
and  he  botched  that,  or  nearly  succeeded 
in  doing  so — kicking  about  a  number  of 
bonfires  that  were  lighted  through  Ire- 
land on  the  occasion  of  our  release.  He 
did  that  in  many  instances,  and  had  the 
heads  opened  of  the  miscreants  who  lit 
bonfires  and  who  cheered  for  us,  and  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  He  succeeded  in  that, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  that 
exploit  most  aptly  sympathizes  and 
sums  up  his  whole  successes  in  Ireland. 
He  has  kicked  out  a  few  bonfires  of 
Irish  Nationality,  but  the  spirit  that 
lighted  them  is  beyond  his  power.  It 
still  lives,  and  it  will  still  burn  when  the 
memory  of  his  unhappy  time  in  Ireland 
will  be  a  mere  speck  in  the 'dark  clouds 
of  misgovemment  that  are  passing  away 
into  a  forgotten  and  forgiven  past. 
Well,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  plead  for  a  little  more  time. 
His  noble  Uncle — his  noble  Belative — 
says  that  though  it  may  not  be  con- 
venient at  this  moment  to  submit  to  the 
English  constituencies  the  judgment 
upon  his  policy  in  Ireland,  that  you 
have  only  to  give  him  a  little  more  time 
for  the  triumph  of  coercion,  and  for  the 
annihilation  of  the  power  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  Aye,  a  little  more 
time.  My  hon.  Friend  the  other  night 
reminded  the  House  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  the  first  Chief  Secre- 
tary who  signalized  himself  by  experi- 
ments at  Tullamore.  The  late  Mr. 
Forster -r- and  I  do  not  recall  the 
circumstances  for  the  purpose  of  insult- 
ing his  memory — the  late  Mr.  Forster 
went  down  to  Tullamore  and  addressed 
the  people  from  the  hotel  windows, 
under  the  protection  of  a  regiment  of 
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police,  and  he  came  back  to  this  House, 
and  there  are  many  men  in  this  House 
who  can  still  remember  the  triumphant 
account  he  gave  of  his  experiences  at 
Tullamore,  and  the  pathetic,  the  tragic 
sincerity  with  which  he  assured  this 
House  that  he  was  winning,  that  the 
people  were  with  him,  and  that  the  fol- 
lowers of  my  hon.  Friend  were  a  mere 
pack  of  broken  men  and  reckless  boys. 
If  they  only  gave  him  a  little  more  time, 
said  Mr.  Porster,  for  his  policy  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  make  his  triumph  dear. 
That  was  seyen  years  ago.    Does  the 
wildest  man  in  this  House  imagine  that 
the  second  experiment  at  TuUamore  is 
going  to  be  more  successful  ?    Do  any 
of   the    ri^ht    hon.  Gentleman's    best 
friends  daim  that  he  is  a  better  man 
or  a  braver  man  than  Mr.  Forster,  or 
that  he  is  the  deeper  statesman  of  the 
two?    No,  Sir;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man 18,  no  doubt,  in  a  position  to  inflict 
misery  upon  our  people — misery  and 
untold  suffering.      I  do  not  deny  it. 
It  is  no  child's  play  for  us,  and  I  dare- 
say there  is  no  man's  health  entirely  the 
same  after  enduring  what  some  of  my 
poor  friends  are  enduring  to-night ;  and 
we  have  to  face  not  one  spell  of  im- 
prisonment alone,  but  imprisonment  all 
the  time  and  all  our  lives  as  lone  as  we 
have  the  power  or  strength  to  fight  him, 
or  as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  power  to  kidnap  us  away  from  this 
House  and  consign  us  to  prison.    We 
do  not  dispute  his  power  that  way.   We 
acknowledge  that  the  mere  sufferings  in 
prison  are  only  a  part,  and  a  very  small 
part,  of  the  frightful  sufferiogs,  calami- 
ties, and  troubles  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  bringing  upon  many  an 
humble  family  in  Ireland.     A  brutal 
persecution  is  going  on  at  the  hands  of 
every  village  constable  —  every  brutal 
constable  who  has  a  quarrel  with  the 
people.    There  is  a  state  of  uncertainty, 
confusion,    injustice,   and  ruin   to  the 
business  of  the  country,   and  it  is   a 
most  burning  shame  that  such  an  ordeal 
should   be  inflicted    on    people  whose 
only  crime  is  that  they  desire  to  live  in 
peace,  and  rule  in  happiness  in  their 
own  land.     The  strain    is    sometimes 
almost  intolerable ;  but  the  Irish  people, 
you  may  depend  upon  it,  will  bear  that 
strain.    We  have  now  tested  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman's    strength    and    our 
own,   and  we  are  not  cowed — wo  arc 
not  disheartened.     We  are  not  even 


embittered.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  has  accomplished  within 
two  years  what  700  years  of  coercion 
have  not  accomplished,  and  what  700 
years  more  of  coercion  will  leave  un- 
accomplished still.  He  has  knitted  the 
hearts  of  the  two  peoples ;  he  has  knitted 
them  by  a  more  sacred  and  enduring  bond 
than  a  bond  of  terror  and  of  brute  force. 
He  has  done  that,  and  our  quarrel  with 
England,  our  bitterness  towards  Eng- 
land has  gone,  and  it  will  be  your  fault, 
it  will  be  your  crime,  if  it  ever  returns—" 
a  crime  for  which  historv  will  stigmatize 
you  for  ever.  We,  at  all  events,  are  not 
the  Disruptionists.  It  is  you  who  are 
the  Disruptionists,  the  Exasperationists, 
and  the  Separatists.  We  have  never 
made  a  disguise  of  our  feelings  in  this 
House,  and  we  never  will.  We  do  not 
play  the  diplomat  in  the  same  manner 
as  die  Tory  Government  do  out  of  Office. 
We  say  what  we  mean.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  ;  (Mr.  John  Morley),  and 
many  another  g^od  Friend  beside  him, 
have  been  over  in  Ireland  this  winter, 
and  they  can  tell  you  that  whenever  the 
name  of  England  is  uttered  now  in  an 
Irish  crowd,  it  is  uttered  no  longer  with 
hatred,itis  utteredwith  hope — aye,  it  is 
uttered  with  gratitude  to  those  awaken- 
ing British  masses,  those  honest  British 
to&ers  who  have  never  authorized  this 
policy  of  barbaric  brutality  in  Ireland. 
They  never  have,  and  we  believe  they 
never  will.  We  believe  in  them,  and 
we  are  content  to  wait.  Tou  are  the 
Separatists  to-day.  We  are  for  peace 
and  for  the  happiness  and  for  the 
brotherhood  of  the  two  nations.  If  you 
are  for  eternal  repression  and  eternal 
discord  and  eternal  misery  for  you  as 
well  as  for  us,  we  are  for  appeasing  the 
dark  passions  of  the  past.  You  are  for 
Id  flaming  them,  whether  for  purposes 
of  a  political  character  I  do  not  care  to 
name ;  but  at  the  best  for  purposes  and 
in  the  interest  of  that  wretched  clan  of 
landlord  Mamelukes  whom  you  support 
in  Ireland,  who  are  neither  good  Eng- 
lishmen nor  good  Irishmen,  and  who 
have  been  your  evil  genius,  just  as  they 
have  been  the  scourge  of  onr  unhappy 
race.  That  is  the  state  of  things,  and 
in  such  a  cause  and  with  such  forces  as 
these  I  believe  the  end  is  not  far  off, 
and  to  the  God  of  justice,  of  truth,  and 
I  of  mercy  we  leave  the  issue.    As  far  aa 
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we  oarselvos  are  cozicerned,  we  shall  be 
amply  compensated  for  what  we  have 
suffered  or  what  we  may  have  to  suffer 
yet  in  our  grand  old  cause.  We  shall 
be  amply  compensated  if  we  should  be 
destined,  as  I  hope,  please  G-od,  we  may, 
to  be  the  last  of  the  long  and  mournful 
list  of  men  who  have  had  to  fight  and 
suffer  fur  it,  and  believe  me  upon  the 
day  of  our  victory  we  will  grant  an  easy 
amnesty  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  for  our  little  troubles  at  Tul- 
lamore,  and  we  will  bless  his  policy  yet 
as  one  of  the  most  powerful,  though 
unconscious,  instruments  in  the  delivery 
of  our  country. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &o.)  (who 
rose  amid  loud  cries  of  '*  Balfour,"  which 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  declined  to 
notice)  said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  had  in 
his  eloquent  speech  dealt  largely  with 
personal  matters,  and  he  (Mr.  Finlay) 
thought  there  were  few  hon.  Members 
who  thought  his  speech  too  long ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  believed  it  was  the 
general  sense  of  the  House  and    the 
country  that  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment had  lasted  quite  long  enough,  and 
that  it  was  time  they  should  as  speedily 
as  possible  proceed  to  the  Business  of 
the  Session.   As  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  certainly  should  be  extremely  concise 
in  his  remarks.    The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
W.   O'Brien),  towards  the  close  of  his 
speech,  charged  the  XJoionist  Party  in 
that  House  with  inflaming  the  passions 
and  animosities  in  Ireland  that  were  now 
in  a  fair  way  to  die  out.     He  (Mr. 
Finlay)  was  not  aware  of  any  section  of 
the  Unionist  Party  against  which  that 
charge  could  justly  be  made.   It  had  ever 
been  the  ambition  of  the  Unionist  Party 
to  see  that  equal  j  ustice  was  done  through- 
out Ireland,  to  appease  those  animosities 
which  were  the  relics  of  past  misgovem- 
ment  and  past  misfortune,  and  to  heal 
those  wounds  which  still,  it  was  plain, 
occasioned  so  much  bitterness.     But  they 
believed  that  in  a  country  so  divided  as 
Ireland  equal  justice  might  best  be  had 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament.    Divided  as 
Ireland  was,  they  protested  against  a 
proposal  to  hand  ever  one  part  of  the 
countrytothedomination  of  another.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  as- 
sured them  that  all  bitterness  on  the  part 
of  his  friends  towards  England,was  gone, 
and  that  the  national  prejudices  which 
had  raged  in  the  past  were  expiring.    He  I 
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(Mr.  Finlay)  confessed  he  thoueht  the 
House  would  have  listened  with  more 
pleasure  to  that  declaration  if  it  had  not 
the  opportunity  of  comparing  it  with 
speeches  made  elsewhere  by  Members  of 
the  Nationalist  Party.  What  he  said 
with  regard  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  was  that  the  Party  which  they 
BO  ably  represented  had  three  voioee. 
There  was  one  voice  that  was  heard  in 
the  House  of  Commons  and  on  English 
and  Scottish  platforms ;  another,  and  a 
somewhat  louder  voioe,  was  heard  in 
Ireland ;  but  if  they  wanted  to  get  at  the 
real  springs  of  this  movement  they  must 
listen  to  the  voice  used  on  the  American 
platform.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  G«n- 
tieman  was  largely  devoted  to  prove  that 
the  Crimes  Act  of  last  Session  was  a 
failure,  and  that  the  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  collapsed.  For  that  pur- 
pose the  hon.  Gentleman  went  into  a 
large  number  of  cases,  leading  up  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Crimes  Act  was  im- 
potent, and  that  the  policy  of  Coercion, 
as  he  called  it,  had  failed,  and  must 
fail.  He  (Mr.  Finlay)  did  not  propose 
to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into 
these  particular  instances,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  waste  of  the  time 
of  the  House  to  do  so.  But  if  he  wanted 
any  proof  of  the  fact  that  the  Crimes  Act 
had  not  been  a  failure,  he  found  it  in 
the  intense  bitterness  with  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  it.  If  the 
Crimes  Act  was  not  at  work,  and  if  it 
was  not  leading  on  to  the  result  which 
was  dreaded  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  why  all  this  animosity 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  tlie 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  legislation  he 
had  been  carrying  out?  He  (Mr.  Finlay) 
confessed  that  some  remarks  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  suggested  to  his  mind 
the  inquiry  whether  the  Irish  sense  of 
humour,  of  which  they  used  to  hear  so 
much,  was  altogether  extinct.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
the  provisions  of  which  were  tolerably 
familiar  to  the  House  now,  as  being  the 
most  horrible  Coercion  Act  ever  enacted 
against  human  liberty.  He  (Mr. 
Finlay)  would  appeal  to  the  House 
whether  there  was  not  an  extravagance 
about  that  declaration  which  seemed  to 
show  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  made 
it  had  for  a  time  forgot  the  humorous 
aspect  that  such  a  statement  must 
assume  ?  The  hon.  Member  was  loudly 
cheered  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
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the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt).  He  (Mr.  Finlaj)  wondered 
whether  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
entirely  forgotten  the  Act  of  1882.  Was 
the  present  Act  a  bit  more  horrible  or 
stem  than  the  Act  of  1882,  and  did 
either  of  these  Acts  deserve,  or  could 
they  reasonably  be  stigmatized  as  the 
most  horrible  Act  ever  enacted  against 
human  liberty?  He  did  not  consider 
that  it  was  the  function  of  that  House 
to  sit  as  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  sen- 
tences of  Courts  of  Law.  There  had 
been  an  increasing  tendency  of  late  to 
bring  up  decisions  of  the  Law  Courts 
for  revision  here,  and  he  thought  those 
who  tried  to  impose  upon  the  House 
functions  for  which  it  was  unsuited,  and 
which  it  could  not  properly  discharge, 
were  not  the  true  friends  of  the  House, 
and  its  legitimate  influence  in  its  proper 
sphere.  He  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  question  of  the  justice  or  injustice 
of  the  conviction  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  but  he  would  just  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  avowed  in  his  place  in  the  House 
that  he  recommended  the  tenants  on  a 
particular  estate  to  resist  by  all  means 
— by  force,  if  necessary — the  process  of 
the  law.  Ho  (Mr.  Finlay)  appealed  to 
the  House  whether  action  of  that  kind 
could  be  tolerated  in  any  civilized 
country  ?  If  the  law  was  harsh,  amend 
it ;  but  if  any  hon.  Gentleman  was  to 
be  allowed  to  stand  up  and  be  cheered 
by  an  influential  Party  in  that  House 
when  saying  that  he  had  advised  men 

to  resist  the  law  by  force- [Cries  of 

"  No,  no  !  "] 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin. 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  was  understood  to 
contradict  the  hon.  and  learned  Ghentle- 
man,  and  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  East-Cork  had  said  he  advised 
resistance  by  all  honest  means. 

Mb.  FINLAY,  proceeding,  said,  he 
oonld  not  be  deaf  to  the  interruption 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
did  not  say  he  recommended  the  tenants 
to  resist  the  process  of  the  law  by  force. 
He  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
and  if  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  convey  that  idea,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  English  language  meant. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  did  not  say  by 
force,  but  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  I 
did  say  by  every  honest  means  in  their 
power,  whatever  that  would  import. 


Mb.  finlay  said,  he  must  really 
have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  to  settle 
their  little  difierence  between  them. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  As  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred 
to  me,  and  has  said  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  had  recom- 
mended resistance  by  force 

•The  chief  SECRETARY  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoto)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  If  necessary. 

Mr.  W.E.  GLADSTONE:  As  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  appeals  to  me,  I 
must  say  that  when  he  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  had  re- 
commended resistance  and  that  he  was 
cheered  by  a  large  Party  in  this  House, 
I  must  state  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  said  in  my  hearing 
that  he  recommended  resistance  by 
every  honest  means.  These  are  pre- 
cisely the  words  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  used. 

Mb.  FINLAY:  Whatever  the  exact 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  might  have 
been,  if  he  (Mr.  Finlay)  understood 
him,  he  had  just  stated  that  he  recom- 
mended resistance  by  every  honest 
means,  and  that  he  meant  to  include  the 
use  of  force  if  necessary.  He  would 
now  shortly  give  his  reasons  for  not 
being  able  to  support  the  Amendment. 
The  first  portion  of  that  Amendment  he 
confessed  he  had  read  with  some  satis- 
faction, because  it  referred  in  flattering 
terms  to  the  character  of  the  amelio- 
rative legislation  with  regard  to  Irisli 
tenants  on  which  the  House  occupied  so 
large  a  part  of  last  Session.  It  was 
gratifying  to  know  that  that  legislation 
had  and  was  having  a  beneficial  ten- 
dency. But  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  that  was  introduced 
merely  by  way  of  preface  to  an  attack 
upon  the  other  part  of  the  legislation  of 
last  Session,  which  was  ooncerned  with 
the  repression  of  crime;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  invited  the  House  to  come  to  a 
Resolution  which  would  express  its  con- 
viction that  the  legislation  of  last  Session 
was  a  failure.  He  could  not  imagine 
that  the  hon.  Member  seriously  thought 
that  any  considerable  section  of  the 
House  would  be  guilty  of  such  political 
ineptitude  as  to  abruptly  change  the 
course  which  upon  full  reflection  they 
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adopted  upon  Irish  matters.  The 
carse  of  all  our  dealings  with  Ire- 
land had  heen  a  want  of  continuity  of 
policy.  Ireland  had  been  made  the 
playthine  of  English  Parties.  They 
had  dealt  with  Ireland  in  too  many 
cases— not  for  the  benefit  of  the  country 
itself,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  of  which  Ireland  was  a  part, 
and  with  whose  interests  its  own  were 
inseparably  connected,  but  in  the  in- 
terests, real  or  supposed,  of  one  of  our 
great  political  Parties.  Those  unfortu- 
nate tactics  reached  their  climax  when 
the  great  surrender  of  1886  was  made. 
That  great  surrender  had  the  effect  of 
breaking  up  the  Liberal  Party.  But  he 
thought  it  had  also  this  effect — ^that  it 
had  roused  the  country  upon  that  point, 
and  that  the  country  had  been  led  to  come 
to  the  determination  that  Ireland  should 
no  longer  be  used  as  a  piece  in  the  war- 
fare of  Parties,  but  that  there  should  be 
something  like  continuity  of  policy  in 
our  dealings  with  that  country,  and  that 
our  Irish  policy  should  be  governed  by 
the  necessities  of  that  country  and  by 
the  necessities  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  not  by  the  exigencies  of  Party  war- 
fare. The  redress  of  grievances  was  no 
doubt  a  g^eat  thing,  and  the  Act  of  last 
Session  conferred  enormous  boons  upon 
the  Irish  tenants ;  but  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order  was  just  as  essential 
for  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  The 
House  enacted  last  Session  a  Grimes 
Act  which  was  permanent.  That  was 
to  say,  it  remained  law,  and  remained 
in  force,  until  it  was  repealed  like  any 
other  Act.  To  his  mind,  that  appeared 
to  be,  and  was,  one  of  the  best  features 
of  the  measure.  It  signally  distinguished 
it  from  those  intermittent  attempts  at 
the  maintenance  of  law  in  Ireland  which 
had  hitherto  failed — very  largely  because 
they  were  not  continuous.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  who  was  now  very  much 
engaged  upon  the  arduous  task  of  en- 
deavouring to  give  effect  to  that  legis- 
lation, that  he  might  count  upon  the 
loyal  support  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party  to  that  end.  It  was  not  without 
consideration  that  the  Liberal  Unionists 
concurred  in  the  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion ;  and  that  legislation,  now  standing 
on  the  Statute  Book,  they  were  resolved 
should  have  a  full  and  fair  trial.  But, 
to  his  mind,  they  were  not  merely  en- 
gaged in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
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order  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  woxd| 
but  they  were  engaged  in  a  conflict  to 
which  they  (the  Liberal  Unionists)  were 
called  by  every  Liberal  principle  that 
was  worthy  of  the  name.  What  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  were 
fighting  for,  and  what  so  embittered 
them  against  the  Grimes  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, was  this — they  were  struggling  for 
liberty  to  coerce  others.  He  did  not  at  all 
deny  that  there  was  a  large  element  in 
Ireland  that  was  disaffect^  at  the  pre- 
sent time;  but  there  was  also  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  population  that  was 
loyalist,  and  there  was  a  still  larger  por- 
tion ready  to  be  on  the  winning  side- 
one  way  or  other^which  up  to  that 
time  had  been  coerced  by  the  National 
League,  but  which  was  ready  to  declare 
its  sentiments  when  the  pressure  under 
which  it  had  suffered  up  to  this  time 
was  removed.  They  were  face  to  face, 
not  with  mere  sporadic  disorder,  but 
with  an  organized  conspiracy  to  substi- 
tute the  law  of  the  League  for  the  law 
of  the  land.  That  was  the  situation, 
and  that  situation  must  be  dealt  with. 
But,  surely,  if  there  was  one  principle 
of  Liberalism  clearer  than  another,  it 
was  that  there  ought  to  be  liberty  for 
every  man  to  form  and  to  express  hia 
own  opinions,  to  choose  his  own  asso- 
ciates, to  sell  his  goods  to  whom  he 
would,  and  to  take  on  lease,  if  he  liked, 
any  land  that  was  in  the  market.  To 
all  liberty  of  that  sort  the  National 
Lesgue  was  the  declared  and  avowed 
foe,  and  they  were  fighting  for  liberty  to 
coerce  their  fellow-countrymen  in  the  en- 
joyment of  the  freedom  which  on  every 
principle  of  Liberalism  they  ought  to  en- 
joy. They  had  in  their  hands  a  tremen- 
dous weapon — the  weapon  of  Boycotting. 
Boycotting  was  not  exclusive  dealing.  It 
was  nothing  like  it.  The  difference  was 
pointed  out  with  overwhelming  force 
only  five  years  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
himself,  and  he  (Mr.  Finlay)  appre- 
hended it  had  not  changed  its  nature 
since  then.  He  also  apprehended  that, 
if  there  was  any  change,  it  must  be  in 
the  point  of  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  object  of  this  legisla- 
tion was  to  break  down  this  tyranny ; 
and  in  the  struggle  with  the  National 
League  he  apprehended  that  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  were  entitled  to  the  support  of 
every  true  Liberal  in  the  House  who 
valued  Constitutional  liberty.    Yaiions 
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charges  had  been  made  against  the 
Liberal  Unionists  in  this  matter.  They 
were  told  that  tbej  were  associating 
with  Ck>nseryatiyes,  and  that  no  crime 
could  be  deeper.  Well,  he  was  not  yerj 
careful  to  answer  in  that  matter.  He 
apprehended  it  had  ever  been  one  of  the 
honourable  traditions  of  English  political 
life  that,  when  a  foreign  danger  threat* 
ened,  Party  differences  were  sunk  for  the 
common  welfare  of  the  common  country. 
They  were  now  face  to  face  with  a 
domestic  daoger  greater  than  many  a 
foreign  war  had  occasioned,  and  he  con* 
sidered  that  every  honourable  tradition 
of  English  political  life  called  upon  men, 
in  a  crisis  such  as  this,  to  sink  considera- 
tions of  Party — to  vote  as  they  believed 
the  welfare  of  their  country  demanded. 
'J  hey  were  told  that  legislation  of  this 
kind  was  inconsistent  with  representa- 
tive government.  So  far  from  being 
inconsistent  with  it,  he  believed  it  was  a 
necessary  complement  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  in  Ireland.  Surely  the 
firat  principle  of  Liberalism  was  that  the 
electors,  in  whose  hands  the  franchise 
was  put,  should  be  at  liberty  to  exercise 
it  freely  according  to  their  own  judg- 
ment, and  that  House  was  bound  to  see 
that  such  measures  were  taken  as  would 
enable  the  House  and  the  country  to 
hear  what  vras  the  true  voice  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  They  would  never 
hear  that  true  voice  so  long  as  an 
organization  existed  the  purpose  and  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  make  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  polling  booth  and  of  the 
ballot  box  merely  eiiicacious  in  register- 
ing the  decrees  of  the  branches  of  the 
National  League.  They  were  told  that 
the  Government  ought  to  be  engaged  in 
conferring  local  government  upon  Ire- 
land. He  would  ask  the  House  whether 
an  extension  of  the  powers  of  local 
government  to  Boards  chosen  through- 
out the  country  would  be  likely  to  be  a 
blessing  or  a  curse  so  long  as  the  organi- 
zation of  the  League  was  in  force,  and 
so  long  as  it  was  at  liberty  to  use  the 
weapon  of  Boycotting,  which  it  was 
known  to  use  with  such  terrible  effect  ? 
But  he  would  like  to  read  what  was  said 
on  this  question  of  local  government  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  at  Inverness,  on  the  17th  Novem- 
ber last.  He  was  asked  certain  questions 
after  his  speech,  and  the  first  was  this — 

*'  Kespiflg  in  yiew  that  all  sides  in  politics  in 
JCngUnd  and  Sootlsnd  aot  only  desire,  but  insist 


on,  decentxmlisation,  and  a  large  and  comprehen- 
sive scheme  of  local  self-government,  would  }  on 
not  be  willing  to  accept  of  such  a  scheme  for 
Ireland  also— in  the  first  instance,  to  see  ho«7 
it  worked,  with  power  to  improve  and  develop 
it  by  degrees,  as  ciroumstances  might  require  P  " 

What  was  the  hon.  Member's  answer 
to  that?— 

*'  Certainly  not ;  because  I  do  not  think  that 
any  scheme  short  of  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
would  work  any  good  in  Ireland.  And  such  a 
proposal  as  this  would  work  a  great  deal  of 
misohief,  and  make  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion more  difficult." 

Tet  after  that  statement  nuide  by,  per- 
haps, the  most  prominent  Member  of 
the  Nationalist  Party,  they  were  hear* 
ing,  night  after  night,  taunts  hurled 
against  the  Government  for  not  intro- 
ducing a  Local  Oovemment  Bill  for 
Ireland.  All  he  could  say  on  this  sub- 
ject was^'' Surely  in  vain  is  the  net 
spread  in  sight  of  any  bird."  What 
was  the  alternative  to  which  they 
were  invited  if  they  were  not  to  per- 
severe in  the  policy  on  which  the  House 
determined  last  Session?  What  other 
course  was  open?  The  proposal  was 
that  Her  Majesty  should  hand  over  the 
government  of  Ireland  to  the  officials  of 
the  National  Lei^e.  For  that  was  the 
proposal  of  the  Home  Eule  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  short  of  which  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  had  said  they  would  ac« 
cept  nothing.  It  had,  however,  been 
said  that  there  had  been  concessions  on 
certain  points  of  that  BiU.  For  his  part 
he  believed  that  those  concessions  were 
absolutely  illusory,  and  that  no  solid 
concession  had  been  made  on  any  one  of 
the  points  to  which  attention  had  been 
called.  But  there  was  one  point  on 
which  there  had  not  been  even  the  sem- 
blance of  a  concession.  They  all  recol- 
lected how  much  many  hon.  Members 
were  impressed  with  the  necessity  of 
some  security  for  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  An  Irish 
Parliament  was  proposed  to  be  created, 
with  an  Executive  dependent  upon  that 
Parliament.  Had  any  concession  been 
made  upon  that  point?  He  had  read 
attentively  every  speech  that  had  been 
made  by  the  author  of  that  Bill  of  1886 ; 
and  he  confessed  that  he  had  not  found 
in  one  of  them  the  slightest  indication 
of  a  willingocss  in  any  way  to  restrain 
the  powers  that  would  have  been  con- 
ferred under  that  Bill  upon  the  Irish 
Legislature   and   the  Irish   Executive 
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with  regard  to  the  mainteDance  of  law 
and  order.  And  there  was  a  yery 
sufficient  reason  for  it.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  would  not  6tand  any 
such  concession  for  one  moment.  He 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  especially  of  Members  who  were 
mo3t  struck  with  the  difficulties  in  regard 
to  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  as 
an  obstacle  to  the  Bill  of  1886,  to  a 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  in  which— also  speak- 
ing at  Inverness — that  hon.  Member  de- 
clared that  the  fundamental  condition 
which  they  required  was  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  should 
be  under  the  control  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tiyes  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  the  making 
of  the  laws;  and  no  system  of  local 
goyemment  would  give  them  that.  It 
was  thus  a  iine  qud  non  that  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  should  be 
handed  oyer  to  the  proposed  Legislature 
and  Ezecutiye  in  Ireland,  and  that  with- 
out any  of  the  checks  without  which 
many  Members  formed  the  greatest 
reason  for  voting  against  the  Bill  of  1886. 
He  asked  the  House,  he  asked  the 
country,  he  asked  the  electors  to  realize 
the  fact  that  it  was  not  proposed,  and 
could  not  be  proposed,  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  should  be  in  any  way 
withdrawn  from  the  proposed  Irish  (Go- 
vernment. How  would  the  control  of 
the  administration  of  the  law,  of  the 
police,  of  the  magistracy,  and  of  the 
Judges  be  employed  ?  On  that  point  he 
would  quote,  not  from  the  Nationalist 
Members,  but  from  what  had  been  said 
by  an  English  Member  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Rushcliffe 
Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) 
yesterday,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
said — 

"  Sanh  were  the  men  who  were  carrying  oat 
what  he  woald  call  thia  infamona  Act — he 
warned  those  men  deliberately — that  when  the 
Liberal  Party  crossed  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House— and  it  would  not  be  long^  before  that  took 
place— every  detail  of  their  admmistration  would 
be  carefully  scanned.  And  if  there  were  any 
instances  that  would  allow  of  their  being  brought 
up  and  punished  for  what  they  were  doing  in 
Ireland,  that  opportunity  would  be  taken." 

.That  remark  was  cheered  by  the  Na- 
tionalist Members,  and  it  was  a  very 
significant  warning  with  regard  to  the 
proceedings  of  any  British  Parliament. 
He  (Mr.  Finlay)  was  not  concerned  by 
what  the  hon.  Member  might  think  or 
say.    No  British  Parliament  would  act 

Mr,  Finlay 


in  the  vindictive  spirit  expressed  in  the 
words  he  had  just  quoted.  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  House  what  would  be  the 
fate  of  those  who  had  been  engaged  to 
the  best  of  their  ability,  loyally,  and 
trusting  to  the  honour  of  England,  in 
the  administration  of  Irish  affairs,  if 
they  were  to  be  handed  over  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  an  Executive  which  should 
represent  the  majority  at  present  domi- 
nant in  Ireland?  The  unparalleled 
baseness  of  the  proposed  surrender  re- 
quired no  comment.  They  had  heard, 
of  course,  a  great  deal  about  the  griev« 
anoes  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. He  (Mr.  Finlay)  confessed  he 
sympathized  with  those  grievances ;  but 
he  wished  they  would  not  employ  such 
heated  language  in  speaking  upon  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
talked  about  the  ''torture"  employed 
in  the  prisons  of  Ireland  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  He  (Mr.  Finlay)  considered 
that  no  word  coidd  be  more  remote  from 
the  fact  with  regard  to  prison  life.  Ab 
he  understood  the  matter,  there  had  been 
no  difference  whatever  made  in  the  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  under  the  Crimes  Act 
as  compared  with  prisoners  under  any 
other  Act,  unless  it  were  that  more  in- 
dulgence was  shown  to  the  former. 
[**  Oh,  oh !  "]  There  was,  perhaps,  one 
grievance.  Hon.  Members  were  very 
anxious  to  appear  before  the  country  as 
heroes  and  martyrs;  but  there  were 
certain  disagreeable  preliminaries  con- 
sequent upon  and  to  be  gone  through 
before  that  state  could  be  attained,  and 
they  seemed  to  wish  to  have  all  the 
glory  of  heroism  and  martyrdom  without 
any  of  the  inconveniences.  He  eym* 
pathized  with  that  grievance  also ;  but, 
after  all,  their  great  grievance  really 
was  that  the  administration  of  the  Crimea 
Act  by  the  Chief  Secretary  was  beginning 
to  tell — it  was  taking  it  out  of  their 
power  to  coerce  those  who  had  hitherto 
swelled  their  majority.  That  was  their 
great  grievance;  and,  in  comparison 
with  that,  everything  else  sank  into 
insignificance.  The  Chief  Secretary  had 
been  made  a  target  for  a  perfect  storm 
of  abuse.  He  (Mr.  Finlay)  dared  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  how  to 
appreciate  that  abuse  at  its  true  value. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Oangway 
spoke  of  him  now  as  they  used  to  speak 
of  Mr.  Forster.  But  next  year,  if  ^  were 
convenient  for  the  purposes  of  j^litical 
warfare^  they  would  no  doubt  1^  ready 
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to  talk  of  Um  as  they  now  spoke  of  Mr. 
Forster.  Let  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
go  on  without  fear  or  favour  in  this 
matter.  The  goal  he  had  in  view  was 
that  there  should  he  no  law  in  Ireland 
bat  that  of  the  Queen.  Until  that  was 
achieved,  they  would  have  no  Constitu- 
tional liberty  in  Ireland  ;  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  lend  its  support  to  the 
Government  in  the  arduous  task  of 
g^j^pling  with  the  endeavours  of  the 
National  League  to  upset  the  law  of  the 
Queen  and  establish  a  law  of  its  own. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  he  would  not  for  a 
moment  presume  to  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Finlay)  in  any  of  the  techni- 
cal or  legal  arguments  whioh  he  had 
used,  as  they  had  been  already  abun- 
dantly answered  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.  He  was  not  very  much  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  himself  anxious  that 
the  debate  should  conclude,  because,  as 
yet,  no  answer  had  been  given,  either  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self or  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  the 
damning  indictment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien), 
who  had  opened  the  debate  to-night. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
then  gone  on  to  point  out  that  the 
Coercion  Bill  had  been  a  gigantic  suc- 
cess on  account  of  the  bitterness  of  feel- 
ing which  it  had  created  in  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people.  For  his  (Mr.  H. 
Gardner's)  part,  he  could  not  for  the 
life  of  him  see  that  that  was  any  proof 
of  the  success  of  the  measure,  or  that 
the  Government  or  their  supporters 
ought  to  make  it  a  source  of  congratula- 
tion. It  was  exactly  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Oork  had  pointed  out. 
The  Ooerdon  Bill  in  Ireland  and  the 
policy  of  the  Government  had  created 
Dittemess,  and  was  tending  to  prevent 
rather  than  bring  about  such  an  opinion 
as  had  already  been  effected  in  part  by 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
£i.  Gladstone).  But  it  was  not  for  the 
purpose  of  following  the  hon.  aod 
learned  Gentleman  that  he  (Mr.  H. 
Gardner)  had  risen.  If  he  did  venture 
to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  for 
a  short  period  it  was  not  because  he  felt 
that  he  could  add  in  any  way  to  the 
words  and  the  arguments  which  had 


come  from  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House ;  but  it  was  because  he  de- 
sired to  emphasize  upon  the  Government 
the  fact  that  the  deep  and  indignant 
protest  which  was  felt  against  the 
coercion  policy  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  did  not  come  alone  from  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament,  or  Members 
who  had  Irish  constituents  in  their 
division,  but  also  from  those  who,  like 
himself,  had  no  Irish  voters  in  their  con- 
stituency, but  represented  purely  an 
English  and  essentially  a  quiet  agricul- 
tural division.  It  was  in  the  name  and 
with  the  consent  of  thousands  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  in  his  constituency, 
and  thousands  of  others  in  the  county  in 
whioh  he  lived,  that  he  protested  against 
the  Irish  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  did  so  more  willingly  on 
account  of  the  somewhat  unworthy  sneer 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  used  in  a  speech  of  his 
the  other  night  when  he  said  that  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Party  were  afraid  to 
repeat  in  the  House  what  they  had  said 
on  platforms  during  the  Hooess.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  guilty  of 
a  very  unworthy  sneer,  and  he  (Mr.  H. 
Gardner)  presumed  that  he  meant  by 
his  words  not  only  to  include  the 
eminent  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
but  also  the  minor  lights  like  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel 
with  him  that  the  courage  and  honour 
of  even  a  minor  light  like  himself  was 
as  important  to  him  and  to  his  consti- 
tuency as  was  the  courage  and  honour 
of  the  most  eminent  Member  of 
the  House,  and  he  told  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  ready  to 
repeat  in  his  place  everything  he 
might  have  said  about  the  Government 
during  the  Recess.  There  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  talk  during  the  Recess, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
use  his  undoubted  influence  with  the 
Government  to  obtain  him  an  oppor- 
tunity, he  should  be  very  happy  some 
evening  or  other  to  come  down  and 
repeat  to  him  every  one  of  the  speeches 
he  had  made  behind  his  back.  They 
had  been  told  in  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne  that  the  coercive  policy 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland  had  been 
a  success.  Well,  he  ventured  to  utterly 
deny  that  fact,  and  he  would  go  further 
and  say  that  no  one  was  more  conscious 
of  its  failure  than  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men  connected  with  the    Government 
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on  the  Treasury  Benoli.  Instead  of 
suooess,  the  whole  administration  of  the 
Goeroion  Act  had  been  a  source  of  weak- 
ness to  the  Government,  and  had  dealt 
no  slight  blow  to  the  stability  of  the 
Gbvemment.  They  who  looked  forward 
to  the  triumph  of  Home  Rule  in  Ireland 
in  the  no  distant  future  might  well  regard 
with  satisfaction  the  coercive  blunders  of 
the  present  Government,  were  it  not  for 
the  suffering  and  indignity  which  it  had 
involved  on  the  Irish  people.  He  would 
go  further,  and  say  that  they  had  not,  on 
their  side,  a  better  electioneering  agent 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland  had 
failed.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  at  what  its  powers  were  aimed. 
Undoubtedly  they  were  aimed  at  the 
ooutinuation  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  against  the  power  of  the  National 
League.  Had  the  Government  succeeded 
in  this  iustance.  On  the  contrary,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign had  almost  everywhere  triumphed, 
and  almost  justified  its  existence  ;  and 
as  to  the  National  League,  he  took  it 
that  that  body  was  stronger  now  than 
it  was  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  came  into  Office. 
The  Government  claimed  credit  for  a 
higher  intention  than  the  mere  suppres- 
sion of  the  National  League.  They 
hoped,  no  doubt,  to  bring  about  a  better 
government  in  Ireland.  They  hoped, 
no  doubt,  to  bring  about  a  restoration  of 
the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  and  they  sought 
to  establish  better  relations  between  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  would  ask  the 
House  whether  they  had  succeeded  in 
that  endeavour  ?  He  thought  they  were 
all  agreed  on  that  side  of  the  House 
that  the  essence  of  all  government  lay 
in  the  consent  and  contentment  of  the 
governed.  If,  then,  the  Government  had 
not  secured  that,  how  could  they  claim 
that  their  policy  had  been  a  success  ?  If 
they  could  show  any  kind  of  success  at 
all  it  was  merely  the  triumph  of  repres- 
sion, and  that  was  a  small  boast  for  a 
Constitutional  Government  to  make  in 
this  country  at  the  end  of  the  19th 
century,  lliey  had  been  taunted  with 
not  repeating  the  phrase  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  "  Eemember  Mitchelstown ;  " 
but  having  heard  the  speech  of  the 
hon*  Gentleman  who   commenced   the 
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debate  that  evening,  the  Government 
would  see  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  did  remember 
Mitchelstown.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
on  that  occasion  the  deep-lying  princi- 
ples of  Constitutional  government  had 
been  violated.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  he  had  gone  too  far  in  saying 
that  that  melancholy  incident  was 
against  those  deep-lying  principles,  he 
had  on  his  side  the  high  authority  of 
Mr.  Burke,  who  in  1793  said — 

**  If  the  hearts  of  the  people  are  not  with 
the  handa  of  the  soldiery,  you  may  call  yoar 
Constitution  what  yon  please ;  but,  in  resliiy, 
it  merely  consists  of  three  parts — Cavalry, 
Infantry,  and  Artillery,  and  nothing  else." 

At  that  time  the  Irish  Constabulary  was 
not  in  existence,  or  Mr.  Burke  would, 
perhaps,  have  included  them.  It  was 
the  favourite  statement  of  hon.  Members 
forming  the  composite  majority  in  that 
House,  that  the  Coercion  Bill  of  last 
year  set  free  the  people  of  Ireland  from 
the  miserable  state  of  intimidation  in 
which  they  were  placed.  He  remem- 
bered the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay),  in  an  eloquent 
speech,  saying,  last  year,  distinctly  thst 
the  measure  of  coercion  so-called  was 
simply  a  measure  of  emancipation  for 
the  people  of  Ireland.  That  was  said  on 
the  eve  of  the  last  Election,  when  he  and 
his  Friends  went  about  saying  there  was 
no  coercion  at  all.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  of  the  same  opinion  now ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  the  Government  had  passed 
their  measure  of  emancipation,  and  set 
free  this  miserable  people.  How  had 
they  employed  their  freedom?  If  the 
reports  in  the  newspapers  were  to  be 
believed,  that  nation  of  emancipated 
slaves  had  cheered  to  the  echo  those 
men  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
called  tyrants,  and  endeavoured  to  prove 
their  devotion  to  them.  The  only  excuse 
the  Coercionist  Party  had  for  ignoring 
the  opinion  of  Ireland,  as  expressed  by 
a  vast  majority  of  her  Representatives, 
was  that  their  seats  had  been  won  by 
the  intimidation  of  a  priest-ridden  and 
League-ridden  people.  This  statement 
had  been  repeated  that  evening  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inver* 
ness ;  and  it  had  been  repeated  a  day 
or  two  ago  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Baunderson).  In  the  some^at  vague, 
if  amusing,  diatribe  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  there  were  two  points 
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whioh  6e«med  of  impoxianoe— -one  was 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  National  Leame 
was,  if  poBsiole,  more  powerful  in  Ire- 
land daring  the  last  six  months  than  in 
the  past,  whioh  did  not  say  much  for 
the  government  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman    the  Ohief   Secretary  and    the 
Ooeroion  Bill  which  he  nsed ;  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   still  ad- 
hered to  the  extraordinary  fallacy  that 
the  vast  majority  of  Gentlemen   who 
came  to  that  House  from  Ireland  had 
gained  their  seats  by  intimidation  and 
oppression.    But  the  (Jovemment  had 
passed  their  Ooercion  Act,  whioh  was 
administered  with  the  high  capacity  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   the  ultra- 
Coeroionist  Member  of  a  Ooercionist  Go- 
remment.    He  asked  why  the  Gorern- 
ment,  having  passed  their  enfranchising 
Bill,  had  not  given  their  newly-enfran- 
chised eleotors  the  chance  of  using  their 
freedom?    It  was  because  they  knew 
that  if  there  were  an  Election  in  Ireland 
they  would  not  win  one  single  seat,  and 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang« 
way  would  be  returned  to  Parliament 
in  greater  numbers.    But  the  Ck>eroion 
Act  had  not  only  failed ;  it  had  been 
administered  in  such  a  way  as  to  make 
our  Government  ridiculous  in  the  eyes 
of  Europe.    If  the  Government  really 
meant  to  tame  Ireland  into  submission 
by  their  20  years  of  resolute  government, 
they  needed  the  oouraffe  of  a  Bismarck, 
and  not  the  bravery  of  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary.   Why  had  they  not  set  about  their 
task  in  a  business-like  and  dignified 
manner?     What  was  the  use  of  this 
peddling,    irritating   tyranny  ?      This 
policy  of  imprisoning  Members  of  Par- 
liament, priests,  and  editors  for  short 
periods,    from    which    they    emerged 
greater  heroes  than  ever?     Why  had 
had  not  the  Government  the  courage  of 
their  opinions;   and  why  did  they  not 
disenfranchise  the  country  altogether? 
The    reason    was    but    too   plain;    it 
was  not  that  they  would  not,  but  that 
they  dare  not,  because  they  knew  that  if 
they  were  to  propose  any  such  measure 
in  that  House  and  put  it  before  the  coun- 
try, the  public  opinion,  not  only  of  Ire- 
land, but  of  the  whole  United  King- 
dom, would  be  against  them.    What, 
then,  was  the  use  of  their  petty  tinkering 
policy,    whioh  made    us  the  laughing 
stook  of  the  world  ?    He  would  now  say 
a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  subject  of 
the  National  League.      About  66  years 


ago,  under  Lord  Liverpool's  Adminis« 
tnition,  that  House  of  Parliament  set  to 
work  on  the  task  of  suppressing  an 
organization  which,  in  his  opinion,  some- 
what resembled  the  National  League. 
He  alluded  to  the  Oatholic  Association. 
It  resembled  the  National  League  in 
this  way,  that  it  possessed  the  confidence 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  it  was,  moreover,  established  to 
bring  about  a  great  political  change, 
and  it  commanded  the  sympathy  of  some 
leading  statesmen  and  a  great  many 
other  persons  in  this  country.  Mr. 
Plunket — at  the  time  Attorney  General 
— said  that  ''the  history  of  Ireland 
was  a  history  of  associations."  If  that 
were  true  then,  it  had  been  true,  with 
some  brief  intervals,  ever  since.  He  de- 
plored the  fact  that  associations  in  Ire- 
land should  be  able  to  win  the  confidence 
and  obedience  of  the  people  from  their 
legitimate  rulers.  He  went  further,  and 
said  that  he  deplored  the  necessity  of  the 
National  League,  because  the  necessity 
of  its  existence  was  an  outward  and 
visible  sign  of  incapacity  or  maladmi- 
nistration of  the  present  Government  in 
Ireland.  But  he  lamented  the  supre- 
macy of  associations  in  that  country  for 
other  reasons,  because  associations,  whe- 
ther they  were  the  National  League  or 
the  Orange  Society,  must  of  necessity  be 
Party  associations  representing  Party 
feelings.  He  was  well  aware  that  the 
party  whioh  the  National  League  repre- 
sented was  nine-tenths  of  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  but  he  regretted  that  a  mi- 
nority, however  small,  should  not  be 
represented  in  an  association  of  such 
national  importance.  Well,  was  it  not 
manifest  that  if  the  Irish  people,  as 
history  proved,  were  determined  to  place 
their  confidence  in  associations  of  their 
own  countrymen,  would  it  not  be  wise  to 
give  them  the  only  national  association 
whioh  could  not  be  a  Party  association, 
which  would  be  backed  by  lawful  autho- 
rity, which  would  represent  all  creeds 
and  classes  —  namefy,  a  Legislative 
Assembly  in  Dublin?  Nothing  could 
better  display  the  mistaken  policy  of 
coercive  measures  for  Ireland  than  the 
way  in  which  the  people  of  England 
regarded  the  so-called  criminal  manu- 
facture by  the  Ooercion  Act.  He 
regarded  it  as  a  significant  fact  that,  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  England,  there 
were  crowds  who  cheered  the  political 
victims  of  the  (Government.  The  English 
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were  a  law-abiding  and  law-loving 
people ;  and  if  a  rast  number  of  them 
showed,  as  they  undoubtedly  do,  sym- 
pathy ;  not  to  say  approbation  with  those 
whom  the  Government  called  criminals, 
was  it  not  more  likely  that  the  Coercive 
Law  was  wrong  rather  than  numbers  of 
hitherto  honourable  men  should  suddenly 
become  demoralized  ?  He  had  merely 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  protesting  in  the 
name  of  a  purely  English  constituency 
against  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland,  a  policy  which,  had  it  not  been 
for  the  promise  held  out  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  would  have  plunged  that 
country  in  despair  and  gone  far  to  wreck 
that  true  and  lasting  Union  of  the  two 
Kingdoms  which  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House  so  ardently  desired. 

Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid): 
said,  that  he  desired  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  this  question,  because  it  was 
one  in  which  his  constituency  took  a 
g^at  interest,  and  because  Separatist 
agitators  took  a  great  interest  in  his 
constituency.  Upwards  of  60  meetings 
had  been  held  in  his  Division  since  the 
General  Election,  and  some  10  Members 
of  Parliament  had  been  down  to  try  and 
Gonvert  Mid  Leicestershire  to  the  Home 
Bule  gospel.  He  could  also  claim  the 
great  honour  at  that  moment  of  being 
the  only  Oatholic  supporter  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  in  that  House.  He 
had  read  recently  with  great  pleasure 
an  article  in  the  Afonitdur  de  Eame,  which, 
although  not  strictly  speaking  an  organ 
of  the  Vatican,  was  well  known  not  to 
express  opinions  that  were  offensive  to 
it.  That  article  contained  a  significant 
paragraph,  asking  how  the  Irish  Na- 
tionalists could  countuponthesympathies 
of  Oatholics,  and  how  the  supreme  and 
moderating  power  of  the  Ohurch  could 
work  in  her  favour  when  such  culpable 
and  revolutionary  elements  mingled 
their  aim  with  the  national  movement? 
It  was  to  him  a  matter  of  satisfaction 
and  pleasure  to  know  that  at  least  in  the 
remarks  made  to  the  Irish  pilgrims  a 
few  weeks  ago,  he,  whom  he  revered  as 
the  Yicar  of  Ohrist,  had  no  word  of 
censure  for  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty,  or 
the  personal  oonduot  of  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary. He  had  been  elected  by  the  divi- 
sion of  a  county  which  only  six  months 
before  had  polled  1,040  votes  in  favour 
of  a  Badical  candidate;  and  if  that 
Badieal  majority  had  been  turned  into 
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a  majority  of  135  for  himself,  it  was 
because  he  had  oome  forward  as  an 
opponent  of  every  form  of  Home  Bule 
or  autonomy  for  Ireland ;  it  was  beeause 
he  had  said,  '*If  there  is  crime  there 
must  and  shall  be  coercion ; "  and  it 
was  therefore  as  the  champion  of 
coercion,  as  some  called  it,  that  he  stood 
there.  He  would  endeavour  to  show 
that  the  present  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  was  the  only  possible 
policy.  There  were  going  on  in  Ireland 
two  movements.  One  of  those  claimed 
for  the  Irish  people  an  independent  and 
separate  nationality.  He  denied  that 
the  Irish  had  ever  been  a  separate  nation 
in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  and  if  it 
depended  upon  him  they  never  should  be. 
The  English  were  a  race  which  had  suc- 
ceeded in  building  up  of  many  Nation- 
alities one  Empire,  and  when  he  spoke 
of  the  opposite  Party  as  Separatists, 
he  meant  it  in  the  sense  of  Separatists 
who  wished  to  set  up  an  Irish  nation  with 
a  separate  autonomous  Government. 
Besides  the  great  Nationalist  idea  which 
dominated  the  Irish  mind,  this  latter 
was  permeated  with  the  idea  of  social 
revolution.  Through  social  mutiny  they 
wished  to  march  to  national  independ* 
ence.  Without  wishing  to  say  anything 
offensive,  he  might  mention  that  he  had 
been  much  abused  by  the  Irish  Press, 
which  he  considered  a  great  honour,  al- 
though, of  course,  he  should  have  pre- 
ferr^  to  be  looked  upon  by  them  as  a 
friend  rather  than  an  enemy.  He  was 
only  an  enemy  to  the  Nationalist  cause. 
He  claimed  to  have  received,  in  some 
sense,  an  Irish  education,  and  he  had 
no  wish  except  to  see  Ireland  in  the  full 
enjoyment  of  the  same  liberties  as  those 
enjoyed  in  England ;  and  there  were 
still  certain  measures  which  were  wanted 
to  complete  the  equality  between  the  two 
countries  that  would  certainly  receive 
his  cordial  support  if  they  were  brought 
before  the  House.  There  was  principally 
a  measure  wanted  to  deal  with  Irish 
education.  The  Catholic  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  did  not  enjoy  those  advan- 
tages in  respect  of  education  to  which 
they  were  entitled,  and  that  was  the 
rock  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memher  for  Mid  Lothian  had  ori- 
ginally broken  down.  It  was  after  this 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  writ- 
ten his  articles  upon  Vaticanism,  and  since 
that— -asfar  as  he  could  judge — ^thepolicy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 


609 


Moje$iy'9  lioit         tF£BBT7ART  16,  1888}         Qracioui  Speeeh. 


610 


that  of  a  dazed  and  revolutionary  politi- 
cian. That  was  another  eubjeot  on  which 
Irish  Members  would  receive  his  cordial 
support.  He  thought  it  most  unjust  and 
improper  that  in  a  House  elected  as  that 
House  was  at  present,  the  only  men  who 
were  incapacitated  to  stand  as  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
the  Boman  Gatholio  clergy.  He  said  it 
was  an  unjust  thing  and  one  which 
ought  to  be  remedied,  that  in  a  country 
where  the  clergy  exercised  so  much  in- 
fluence they  should  be  excluded  from 
the  political  world.  It  was  not  right 
that  men  who  were  the  natural  leaders 
of  the  people,  as  were  the  Irish  clergy 
still,  should  be  debarred  by  the  law  from 
coming  to  that  House  to  join  in  the 
legislation  of  the  country.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  best  if  the  four  Catholic  Arch- 
bisljops  had  seats  in  the  House  of  Lords; 
and  if  the  Church  of  the  people  were 
represented  in  the  Upper  House,  as  the 
English  Established  Church  was,  there 
would  be  no  injustice  in  excluding  the 
clergy  from  the  Lower  House ;  but  the 
present  conditions  placed  the  clergy  in 
a  position  of  political  ostracism.  He 
only  claimed  for  the  teachers  of  the 
Ohnstian  Bevelation  rights  which  were 
not  denied  to  men  who  preached  what 
they  were  pleased  to  call  the  ''  Fruits  of 
Philosophy.''  Betumingto  the  socialistic 
tnorement  which  existed  in  Ireland,  he 
found  in  7^  Freemat^i  Journal  of  last 
week  the  report  of  an  address  delivered 
by  Mr.  Davitt,  who  stated  his  programme 
concisely  in  these  words — 

**  The  imue  ii  one  of  stapendotu  magni- 
tnde.  .  .  .  The  fight  is  not  only  for  political 
aapremacy  between  the  masses  and  the  classes, 
it  is  Ukewise  a  struggle  between  producers  and 
monopolists  for  the  just  distribution  of  the 
produce  of  England  and  Ireland." 

If  he  (Mr.  De  Lisle)  were  to  refer  to  the 
moyement  as  a  hydra,  for  social  anarchy 
was  a  terrible  hydra,  he  should  say  that 
it  had  a  Davitt  head  which  represented 
fiodalism,  and  a  Dillon  head  which 
aimed  at  crushing  landlordism,  and  a 
dynamite  head  which  advocated  assassi- 
nation. Last  year  a  letter  appeared  in 
The  Caiholio  Berald,  New  York,  in  which 
it  was  said  that  the  time  had  come  to  put 
an  end  to  him  (Mr.  De  Lisle),  because 
he  had  dared  to  censure  the  anarchical 
attitude  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy.  With 
reference  to  the  question  of  landlordism 
his  view  was  that  they  could  not  do 
-without  it.     Although  they  might  do- 

VOL.  OCOXXII.    [thibd  SERIES.  1 


stroy  the  present  landlords  and  divide 
the  land  among  the  people,  Parliament 
could  not  prevent  them  borrowing  money 
upon  the  land,  and  by  that  very  trans- 
action new  landlords  would  be  created. 
He  did  not  think  that  by  putting  the 
gombeen  man  or  petty  local  usurer  in 
the  place  of  the  present  landlords,  the 
really  poor  peasantry  would  be  any 
the  better  for  it.  Furthermore,  he  rose 
to  congratulate  the  Government  on  the 
policy  which  they  had  so  consistently 
maintained,  and  he  did  so  with  pleasure 
because  he  found  there  was  a  feeling  in 
its  favour  growing  up  in  the  ranks  of 
the  Catholic  clergy,  as  well  as  of  the 
educated  laity,  which  they  should  not 
have  expected  to  find  a  year  ago.  At 
a  meeting  at  the  Foreign  Office  a  year 
ago  or  more  he  had  spoken  of  the 
Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland  as  acting 
the  part  of  a  higher  anarchy.  Those 
words  had  given  great  offence,  but 
he  believed  the  recent  utterances  of 
the  Bishop  of  Limerick,  condemning 
Boycotting  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  sinful  and  criminal,  had  entirely 
justified  his  remarks.  They  had  now 
the  expression  of  opinion  of  a  distin- 
guished Prelate  of  the  Irish  Catholic 
Church  to  confirm  them  in  the  belief  that 
Boycotting  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
were  sinful  and  criminal ;  and  as  the 
whole  of  the  so-called  Coercion  Act  was 
directed  to  put  an  end  to  these  sinful 
and  criminal  proceedings,  it  was  entirely 
justified.  He  considered  that  this  con- 
fession of  opinion  by  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick  was  of  great  value  to  the  Go- 
vernment, because  it  showed  that  there 
was  a  body  of  the  clergy  forming  a  large 
majority  who  held  similar  views;  indeed, 
he  was  in  a  position  to  know  that  such 
was  the  fact.  That  letter  of  the  Bishop 
of  Limerick  had  not  been  published  24 
hours  when  there  was  another  expression 
of  opinion  published  in  the  FrttmarCB 
Journal  on  the  part  of  Bishop  Healy, 
who  agreed  to  every  word  Dr.  O'Dwyer 
had  written.  The  revolutionary  attitude, 
however,  continued  to  be  championed, 
and  he  referred  to  a  letter  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Tablet  last  Christmas 
twelve  months,  which  claimed  that — 

"Ever  since  the  Union,  rebellion  was  a 
sacred  duty  for.every  honest  Irishman,  provided 
there  were  a  reasonable  chance  of  success.'* 

It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  author 
of  these  opinions  had  been  since  pro- 
moted to  the  important  post  of  the  I*ro- 
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sidency  of  Thnrles  Oollege,  tho  second 
most  important  educational  establish- 
ment of  tne  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland. 
That  promotion  seemed  to  be  a  reason 
for  very  grave  misgivings  on  their  part, 
and  it  was  that  declaration  of  opinion 
which  justified  him  in  making  the  re- 
mark with  regard  to  the  Catholic  hier- 
archical higher  anarchy.  From  the 
point  of  view  there  expressed,  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  would  be  a  fatal 
mistake,  because  it  would  give  the 
necessary  leverage  to  justify,  aye, 
sanctify,  rebellion  —  namely,  ''  a  rea- 
sonable chance  of  success."  He  did  not 
think  that  any  sensible  man  could  now 
have  a  shadow  of  doubt  as  to  the  cause 
of  Fitzmaurice's  murder.  It  had  been 
traced  home  to  the  League.  There  was 
not  a  link  missing.  The  murder  was  an 
eloquent  but  terrible  proof  of  the  truth 
of  Bishop  O'Dwyer's  words — 

"  Yoa  cannot  mark  a  man  out  to  be  Boy- 
cotted, or  universally  shunned,  without  running 
the  risk  of  prompting  his  murder." 

He  now  wished  to  reply  to  a  certain 
manifesto  in  the  form  of  a  letter  which 
had  been  addressed  •  to  Monsignore 
Persico,  signed  by  Lord  Kipon  and 
others.  He  denied  that  be  was  guilty 
of  what  was  here  called  want  of  respect 
and  veneration  to  the  Catholic  Church ; 
but  he  did  certainly  think  that  what 
had  been  done  in  Ireland  was  not  only 
detrimental  to  religion,  but  also  a  grave 
injury  to  the  country  to  which  the  clergy 
whose  conduct  was  in  question  belonged. 
He  believed  that  the  Persico  miseion  was 
intended  solely  to  inquire  into  the  truth 
of  charges  which  had  been  alleged,  and 
whether  the  attitude  of  the  clergy  was  or 
was  not  inconsistent  with  their  sacred  duty . 
This  was  a  case  in  which  a  question  of 
morality  was  involved,  and  ho  considered 
it  one  in  which  the  highest  ecclesiastical 
authority  should  consider  whether  the 
charges  made  were  true.  He  was  not 
alone  in  the  view  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed, and  he  would  quote  from  a  letter 
of  an  Irish  landlord— Colonel  Chichester, 
who  knew  Ireland  well — which  was  one 
of  a  series  in  a  controversy  that  had  been 
taking  place  in  The  Tablet  on  the  subject 
of  Boycotting.  The  letter  contained 
these  words : 

**  I,  for  one,  look  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  the  system  of  Boycotting,  no  matter  on 
what  terms  they  are  carried  on,  as  utterly 
dishonest  and  indefensible." 

Mr.  Be  Lule 


It  was  certainly  a  matter  of  great  satis- 
faction to  him,  and  he  believed  also  to  a 
very  large  number  of  other  Catholics,  to 
have  read  the  words  addressed  to  the 
Irish  Pilgrims  the  other  day  in  Bome 
by  His  Holiness  the  Pope,  who  had 
publicly  expressed  the  hope  that  the 
Irish  people  would  obey  their  Prelates, 
and  the  Prelates  obey  the  law.  His 
Holiness  had  expressed  his  confidence  in 
'*  the  justice  of  the  men  who  were  placed 
at  the  head  of  the  State " — that  could 
only  mean  Her  Majesty's  responsible 
Ministers  —  and  thus  he  exhorted  the 
Irish  people  to  obey  the  law.  He  had 
seen  in  The  Time»  to-day  a  statement  of 
two  or  three  facts,  which  to  him  would 
be  quite  sufficient  to  justify  the  pass* 
ing  of  the  Crimes  Act.  As  an  instance, 
it  appeared  that  in  reference  to  a  mar* 
riage  of  a  humble  farmer  and  a  young 
girl  at  Tralee,  the  possibility  of  the  bride* 
groom  being  shot  at  no  distant  date 
was  considered  a  necessary  contingency 
to  be  provided  for  in  the  marriage  set- 
tlement. According  to  The  2\me9,  the 
husband  was  to  receive  £50  down  and 
£100  by  promissory  note  at  12  months 
if  he  were  not  shot  in  the  meantime. 
There  were  many  other  instances  which 
he  would  not  then  refer  to,  because  he 
thought  he  had  detained  the  House 
long  enough.  But  these  accumulated 
facts  proved  how  systematic  and  general 
had  become  the  social  tyranny  and 
wickedness  of  the  Land  League.  It 
was  a  melancholy  thing  to  see  Catholic 
priests  and  laymen  co-operating  with  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley  ), 
who  now  attacked  the  United  Kingdom 
as  he  had  so  often  attacked  the  Church: 

"  The  great  ship  of  your  Ghoich,  once  ao 
stout  and  fair,  and  well-laden  with  good  des- 
tinies, has  become  a  phantom  ship  ;  .  .  .  .  and 
you  who  work  it  .are  no  more  than  the  ghosts  of 
dead  men.*' 

The  great  ship  of  the  State,  still  so 
stout  and  fair,  and  well  laden  with  good 
destinies,  had  become  a  mutinous  ship ; 
and  therefore  he  said  that  those  who 
worked  it  should  arise  and,  not  like 
ghosts  of  platform  men,  but  like  patriots 
and  fearless  statesmen,  sweep  away  all 
who  dared  to  resist  the  law.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  continued  in  the 
way  they  had  so  well  begun,  and  if  the 
health  and  strength  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Irish  Secretary  were  pre- 
served to  them  some  years  longer,  he 
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beliered  that  which  they  all  hoped  for 
would  be  achieved — namely,  the  peace 
and  happiness  and  enrichment  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  EYELYN  (Deptford)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Leices- 
tershire (Mr.  De  Lisle)  in  the  speech  he 
had  just  made  had  presented  a  curious 
and  an  almost  inexphcable  phenomenon 
which  had  bewildered  him  more  than 
any  other  object  with  which  he  was 
familiar.     The  hon.  Member  was,  or 
professed  to  be,  a  Catholic,  and  yet  he 
mdulged  in  insults  against  the   Irish 
hierarchy  and  against  those  who  held 
the   creed  which  he  professed  to  re- 
verence.   The  hon.  Member  in  his  long 
and  discursive  speech  attempted  to  make 
out  a  claim  on  the  Irish  Members  by 
stating  that  he  would  advocate  certain 
plans  of  Catholic  education  and  other 
movements    which  would    find  favour 
with  those  hon.  Qentlemen ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  he  was  prepared  to  continue 
the  great  oppression  of  Ireland.    The 
hon.  Member  would  not,  by  presenting 
these  other  subjects  for  their  considera- 
tion,   earn  the  gratitude  of  the  Irish 
people.     His  observations  had  ranged 
from  China  to  Peru ;  and  though  he 
(Mr.   Evelyn)    had    expected  that    he 
would  end  by  reading  a  number    of 
letters  from  I'h$  Timsa,  he  had  not  un- 
naturally concluded  by  giving  them  the 
whole  book  of  the  Prophet  Jeremiah. 
But  he  (Mr.  Evelyn)  would  pass  from 
the  hon.  Member  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House.    It  might  be 
discussed  either  as  a  Party  Motion,  the 
carrying  of  which  would  involve  the  de- 
feat of  the  Government,  or  it  might  be 
dieoussed  on  its  merits  ;  and  if  it  were, 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  accepted  by  every  Member  of  the 
House.     From  both  points  of  view  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment.      He  wished  to    get    rid 
of  this  Coalition  Qovernment;   he  did 
not    call    it    a    Conservative   Oovern- 
ment,  for  in  the  course  the  Government 
had  pursued  th^  had  been  false  to  the 
best  traditions  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  De  lisle)  had 
sounded  the  praises  of  the  Union.  They 
had  heard  the  praises  of  the  Unionists 
sounded  by  many  Gentlemen  to-night — 
in  fact,  music  of  this  kind  was  very 
common  in  the  country.   The  Unionists 
were  extolled  with  considerable  oratory 
at  Primrose  League  and  other  meetings ; 


and  the  country  had  heard  a  vast  deal 
more  about  this  Paper  Union  than  the 
union  of  hearts  and  sentiments.  It 
could  not  be  disputed  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  prepared  in  1885  to  throw 
over  the  Paper  Union  altogether.  The 
interview  between  Lord  Carnarvon  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  must  have  been  well  known  to 
Lord  Salisbury  after  it  had  occurred. 
It  was  true  that  in  1888  Lord  Salis- 
bury gave  a  denial;  but  what  was 
it?  They  knew  that  Lord  Salisbury 
was  practically  prepared  to  go  in  for 
Home  Hule,  and  they  knew  what  Lord 
Salisbury's  denials  were.  He  said  that 
the  assumption  that  every  other  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  besides  Lord  Carnarvon 
had  expressed  feelings  in  favour  of 
Home  Bule  was  an  utter,  complete,  and 
absolute  falsehood.  This  was  pretty 
strong,  and  the  noble  Lord  generally 
used  strong  language  in  denials;  but 
nobody  ever  said  that  every  Member  of 
the  Cabinet  of  1885  besides  Lord  Car- 
narvon had  expressed  feelings  in  favour 
of  Home  Kule.  What  was  very 
confidently  believed  was  that  several 
Members  of  the  Cabinet,  including 
Lord  Salisbury  himself,  were  quite 
prepared  to  go  in  for  Home  Bule.  They 
were  all  glad  to  find  that  the  Land  Act 
of  last  Session  had  had  an  ameliorative 
effect  on  the  condition  of  Ireland.  But 
they  could  have  wished  that  it  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  arrears,  and  that  it 
had  not  given  undue  facilities  to  evict* 
ing  landlords  like  Lord  Clanricarde.  He 
hoped  that  the  Act  might  soon  be 
amended,  and  made  more  serviceable  to 
the  Irish  people  on  these  subjects.  But 
he  was  thankfid  to  know  that,  even  as 
it  was,  it  had  tended  to  the  diminution 
of  crime.  With  regard  to  coercion,  he 
could  not  but  remember  what  he  had 
witnessed  in  a  late  visit  to  Ireland.  He 
wished  that  more  Englishmen  would  go 
over  to  Ireland  and  judge  for  them- 
selves, and  not  listen  to  excited  state- 
ments and  inflamed  newspaper  articles 
against  Ireland.  He  had  witnessed  with 
his  own  eyes  the  misery  of  the  people 
and  the  oppression  under  which  they 
laboured,  and  he  could  not  but  feel  that 
it  was  only  too  true  that  the  Crimes  Act, 
which  they  were  told  was  to  be  directed 
against  crime,  had  been  really  directed 
against  political  opponents.  This  had 
been  clearly  shown  in  the  cruel  admi- 
nistration by  the  Government  of  that 


X2 


ISixih  mghtl 


615 


Address  in 


{OOMMONB} 


Answer  (o  JSer 


616 


tremendous  weapon  which  the  House 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  GoTemment 
last  Session.  He,  for  one,  had  to  con- 
fess with  regret  that  he  had  Toted  for 
coercion;  but  he  did  so,  as  was  well 
known,  reluctantly,  and  because  he  un- 
derstood that  this  terrific  weapon  was  to 
be  used  for  the  repression  of  crime,  and 
crime  alone.  He  now  found  that  that 
was  altogether  a  fraudulent  pretence  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  He  be- 
lieved that  Lord  Salisbury  all  along 
had  it  in  his  mind  to  exercise  the  power 
that  he  sought  from  Parliament  in  a 
cruel  and  abominable  manner.  On  the 
16th  of  May,  1886,  Lord  Salisbury  made 
a  foul  and  slanderous  attack  on  the 
Irish  people.  Lord  Salisbury  declared 
that  what  was  wanted  for  Ireland  was 
20  years  of  resolute  government.  He 
did  not  complain  of  that  declaration; 
but  Lord  Salisbury  went  on  to  say 
that  they  wanted  confidence  in  the 
Irish  people,  and  that  it  depended  upon 
the  people  they  were  to  confide  in ;  and 
he  added — ''You  would  not  confide  free 
representation  to  the  Hottentots."  At 
the  time  that  speech  was  made  he  (Mr. 
Evelyn)  happened  to  be  contesting  the 
borough  of  Deptford  against  a  most 
able  and  eloquent  adversary,  and  had 
the  humiliating  task  of  trying  to  explain 
away  those  words  of  Lord  Salisbury. 
Later  events  had  shown  that  he  was  ^uite 
wrong,  and  that  his  opponent  was  right, 
and  that  all  along  the  present  Premier 
had  in  his  view  the  establishment  of  a 
Hottentot  Government  in  Ireland.  In 
November  last  Lord  Salisbury  made  a 
memorable  speech  at  the  Mansion  House. 
He  said  then  that  any  one  of  his  Oolleagues 
was  worth  the  whole  86  Members  from 
Ireland.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  The  ex- 
pression of  approval  which  came  from 
his  hon.  Friend  sitting  below  (Mr. 
Johnston)  he  did  not  wonder  at;  but 
he  did  wonder  at  such  a  vulgarism 
coming  from  the  lips  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  England  —  /»  vino  Veritas. 
Taking  these  two  speeches  together — 
the  Hottentot  speech  and  the  speech  at 
the  Mansion  House  —  did  they  not 
show  that  Lord  Salisbury  had  an  utter 
contempt  for  the  Irish  nation  ;  and 
had  he  not  insulted  the  Irish  ?  When 
he  was  contesting  Deptford,  and  read 
the  Hottentot  speech,  he  had  a  personal 
reason  for  not  quite  approving  of  that 
speech,  for  he  had  the  honour  to  have 
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Irish  blood  in  his  veins.     He  knew  that 
Lord  Salisbury  had    denied    likening 
the  Irish  to  Hottentots;   but  let  any- 
one read  his  words,  and  put  their  own 
construction  on  them.      Now  he  came 
to  the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
and  he  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  not  in  his  place,  because  he  had 
something  to  say  to  him.     As  to  the 
crael  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
he  wondered  how  the  right  hon.  GFen- 
tleman  could  smile  and  smile,  and  still 
be  a  Chief  Secretary.     What  would  not 
do  at  ail,  and  what  would  not  be  ap- 
proved by  the  English  people,  was  that 
he  should  treat  political  prisoners  with 
cruelty,  and  he  should  steal  their  great 
coats,  and  that  he  should  gloat  in  con- 
versation over  the  weak  hearts  of  his 
intended  victims.    The  man  who  did 
this  was  a  man  about  whom  he  would 
express  no  opinion,  because  if  he  did  he 
should,  perhaps,  be  transgressing  the 
Orders  of  the  House.    But  he  wouM  say 
that  he  considered  the  Government  of 
Ireland  by  the  Salisbury-Balfour  clique 
— he  would  not  say  by  the  Ministry — 
but  by  the  clique,  which  controlled  the 
Ministry — ^to  be  thoroughly  infamous. 
His  hon.  Friend  on  the  fVont  Bench 
smiled ;  but  let  him  answer  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who  had 
proved  to  the    House  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  thrown  into  prison  old 
women,  boys,  and  girls,  and  had  com- 
mitted all  that  oppression  which  had 
still  to  be  denied.    Now,  he  wished  to 
say  a  word  with  reference  to  the  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Blunt    A  question  had 
been  asked  that  evening  as  to  why  Mr. 
Blunt  had  not  been  given  some  food 
when  he  was  dragged  from  his  prison  in 
Gal  way  to  the  civil  action  now  going  on 
in  Dublin.    The  answer  was  that  Mr. 
Blunt  had  the  ordinary  food  of  prisoners ; 
but  what  he  contended  was  that  Mr. 
Blunt  was  in  an  exceptional  position, 
and  that  it  was  a  cruel  and  anamefol 
thing  to  give  a  man  the  ordinary  food 
of  prisoners  in  the  24  or  80  hours  dnrinj^ 
which  he  was  going  to  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, half- fainting,  to  be  sererely  cross- 
examined.  Lord  Salisbury  and  the  rif^ht 
hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief  Secretary 
would  have  to  answer  for  all  this,  and 
for  other  abominable  cruelties  to  the 
English  nation.     He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
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East  Qoxk  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  that  one  of 
the  reasons  of  the  diounation  of  crime 
in  Ireland  was  the  feeling  entertained 
by  the  Irish  people  that  there  was  some 
degree    of   sympathy    entertained    for 
them  by  the  English  people.     Such  a 
feeling  would  necessarily  have  a  great 
effect  upon  a  warm-hearted  people  like 
the  Irish ;  and  he  trasted  that  Parlia- 
ment would  do  everything  it  could  to 
cultivate  that  f  eelins;.     He  remembered 
the  compliment  paid  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ghancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  the  Chief   Secretary — by  the 
despoiler  of  Egypt  to  the  despot  of  Ire- 
land.   The  Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
spoke  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
'*  Brave  Mr.  Balfour.'f     Where  was  the 
bravery  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
lately  went  to  Loughrea,  and  did  exactly 
what  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  had  done.  Why 
was  he  not  picking  oakum  like    Mr. 
Blunt?     He  (Mr.  Evelyn)  would  tell 
them.    It  was  because  the   '*  brave " 
Chief  Secretary  dared  not  tackle  a  Privy 
Councillor    and   an   ex-Minister.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  had  done  admirable 
service.     He  had  made  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary shrink,  and  he  had  brought  the 
hermit  of  the  Albany  to  something  like 
reason.     He  would  say  no  more,  except 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks  personal  to 
himself.     He  wished  to  say  that  a  great 
many  statements  had  been  made  about 
him  which  he  would  not  notice  at  all. 
No  one  cared  less  for  jeers  and  sneers 
than  he  did  when  he  knew  he  was  doing 
his  duty.    There  was  only  one  remark 
to  which  he  would  refer,  and  that  was 
that  he  had  written  to  Lord  Salisbury. 
He  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind.     He 
'wrote  a  letter  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  so  ably  led  the  Conser- 
vative Party  in  that  House,  and  from 
-whom    he    had    always    received    the 
greatest  courtesy  ;  but  he  did  not  write 
to  Lord  Salisbury.   He  felt  great  regret 
at  parting  from  his  hon.  Friends  on  that 
eide  of  the  House ;  but  he  would  advise 
them^ though  he  did  not  expect  they 
would  take  his  advice — to  go  over  to  the 
other  side,  and  purify  themselves  from 
the  disgrace  which  had  been  brought  on 
the  Conservative  Party  by  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  Ireland.     After  the 
discipline  of  Opposition  they  might  come 
back  to  those  Benches  and  assert  the  true 


principles  of  Conservatism,  which  were 
enunciated  in  his  early  career  by  Mr. 
Disraeli,  and  which,  he  thought,  would 
lead  to  a  conciliatory  policy  towards  Ire- 
land. During  his  (Mr.  Evelyn's)  visit 
to  Ireland  he  was  sometimes  cheered  by 
the  Irish  people ;  but  he  felt  ashamed  of 
those  cheers,  naving  voted  for  coercion ; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford,  on  the  day 
of  Mr.  Blunt's  condemnation,  was  going 
toBallinasloe  to  address  a  public  meeting 
there,  he  asked  him  (Mr.  Evelyn)  to  ac- 
company him,  but  he  refused.  He  had 
said — "  You  can  address  the  Irish  ;  but 
I  have  voted  for  coercion,  and  I  feel  I 
have  no  right  to  speak  to  them  and  get 
praises  I  do  not  deserve."  He  could  as- 
sure hon.  Members  opposite,  however, 
that  the  votes  he  had  given  against  Ire- 
land had  been  g^ven  under  false  pre- 
tences; but  the  vote  which  he  should 
now  g^ve  would  be  given  with  sll  his 
heart  and  soul. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  was  sure  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Deptford  (Mr.  Evelyn)  would  be  heard 
by  the  majority  of  people  with  much 
pleasure.  With  the  exception  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  whose 
retirement  from  the  House  they  must 
regret,  but  whom  they  hoped,  since  his 
retirement  must  be,  to  see  replaced  before 
long  by  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt — with  the 
exception  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
everyone  in  the  House  must  have  ob- 
served the  extraordinary  tameness  and 
wearisomeness  of  the  debate  since  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  resumed 
his  seat.  The  speech  which  was  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Loughborough  Division  of 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  De  Lisle)  scarcely 
required  and  scarcely  deserved  any  com- 
ment; but  he  turned  for  one  instant  to 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay), 
because  the  speech  was  characterized  by 
what  very  frequently  characterized  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  way  of  thinking. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  span  a 
large  web  of  words  and  reasonings ;  but 
there  were  no  solid  facts  at  the  bottom. 
The  House  must  have  been  astonished, 
and  people  out-of-doors  must  be  as- 
tonished, when  such  a  speech  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  was  the  speech 
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that  was  made  by  their  oppoaents  in 
answer  to  the  remarkable  attack  made 
upon  the  Goverament  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  was  so 

food  as  to  say  that  the  liberation  of  the 
rish  voter  from  the  control  of  the 
National  League  was  the  only  and 
necessary  condition  to  the  conferring  of 
the  franchise  upon  the  Irish  people.  He 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
if  they  were  going  to  contest  Limerick ; 
and  he  would  ask,  if  they  were  going  to 
contest  Limerick,  what  sort  of  a  show 
they  expected  to  make  there  ?  He  would 
pat  another  question  to  their  opponents 
— to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)— 
would  the  hon.  Member  agree  along  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  that  they 
should  each  resign  their  seats  and  that 
each  should  contest  the  seat  of  the  other, 
and  then  see  how  matters  stood  ?  He 
thought  that  in  any  practical  way  they 
liked  to  put  it,  when  they  tried  to  realize 
what  the  result  might  be  at  the  poll  of 
thus  removing  the  restraint  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  they  would  be  convinced 
— as,  at  any  rate,  he  was — of  the  flimsi- 
ness  of  the  arguments  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  adduced.  His 
speech  was  chock-full  of  those  ancient 
platitudes,  as  they  had  become,  which 
stood  in  the  place  of  argument  amongst 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  his  way  of  think- 
ing. Why  did  not  he— why  did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer — when  he  spoke,  bring 
into  his  speech  more  facts  bearing  on  the 
question.  And  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment make  haste,  before  this  night  closed, 
to  answer  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  had  stated  ?  Why  did 
they  not  answer  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  about  the  Army,  and 
what  he  had  said  about  the  Police  ? 
And  why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or 
someone  else  opposite,  stand  up  to  meet 
the  strong  assertion,  and  the  strongly- 
backed  assertion,  as  to  the  total  failure 
in  every  direction  of  their  Coercion  Act  ? 
He  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  did  not  intend, 
in  the  few  remarks  he  had  to  make,  to 
go  at  all  over  the  whole  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  intended  to  confine  himself 
to  one  or  two  matters  of  fact,  bearing, 
as  they  did,  on  the  Amendment  which 
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was  before  the  House.     He  asserted 
that  the  supporters  of  law  and  of  order  in 
Ireland  were  not  the  Government  and 
not  that  loyal  and  patriotic  Party,  as 
they  called  themselves,   but  were  such 
Gentlemen  as  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 
He  believed  that  upon  them  and  the 
much-maligned    National    League  lay 
much   more  than  upon  any  other  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
There   was  a  matter   which  had  been 
referred  to  in  the  House,  and  which  he 
might  mention  in  passing — it  was  the 
question  of  the  meetings  at  Dungannon, 
Omagh,   and  Dromore.     The  proceed- 
ings in  connection  with  these  meetings 
gave  them  an  example  of  how  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  had  been  disturbers 
in  that  part  of  the  country — a  part  of 
the  country  which  could  hardly  be  said 
to  be  under  the  immediate  influence  of 
the  National  League.    A  meeting  was  to 
have  taken  place  at  Dungannon.    On 
the  same  day,  at  the  same  hour,  and  at 
the  same  place,  the  Orange  Party  in  the 
district  stated  they  would  hold  a  meet- 
ing.    Instead  of  preventing  the  second 
meeting  being  held,   the  Government 
proclaimed  the  meeting  which  was  first 
announced.     He   went,  a  week  or    so 
afterwards,  to  Omagh.     A  meeting  was 
there  advertised  in  the  same  way  by  the 
Party  to  which  he  belonged.     In  the 
same  manner  the  opposite  Party — ^the 
loyal  and  patriotic  Party — gave  notice 
of  a  meeting  at  the  same  place  and  at  the 
same  time.    The  walls  of  Omagh  were 
placarded  with  notices  that  the  rebels 
and  assassins  should  not  be  permitted  to 
hold  a  meeting  there.     Yet  that  being 
in  the  early  days  of  the  visits  of  English 
Members  of  the  House  to  Ireland,  he 
supposed  the  Besident  Magistrate  and 
the  Government  thought  better  of  it,  for 
the   meeting  was  not  proclaimed;    no 
steps  whatever  were  taken,  to  prevent 
the  people  holding  their  meeting ;  and 
the  other  side  never  put  in  an  appear- 
ance, thus  showing  the  baselessness  of 
the  threats  by  which  they  endeavoured  to 
stop  free  speech.   Some  time  afterwards 
the  same  kind  of  thing  occurred  at  Dro- 
more.   The  very    same    notices    were 
given   on    both  sides;    and,    with   tiie 
double    experience    before    them,    the 
Government  again  adopted  the  principle 
of  stopping  the  first  of  the  two  meetings. 
Now,  he  maintained  that  the  CK>veni* 
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ment  had  as  mnch  ffround  for  permit- 
ting the   ineeting  first  announced   at 
Dromore  in  the  hope  and  in  the  belief 
that  it  would  be  uninterrupted  by  the 
Orange  Party,  as  they  had  to  take  the 
reverse  opinion.    He    had    had   some 
other  experience  of  the  action  of  the 
Government     authorities    in    Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Chief 
Secretary     for     Ireland     made     very 
much,   some    time  ago,    of  what    he 
called  the  extreme  inaccuracy  of  his 
(Mr.  James  Stuart's)  assertions.  On  the 
12th  of  September  last  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  of  the  firing  of  the 
police  at  Mitchelstown,  said  it  was  not 
a  random  fire,  but  that  it  was  a  delibe- 
rate fire  of  men  acting  under  the  orders 
of  their  officers,  who  instructed  them  to 
fire  only  on  those  portions  of  the  mob 
attacking  the  barracks.    Exactly  oppo- 
site the  barracks  there  was  a  shop  kept 
by  a  grocer  named  Oostella.    Side  by 
side  this  shop  there  was  a  door  into 
Oostella*8  house.     That  door  had  above 
it  a  fan-light,  and  when  a  person  opened 
the  door  a  stair  went  straight  up  in 
front  of  him.     He  (Mr.  James  Stuart) 
saw  that  fan-light.     It  was  riddled  with 
buckshot.    It  was  about  on  a  level  with 
the  first  floor,  and  directly  opposite  the 
door  of  the  police  barracks.     Mr.  Oos- 
tella told  him  that  when  the  firing  began 
nearly  everyone  in  the  street  ran  into 
liis  shop.     There  were  about  30  people. 
He  took  them  up  the   stair  into   his 
house,  and  while  they  were  on  the  stair 
— there  were    women    among  them — 
while  they  were  on  the  stair  a  police- 
man,   putting    his    rifle    through    the 
window  of  the  police  barracks  opposite, 
fired  right  into  the  fan-light.     Oertain 
he  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  was  that  he  him- 
self saw  the  holes  of  the  buckshot  in 
the  faa-light.     He  saw  the  marks  of 
buckshot  on  both  sides  of  the  stair,  and 
he  had  in  his  possession  one  of  several 
of  the  buckshots  which  were  picked  out 
of  the  wall.     '*Itwas  a  miracle,"  said 
Mr.  Oostella,  *'  that  no  one  was  hurt." 
He  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se> 
oretary  for  Ireland  was  prepared,  in  the 
face  of  that  statement,  to  maintain  that 
it  was  not  a  random  fire,  but  a  delibe- 
rate fire  of  men  acting  under  the  orders 
of  their  officers,  and  firing  only  at  those 
who  were  attacking  the  barracks  ?    He 
aaked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
maintained   that    his    statement    was 


strictly  accurate,  how  he  could  account 
for  what  he  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  had 
just   described  ?      When  he    returned 
from  Mitchelstown  to  Dublin,  he  was 
requested  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
her  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North*East 
Oork  (Mr.   W.  O'Brien),   to  go  away 
almost  immediately  to  the  estate  of  Lord 
Massereene  at   Dunleer.     The  circum- 
stances were  these.      On  the  Tuesday 
previous  to  his  visit  notices  of  eviction 
had  been  given.     That  was  Tuesday 
the  27th  of  September  last.    There  had 
assembled    in    connection    with    these 
evictions  a  very  large  crowd  under  very 
threatening  circumstances,  and  the  evic- 
tions had  been  suspended  in  consequence 
of  the  danger  of  carrying  them  out.    It 
was  feared  that  on  the  following  Tues- 
day, for  which  notices  of  eviction  had 
again  been  given,  there  would  be  some 
further    serious     gathering    of   angry 
people,   and  that    there    might    be    a 
collision  between   the  authorities  and 
the  people,  which  might  lead  to  blood- 
shed,   and    his     hon.    Friends     asked 
him  if  he  would  go  to  Dunleer  on  that 
occasion  and  on  their  behalf  do  whatever 
he  could — ^they  gave  him  ewrte  blanehe — 
to  prevent  any  collision  between  the 
people  and  the  authorities.     He  under- 
took to  do  that,  and  went  to  Dunleer. 
When  he  arrived,  he  found  the  circum- 
stances   as    expected ;    he    found    the 
evictions  about  to  go  on,  and  a  large 
number  of  people  in  considerable  excite- 
ment.     When  he    stepped    upon    the 
railway  platform  he  found  there  no  fewer 
than  300  policemen  and    150  soldiers, 
and  he  asked  for  the  Besident  Magis- 
trate.   There  were  two  Besident  Magis- 
trates on  the  spot,  one  of  whom  -  was 
certainly  not  very  civil,  and  the  other  of 
whom    was  a  little  less    uncivil.     He 
explained  to  them  that  he  had  come 
there  with  a  view  of  endeavouring,  if  it 
were  possiblcj  to  prevent  some  of  the 
poor   people    from    being  shot.     They 
listened  to  what  he  had  to  say.    He 
said  that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  danger  existed  there  from  the  con- 
tiguity of  an  excited  crowd  with  a  large 
number  of  soldiers  and  police,  and  that 
the  best  way  his  visit  could  be  utilised 
would  be  for  him  to  lead  the  people 
away  some  distance  from  the  scene  of 
the  evictions,  in  order  that  he  might 
address  them,  and  speak  to  them  words 
of  caution  and  of  hope.    The  Besident 
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Magistrate  told  him  that  he  was  not  on 
any  accoant  whatever  to  allow  any 
meeting  to  be  held,  and  that  he  should 
break  it  up  if  one  were  held.  That,  of 
course,  was  the  purport  of  his  words — he 
(Mr.  James  Stuart),  at  this  distance  of 
time,  not  being  able  to  repeat  the  exact 
words.  He  was  thus  prevented,  by  the 
exercise  or  the  threat  of  forcible  inter- 
vention, from  doing  the  only  reasonable 
thing  which  anyone  desirous  of  prevent- 
ing a  collision  between  the  police  and 
the  people  would  have  been  desirous  of 
doing ;  and  he  believed  that  the  peace 
was  kept  that  day  more  from  the  belief 
in  the  crowd  that  as  the  day  wore  on 
such  a  meeting  as  he  had  described 
would  be  held.  He  mentioned  that  to 
show  that  the  persons  upon  whom  the 
Government  relied  for  keeping  the 
peace  were  the  very  people  who  kept 
the  matches  about  amongst  the  gun- 
powder. He  left  Dunleer  that  same 
evening,  and  went  north  to  Gweedore, 
in  Donegal.  There  was  there  a  very 
grave  and  serious  danger  of  a  collision 
between  the  authorities  and  the  people, 
and  he  was  requested  by  his  hon.  Friends 
to  do  his  best  to  prevent  a  collision. 
In  referring  to  the  affairs  at  Gweedore, 
he  should  have  occasion  to  refer  to  a 
matter  which  had  been  commented  upon 
in  the  House,  and  upon  which  his 
accuracy  had  been  impugned  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunder- 
son).  He  would  take  care  that  in 
what  he  said  in  the  House  with  re- 
spect to  that  matter  he  said  neither 
more  nor  less  than  what  he  had 
already  written  in  the  public  prints. 
His  statements  with  respect  to  Colonel 
Dopping,  the  agent  at  Gweedore,  were 
in  print  and  could  be  contradicted,  if  it 
were  in  the  power  of  anyone  to  do  so. 
Now,  what  was  the  condition  of  things 
in  Gweedore  ?  The  estate  upon  which 
there  was  difficulty  was  that  of  Captain 
Hill.  He  did  not  desire,  and  did  not 
intend  in  what  he  said  to  make  any  in- 
vidious remarks  upon  Captain  Hill.  On 
the  whole,  Captain  Hill  had  done  as 
well  as  he  reasonably  might  be  expected 
to  do ;  he  had  made  an  agreement  with 
his  tenants,  which  gave  them  more  than 
they  were  at  that  time  demanding.  He 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  would  do  nothing  to 
provoke  soreness  in  the  matter.  He 
would  not  go  back  on  the  long  past,  and 
the  question  as  to  how  much  and  when 
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the  rents  of  the  tenants  in  Gweedore 
were  raised  by  Captain  Hill  or  his  pre- 
decessors; but  he  would  take  matters 
as  they  stood  at  present  in  Gweedore. 
The  inhabitants  of  that  part  of  Donegal 
were  an  extremely  interesting  people, 
and  were  an  extremely  well-conducted 
people.  He  was  informed  by  persons 
on  the  spot  of  both  political  Parties— 
amongst  others,  by  the  Hesident  Magis- 
trate, Mr.  Ffrench — that  in  that  parish 
on  the  north-east  coast  of  Donegal  there 
had  scarcely  been  a  case  brought  before 
any  of  the  ordinary  Criminal  Courts. 
The  people  were  a  very  simple  people, 
they  were  an  excitable  people,  and  they 
were  a  people  for  whom  an  immense 
deal  had  been  done  by  their  pastor. 
Father  M'Fadden.  They  did  not  gain 
their  livelihood  on  the  farms  on  which 
they  lived,  for  these  were  but  small 
pieces  of  land  with  houses  attached 
which  they  had  built  or  dug  out  of  the 
bog  themselves ;  but  the  children  worked 
some  20  or  30  miles  off  in  the  lower 
parts  of  Donegal  and  in  Derry  and 
Tyrone,  and  the  elder  members  of  the 
families  were  in  the  habit,  at  certain 
seasons  of  the  year,  of  going  over  by 
boat  from  Derry  to  the  South  of  Scot- 
land. They  were  a  very  trustworthy 
people,  so  much  so  that  he  was  informed 
that  when  one  of  them  had  once  worked 
on  a  farm  in  the  South  of  Scotland  he 
was  generally  asked  to  return  the  fol- 
lowing year.  During  the  last  year  or 
two  this  class  of  work  for  the  people  of 
Donegal  had  greatly  fallen  off.  They 
had  had  great  difficulty  in  paying  their 
rent,  not  only  on  that  account,  but  on 
account  of  the  great  failure  of  their  own 
crop.  Now,  there  were  7f)5  tenants  on 
the  Gweedore  estate.  How  were  these 
tenants  dealt  with  under  the  Land  Aot 
of  1881  ?  Only  288  got  their  rents  re- 
duced under  that  Act.  These  268  got 
their  rents  reduced  by  one- third;  but 
that  had  not  brought  them  down  to  what 
they  had  been  some  years  before.  Why 
did  not  the  other  tenants  get  their 
rents  reduced  ?  Because,  for  the  most 
part,  they  occupied  sub-divided  ten* 
ancles,  and  by  a  clause  in  the  Act  they 
were  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Act.  But  surely,  under  the  ciream- 
stances,  a  fair  agent  would  have  given 
those  unfortunate  people  the  same  ad- 
vantages as  others  got.  No  redaction^ 
however,  was  offered  to  these  tenants. 
The  rents  could  not  be  paid,  and  the 
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his  possesflion  a  post-card  wliioh  was 
addressed  to  the  post- mistress  of  Owee- 
dore  by  the  agent,  who  was  staying 
at  the  Gweedore  Hotel.  He  said  he 
would  give  her  a  last  chance  for  settling 
before  he  left,  and  if  she  did  not  settle 
she  would  have  no  one  but  herself  to 
blame — that  if  she  were  turned  out 
she  would  lose  her  postal  business, 
and  would  never  get  it  back  again. 
He  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  asked  if  that 
was  a  proper  threat  to  address  to  a 
person  in  such  a  position  ?  When  he 
arrived  there,  so  much  anxiety  was  felt 
in  the  district  that  public  meetings  there 
had  been  prevented  by  the  Resident  Ma« 
gistrates,  Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Ffrench ; 
and  let  him  say,  as  to  Gweedore,  that 
he  had  no  fault  to.  find  with  the  action 
of  either  of  those  magistrates.  There 
were  100  policemen  there  who  were 
paraded  about,  and  there  was  a  gun* 
boat  expected,  or,  at  any  rate,  a  general 
statement  made  that  one  would  arrive. 
Arrangements  to  settle  the  difficulty 
existing  had  been  attempted ;  but  they 
had  failed  from  the  determination  on  the 
part  o!  the  agent  that  whatever  was 
done  he  would  not  forego  the  costs. 
That  matter  of  costs  was  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  one  which  had  been  referred 
to  before  by  the  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien).  He  would  tell 
the  House  how  it  stood  on  that  estate 
at  Gweedore.  Last  year,  of  66  eject- 
ment  notices  the  total  rent  was  £285 ; 
but  the  costs  incurred  by  the  landlord 
in  respect  of  those  ejectment  notices 
was  no  less  than  £346 ;  so  that  the  costs 
in  the  case  where  the  ejectments  were 
about  to  take  place  were  a  material  part 
of  the  matter  in  dispute,  and  the  agent, 
following  out  the  same  practice  as  had 
been  followed  out  in  the  late  Lord 
Leitrim's  estate,  insisted  on  the  pay* 
ment  of  costs  as  well.  Such  was  the 
state  of  things  in  Gweedore  when  he 
arrived ;  there  was  an  excitable  people 
subjected  to  the  continued  harassment 
of  tbese  eviction  notices,  and  also 
threatened  with  the  burning  and  de- 
struction of  their  houses,  whion  destruc- 
tion the  Beaident  Magistrate  had  shown 
that  he  did  not  approve  of  by  refus- 
ing to  give  police  protection  to  the 
agent  when  carrying  out  that  part  of 
the  threat.  When  he  (Mr.  James 
Stuart)  arrived  there  ho  found  a  con- 
siderable commotion  arising  because  of 
the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  agent. 
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a^ent,  Colonel  Dopping,  proceeded  last 
yesr  and  this  year,  on  behalf  of  the  land- 
lord, to  take  out  a  very  considerable 
number  of  ejectment  orders.  When  he 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  arrived  at  Gweedore 
these  orders  were  really  showering  upon 
the  country  side.  The  form  of  notices 
was  that  prescribed  by  the  Act.  In  pur- 
suance of  it  a  very  large  number  of 
tenants  were  rendered  caretakers  on  the 
mere  notification.  The  whole  country 
side  was  in  a  state  of  nervous  anxiety, 
each  person  feeling  that  he  would  be  the 
next  victim.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy 
of  a  notice  that  was  sent  just  before  ne 
arrived  to  the  various  tenants.  This 
copy,  apparently,  was  printed  in  litho- 
graphic ink,  which  showed  that  there 
must  have  been  many  others  of  the 
same  kind  printed.  The  notice  was  as 
follows : — 

*'  If  I  go  to  Gweedore  and  obtain  warrants 
for  the  possesaion  of  the  house  occapied  by  yoa 
as  caretaker  I  shall  most  certainly  have  the 
house  knocked  down.  So  if  you  wish  to  be  re* 
tained  as  tenant  you  had  better  at  once  pay  up 
all  dues  and  costs  to  me." 

In  that  notice  there  were  two  points 
of  importance  which  showed  what  the 
feeling  was  in  the  district.  The  desteuc- 
tion  of  the  houses  of  those  who  had  made 
them  and  of  those  who  had  hitherto 
lived  in  them  had  been  the  ultimate  re- 
sort of  landlords  in  that  part  of  Ireland 
— at  any  rate,  when  they  had  entered 
more  or  less  upon  a  war  of  extermina- 
tion. He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  of  a 
landlord  in  the  Gweedore  district,  which 
was  to  the  effect  that  he  would  not  now 
accept  99  per  cent,  of  all  the  rents  and 
costs  due  to  him,  as  he  was  going  to 
clear  out  the  two  townlands.  The  writer 
said  he  wanted  his  land,  and  he  asked 
the  people  to  remember  that  they  were 
merely  living  on  his  land  as  long  as  he 
chose  to  let  them.  He  said  he  would 
not  regard  costs  in  carrying  out  his  plan ; 
he  ha^  ample  private  means,  and  in 
what  he  was  doing  he  was  only  follow- 
ing out  the  Christian  precept  that  a  man 
might  do  what  he  liked  with  his  own. 

**  In  five,  or,  at  the  mo8t,ten  years,"  he  con- 
cluded, *'  there  will  probably  not  be  a  single 
fiuooily  left  there." 

These  were  the  sort  of  sentiments  ex- 
pressed in  more  quarters  than  one  of 
the  Gweedore  district.  Under  such 
circnmstances,  it  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  that  there  was  much  ex- 
citement in  the  district.     He  had  in 
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That  gentleman  was  going  about  with  a 
rifle,  and  the  day  before  his  (Mr.  James 
Stuart's)  arrival,  whilst  crossing  a  field, 
a  stone  had  been  thrown  at  this  agent 
by  a  boy.  He  would  criticize  what  the 
agent  did  in  words  which,  from  the 
agent's  own  statement,  he  felt  sure  that 
gentleman  would  admit  to  be  a  true 
description  of  the  case.  With  an  angry 
crowd  about,  the  Resident  Magistrate 
having  previously  requested  him  to  give 
up  his  rifle,  with  an  eviction  sturdily 
defended  going  on,  when  a  stone  was 
thrown  at  him,  he  ''made  as  though" 
he  were  going  to  use  his  weapon.  He 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  was  merely  using 
the  phrase  of  one  who  was  in  authority 
at  tne  time  when  he  said  that  at  that 
moment  the  peace  of  Donegal  hung  by 
a  thread.  The  danger  likely  to  result 
from  the  action  would  be  more  dearly 
shown  if  he  read  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  the  reporter  of  The  Freeman^  9 
Journal,  who  had  been  an  eye-witness 
of  the  transaction,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  when  Oolonel  Dopping,  with  the 
evicting  party,  was  passing  behind  the 
house  of  one  of  the  tenants,  a  boy  stand- 
ing alone  threw  a  stone  at  him,  where- 
upon Colonel  Dopping — 

''  Lowered  his  rifle  off  his  shoulder  and 
levelled  or  presented  it  in  the  direction  of 
the  boy,  saving,  '  Mind  yoarself ;  I  have  my 
eye  on  you.'  I  do  not  say  he  took  deliberate 
aim,  but  he  certainly  acted  in  the  way  I  have 
mentioned." 

A  District  Police  Inspector  then  rushed 
between  the  Oolonel  and  the  boy^ 
whereupon  the  Colonel  lowered  his 
gun.  He  (the  reporter)  might  men- 
tion that  the  boy  was  so  small  that 
none  of  the  police  thought  it  worth 
their  while  to  take  him  into  custody 
for  throwing  the  stone.  The  reporter 
went  on  to  say  that  subsequently  an 
idiot  boy  had  thrown  a  stone  at  the 
Colonel,  when  the  agent  brought  his 
rifle  to  the  port,  repeating  some  similar 
expression.  He  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  had 
written  to  Th$  Tifnea,  and  had  made  the 
observation  that  he  had  never  said  that 
Colonel  Dopping  had  intended  to  shoot 
either  of  the  two  boys,  but — 

'*  That  the  point  was  that  the  people  believed 
that  he  would  shoot,  that  they  believed  the  rifle 
to  be  loaded,  that  his  whole  conduct  encouraged 
these  beliefs,  and  that  the  danger  to  the  public 
peace  in  consequence  was  grave." 

Colonel  Dopping,  in  making  his  state- 
ment of  the  incident  to  an  interviewer 
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from  one  of  the  Unionist  newspapers, 
said — 

''  That  he  did  not  usually  carry  a  rifle  with 
him,  but  that  he  had  done  so  on  this  occasion, 
hearing  that  the  police  authorities  themselves 
considered  that  the  force  was  insufficient ;  " 

and  he  said — 

''The  Constabula^  were  under  the  orders 
of  Mr.  Ffrench,  a  Kesident  Magistrate,  who 
had  arrived  the  evening  before.  At  the  first 
house  that  was  visited  this  gentleman  asked  me 
to  give  up  my  rifle  to  a  sergeant,  but  I  declined 
to  do  so.*' 
It  was  certain  an  angry  altercation  took 

Slace  between  the  agent  and  the  Kesi- 
ent  Magistrate,  who  order  the  former  not 
to  enfilade  him.  He  (Mr.  James  Stuart) 
had  also  received  a  letter — and  this  was 
the  last  he  would  refer  to — from  a  gen- 
tleman who,  not  being  a  politician,  had 
asked  him  not  to  make  public  his  name, 
but  whose  name  he  would  communicate 
to  any  hon.  Member  privately.     This 

gentleman,  who  was  staying  at  the 
weedore  Hotel,  being  engaged  in 
sporting  in  the  district,  said  that  on  the 
evening  oft  he  day  in  question,  he  being 
with  others  at  the  hotel  in  the  public 
room,  had  heard  Colonel  Dopping,  in 
talking  over  the  occurrence,  say — 

"  Mj  rifle  is  of  service  sometimes,  for  had  I 
not  brought  it  down  at  one  time  to-daj,  and 
called  oat  to  the  people,  '  Now,  look  out/  we 
should  hafe  had  a  shower  of  stones  thrown. 
They  did  not  know  that  it  was  not  loaded  " — 

or  words  to  that  effect.  When  he  (Mr. 
James  Stuart)  arrived  at  the  spot  he,  at 
the  request  of  Father  M*Fadden  and 
the  Kesident  Magistrate,  endeavoured 
to  make  some  terms  between  the  ag^nt 
and  the  tenants,  so  as  to  bring  about  a 
settlement.  He  had  a  long  discussion 
with  the  agent,  who  would  not  accept 
the  terms  offered — that  he  (Mr.  James 
Stuart)  was  willing  to  join,  in  a 
guarantee  sum  in  order  that  there  might 
be  no  difficulty  on  that  score.  The  agent, 
however,  permitted  him  to  carry  the 
matter  to  the  landlord.  He  went  to  the 
landlord  and  placed  the  matter  before 
him  in  Dublin.  In  the  meantime, 
happily,  the  evictions  were  suspended, 
although  at  some  period  not  very  long 
after  there  was  some  danger  of  their 
beginning  again.  But  owing  to  the 
action  of  Father  M'Fadden,  and  also  of 
the  Grown  Solicitor,  Mr.Mackay,  and  the 
Besident  Magistrate,  there  was  brovg^ht 
about  an  agreement  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenants  which  was  really 
better  than  that  under  discussion  at  the 
time  he  referred  to.     The  amount  of 
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money  to  be  paid  was  about  £1,500,  and 
the  evicted  tenants  were  to  be  reinstated ; 
the  receipts  were  to  be  given  up  to 
November,  1887,  and  they  were  to  be 
given  not  by  the  agent  of  whom  he  had 
spoken,  but  by  another  agent  employed 
for  the  purpose  by  the  landlord.  Father 
M^Fadden  had  written  to  him  several 
times  in  regard  to  the  progress  of  the 
negooiations.  In  one  letter  he  said  that 
he  had  not  succeeded  in  gathering  all 
the  money  that  was  required,  as  he  did 
not  like  to  press  for  it  from  the  poorest 
of  the  poor  tenants.  He  said  he  was 
about  £195  behind  hand;  but  even- 
tually Father  M'Fadden  paid  that  sum 
out  of  his  own  pocket,  being  assisted 
to  a  small  extent  by  some  friends  in 
England.  At  any  rate,  the  whole 
sum  was  paid  to  the  landlord.  The 
curate  haa  written  to  him  (Mr.  James 
Stuart)  stating  that  in  order  to  collect 
the  money  the  people  had  begged  hard 
in  all  directions — a  fact  which  showed 
the  poverty  of  the  district  and  the  desire 
of  the  people  to  pay  the  money.  He 
mentioned  these  things  to  show  that  not 
Id.  was  got  by  the  ordinary  action  of  the 
law,  or  by  the  action  of  the  agent.  He 
mentioned  them  to  show  that  a  reason- 
able offer  was  made  to  the  agent,  and 
that  the  refusal  of  that  agent  to  accept 
it,  and  his  attitude  at  the  evictions, 
-was  leading  to  very  serious  risk  to 
human  life  and  very  serious  danger. 
That  the  offer  was  a  reasonable  one 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  it  was  adopted 
by  the  Crown  Solicitor  and  Mr.  Burke, 
the  Hesident  Magistrate,  who  endea- 
voured to  secure  it,  or,  rather,  to  secure 
the  adoption  of  an  offer  which  was  better 
for  the  tenants.  And,  further  than  that, 
he  wished  the  House  to  notice  that 
Father  M'Fadden  had  shown  himself  to 
be  as  good  as  his  word.  After  having 
undertaken  to  pay  the  £1,500  he  did  so, 
though,  it  was  a  larger  sum  than  he 
could  raise  from  the  tenants  themselves. 
Well,  after  doing  this  good  work,  Father 
M'Fadden  proceeded  to  a  neighbouring 
estate,  where  he  recommended  that  the 
(X>mbination  which  had  been  come  to 
on  Captain  Hill's  estate,  and  without 
which  it  would  not  have  been  possible 
to  settle  the  matter,  should  be  adopted. 
It  was  by  no  means  a  "  no  rent "  action 
on  his  part.  His  desire  was  to  settle 
the  matter,  which  involved  his  collecting 
rents  for  the  landlord  which  could  not 
be  collected  in  any  other  way.    Never- 


theless, he  was  tried  and  clapped  into 
prison  for  his  efforts  on  that  neighbour^ 
ing  estate.  The  curate,  in  a  letter  he 
had  written  to  him  (Mr.  James  Stuart), 
said  that  the  £1,500  in  the  case  of 
Captain  Hill  was  paid  over  to  the  same 
solicitor  who  was  then  prosecuting 
Father  MTadden;  as  the  curate  ex- 
pressed it — 

"  What  are  the  poor  people  oF  Gweedore  to 
think  of  that?  So  you  lee  Father  M'Fadden 
ooUeoted  and  paid  the  whole  money  agreed  to, 
and  he  is  having  hie  reward,  lie  is  to  be  tried 
on  Saturday,  and  I  hope  and  pray  we  may  be  able 
to  keep  the  people  quiet.  I  have  them  gathered 
every  daj,  advising  them  to  patience  and  not  to 
give  Balfour  a  obance." 

Now,  he  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  asked  in 
all  this  history  who  was  it  who  had 
been  carrying  about  this  place  the 
sparks  among  the  gunpowder?  Who 
was  it  who  had  endangered  the  peace  of 
Donegal,  and  had  increased  the  chance 
of  an  outbreak  ?  Why,  it  was  the  agent 
who  was  not  trusting  to  the  authority  of 
the  police,  but  was  himself,  in  spite  of 
the  authorities,  carrying  about  a  rifle  in 
a  manner  which  was  described  by  the 
Besident  Magistrate  as  irritating.  Then 
the  imprisonment  of  Father  M'Fadden, 
after  he  had  honourably  carried  through 
one  arrangement  and  was  endeavouring 
to  deal  in  a  similar  way  with  another, 
was  not  a  means  by  which  they  could 
expect  to  secure  either  peace  in  Donegal 
or  the  payment  of  rents  in  the  future  in 
that  part  of  the  country.  He  fMr. 
James  Stuart)  had  endeavoured,  by  these 
three  or  four  incidents,  to  make  evident 
the  position  he  took  up  at  the  beginning 
of  his  remarks — namely,  that  danger  to 
order  and  peace  arose,  so  far  as  he  had 
seen,  principally  on  the  part  of  the  loyal 
and  patriotic  Party,  as  it  was  called ; 
whereas  the  persons  who  were  endea- 
vouring to  preserve  order  were  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  National  League. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that, 
however  good  or  however  bad  his  (Mr. 
James  Stuart's)  judgment  might  have 
been,  his  position  in  Qweedore  at  this 
time  was  intended  to  be  and  did  end  in 
being  a  means  of  pacification  and  bring- 
ing about  the  payment  of  rent.  If  it 
had  not  been  ror  such  action  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  excite- 
menl^in  the  district  under  the  circum- 
stances he  I'ad  detailed  would  have 
ended  in  very  dangerous  results. 

The   attorney   GENERAL  (Sir 
EiOHABD  Wbbstkb)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  I 
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hope  the  House  will  be  quite  satisfied 
with  the  explanations  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  with  regard  to  Colonel  Dopping ; 
but  I  failed  to  hear  any  justifioation  for 
the  allegation  that  Colonel  Dopping  had 
gone  about  with  a  loaded  rifle.  If  the 
hon.  Member  has  made  a  mistake  we 
can  dismiss  the  subject;  but  it  would 
hare  been  much  better  frankly  to  admit 
the  mistake.  Seyeral  remarkable 
speeches  have  been  made  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  from  the  Opposition 
Benches,  and  I  will  venture  to  refer  to  two 
or  three  topics  which,  I  think,  require 
some  further  argument.  Pirst,  with 
respect  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  opened  the  debate  this  evening, 
I  think  we  must  all  have  been  struck 
by  the  passion — real  to  some  extent,  no 
doubt — which  characterized  that  speech. 
But  one  cannot  help  feeling  that  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  the  actor  about  the 
speech.  \^Cri$%  of  "  Oh  !  "]  I  have  yet 
to  learn  that  one  is  not  justified  in 
stating  the  effect  which  a  speech  pro- 
duces on  one*s  mind  provided  the  state- 
ment is  made  in  courteous  language. 
If,  however,  that  speech  was  not  acting, 
it  was  nothing  more  or  less  than  a 
defiance  of  the  law  and  the  expression 
of  rejoicing  in  the  triumph  of  lawless- 
ness against  order.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  listen  to  the  concluding 
sentences  of  that  speech  without  being 
perfectly  satisfied  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  promote  peace  and  goodwill 
between  the  various  parts  of  the  United 
Elingdom.  We  ought  in  dealing  with 
such  a  speech  to  speak  carefully  and 
frame  our  language  carefully,  because 
the  hon.  Member,  no  doubt,  has  strong 
personal  feelings  on  the  subject.  Now, 
we  are  discussing  an  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
which  is,  in  effect,  a  Tote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  in  the  Government.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  was 
the  actual  framer  of  the  Amendment. 
But  if  he  was  he  seems  to  have  been 
somewhat  unfortunate  in  the  choice  of 
the  language  he  has  used.  The  Amend- 
ment begins  by  representing  to  Her 
Majesty  that  the  operation  of  the  legis- 
lation of  an  ameliorative  character  of 
last  Session  has  tended  to  diminish 
agrarian  crime.  Now,  when  did  the 
hon.  Member  begin  to  form  that  opinion? 
Why,  until  that  Amenement  was  put 
upon  the  Paper  there  had  been  no  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  who  had  spoken 
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in  favour  of  that  legislation.  I  have 
read  a  good  many  of  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
delivered  in  Ireland ;  but  I  do  not  re- 
member one  single  speech  in  which  a 
word  of  praise  has  been  g^ven  to  that 
legislation.  What  is  the  cause  which 
has  led  the  hon.  Member  fur  Cork  to 
take  this  view  ?  It  was  necessarv,  if  he 
could,  to  draw  a  contrast  to  this  House 
between  the  two  pieces  of  legislation 
passed  by  the  Government  last  Session 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  It  was  neces- 
sary,  if  he  could,  to  attribute  all  the 
success,  whatever  it  has  been,  in  deal- 
ing with  Ireland  to  one  measure  and 
not  to  the  other.  In  order  to  do  that, 
for  the  first  time  Members  below  the 
Gangpnray  have  been  obliged  to  repre- 
sent that  the  legislation  with  regai^  to 
land  has  done  good.  Irish  Members 
are  not  always  true  prophets,  though 
they  have  sometimes  shown  wonderful 
gifts  that  way,  and  no  more  remarkable 
prophecy  has  ever  been  made  than  that 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderaon) 
with  respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyau).  But 
what  were  the  words  formerly  used  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  with  regard 
to  the  Government  Land  Bill  six  months 
ago  ?    He  said — 

"  Rather  tban  accept  such  an  iUaaory  conoes- 
rioa  to  the  Irish  tenants  who  have  had  their 
rents  judicially  fixed,  I  would  see  the  whole 
BUI  go  by  the  board." 

It  is,  therefore  a  strange  thing  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  refused  the  Bill  as  illu- 
sory in  August  last  now  desire,  in  a  Vote 
of  Wantof  Confidenoein  the  Government, 
to  represent  that  the  land  leg^lation  of 
last  year  was  of  a  character  tending  to 
diminish  agrarian  crime.    I  leave  hon. 
Members  to  form  their  own  inference 
how  much  real  approval  there  is  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Ghrng^- 
way  of  this  legislation.    Whenever  we 
venture  to  call  attention  to  the  sayings 
or  doings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
we  are  always  met  with  the  observation 
that  they  have  changed  their  minds  and 
that  they  were  formerly  wrong.    But 
when  it  serves  the  purpose  of  hon.  GFen* 
tlemen  opposite  to  show  that  Members 
of   Her    Majesty's    Government    haTe 
changed  their  minds  or  are  inconsisteiit, 
it  is  considered  a  good  argument  to  cite 
speeches  which  have   been  made    by 
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those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  Hoase. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  little 
better  if  there  were  more  of  the  spirit  of 
fair  play  in  arguing  with  one  another 
on  these  questions.  The  hon;  Member 
for  Cork  has  considered  it  right  to  dis- 
inter from  its  g^ye  the  suggestion  whioh 
was  made  more  than  two  years  ago  as 
to  the  so-called  alliance  between  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  Leaders  of  the  Par- 
nellite  Party  in  this  House,  when  it  was 
deemed  desirable  to  turn  out  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  New  actors 
and  new  names  haye  been  introduced 
into  the  story  different  from  those  whioh 
were  at  first  suggested.  Desiring,  I 
suppose,  to  enforce  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork, 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  to-night  said  that  the  ma- 
jority in  1885  was  obtained  by  foul 
means.  I  suppose  there  are  some  Mem- 
bers who  still  think  so.  Although  I 
was  not  in  the  House,  I  haye  a  pretty 
clear  recollection  of  what  happened  at 
that  time.  Now,  is  it  true,  or  is  it  not, 
that  before  the  Liberal  Goyemment  was 
turned  out  there  was  an  arrangement, 
direct  or  indirect,  between  Lord  St. 
Oswsld,  then  Mr.  Winn,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  or  anybody  else  as 
regards  the  terms  of  not  again  bringing 
in  coercion,  or  any  other  matter  of  !msh 
policy  ?  That  has  in  writing  been  dis- 
tinctly denied  by  Lord  SaHsbury,  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Handolph  Ohurchill), 
and  by  Lord  St.  Oswald.  On  this  sub- 
ject, 1  will  read  a  letter,  dated  July  31, 
1885,  and  then  I  will  appeal  to  the 
House  for  its  yiew  of  the  fairness  and 
justice  of  the  charge  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  deyoted  three-quarters 
of  an  hour  in  his  speech  the  other  night. 
That  letter  ran  thus — 

"I  haye  jiut  reoeived  yonr  letter  enolosing 
report  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone's  speech  at 
Leeds,  and  directing  my  attention  to  a  passage 
in  which  Mr.  Gladi^one  asserts  that  there  is  an 
alliance  for  ParUamentary  purposes,  and  also 
for  the  purpose  of  the  General  Election,  be- 
tween I^ord  Salisbury  and  Lord  Handolph 
Ohurchill  on  the  one  side,  and  myself  and  my 
Colleagues  on  the  other,  upon  the  basis — first, 
of  the  dropping  of  the  Crimes  Act ;  second,  of 
the  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers ;  and, 
third,  the  passing  of  a  Land  Purchase  Bill. 
Your  letter  also  points  out  a  further  paragraph 
in  the  same  speech,  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  is 
reported  to  haye  defied  me,  among  others,  to 
contradict  these  alleged  facts.  I  can  only  say 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  Tor 
any  of  tJieae  statements  of  Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 


stone. I  haire  no  knowledge  of  any  such 
alUance,  nor  have  an^  of  my  Colleagues.  I 
have  held  no  communication  upon  any  of  the 
public  matters  referred  to  with  any  Member  of 
the  present  Government,  or  any  of  their  officials, 
directly  or  indirectly,  except  across  the  fioor  of 
the  House  of  Commons." 

What,  then,  does  he  mean  by  saying 
that  there  was  an  understanding  with 
the  Oonseryatiye  Whip  made  when  this 
matter  was  discussed  ?  What  becomes 
of  the  bargain  that  the  Ooercion  or  the 
Grimes  Act  should  not  be  renewed? 
The  letter  goes  on — 

"  The  first  intimation  I  received  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  respect  of  these 
matters  was  from  Lord  Carnarvon's  speech  in 
the  Lords  and  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  Commons.— Yours  truly, 
Chablbs  S.  Parnbll." 

Mb.  parnbll  (Oork):  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  say  that  the  only  statement 
in  my  speech  of  the  other  night  which 
is  touched  by  the  letter  he  has  just  read 
is  the  statement  with  reference  to  the 
communication  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Derry  fMr, 
Justin  McCarthy).  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  show  what 
other  statement  is  touched.  There  are 
three  statements  in  the  letter — one  with 
reference  to  the  non-renewal  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  one  with  reference  to  a 
Land  Purchase  Act,  and  one  with  refer- 
ence to  the  labourers.  The  letter  denies 
that  there  had  been  any  communication 
on  my  part,  or  on  the  part  of  any  of  my 
Colleagues,  of  course  as  far  as  I  was 
aware,  with  the  Government  or  with 
any  of  their  officials  upon  any  of  those 
three  matters.  There  nad  certainly  not 
been  any  communication  on  my  peart  up 
to  that  date  with  the  Goyemment  or  with 
any  of  their  officials  on  either  of  those 
three  subjects.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned that  letter  is  perfectly  accurate, 
and  I  hold  to  it  now  just  as  much  as  I 
did  when  I  wrote  it.  But  as  far  as  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derry  is 
concerned  I  undoubtedly  went  beyond 
my  warrant.  When  I  spoke  for  my 
Colleagues  I  should  have  confined  my- 
self undoubtedly  to  speaking  for  myself. 
There  had  been,  at  the  time  I  wrote  the 
letter,  a  communication  between  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derry  and 
Lord  St.  Oswald  with  referenoe  to  only 
one  of  these  subjects.  I  do  not  believe 
that  as  regards  him  or  any  other  of  my 
Colleagues  the  other  two  swbjtsots  twd 
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been  mentioned  up  to  that  time,  although 
with  reference  to  the  Land  Purohase 
Bill  it  was  a  subjeot  which  undoubtedly 
was  mentioned  at  the  interview  between 
myself  and  Lord  Oarnaryon  subsequently 
to  that  letter  of  July  81 .  I  undoubtedly 
did  take  too  much  upon  myself  when  I 
said  that  none  of  my  Colleagues  had  had 
any  communication  with  any  Member  of 
the  Goyemment,  either  directly  on  in- 
directly, with  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  renewal  of  the  Crimes  Act.  I 
said  so  innocently  and  in  perfect  honour, 
as  I  was  not  then  aware  of  the  com- 
munication between  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derry  and  Lord  St.  Oswald. 
More  than  that,  I  had  taken  the  pains 
to  question  several  of  my  Colleagues 
before  writing  that  letter,  and  they  had 
informed  me  that  there  had  been  no 
oommunication  between  them  and  the 
Government.  I  did  not,  however,  take 
the  precaution  of  consulting  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derry,  partly, 
perhaps,  upon  account  of  negligence, 
but  chiefly  because  I  had  never  noticed 
him  in  oommunication  with  any  of  the 
Government  Whips.  I  adhere  to  every 
particle  of  that  letter  now  just  as  I  did 
when  I  wrote  it  except  as  regards  the 
interview  between  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derry  and  Lord  St.  Oswald, 
on  the  subject  of  the  renewal  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  My  hon.  Friend's  state- 
ment, which  I  repeated  the  other  night 
in  the  House — namely,  that  Lord  St. 
Oswald  gaye  him  to  understand  that  the 
Coercion  Act  would  not  be  renewed,  or 
that  the  Tories  did  not  intend  to  renew 
the  Act—has  not  been  contradicted  by 
Lord  St.  Oswald,  and  I  hope  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  able  to 
do  so  he  will  give  us  a  contradiction  to- 
night. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  do 
not  think  the  House  will  consider  that 
I  have  shown  any  unwillingness  to  allow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  make  an 
explanation ;  but,  in  consequence  of  his 
statement,  I  must  make  one  or  two  more 
observations  on  this  matter.  I  care 
nothing  for  the  moment  about  the  Bill 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers,  and  the 
passing  of  a  Land  Purchase  Bill.  That 
was  not  the  sting  of  the  hon.  Member's 
allegation,  and  I  appeal  to  those  who 
heard  his  speech.  The  sting  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork's  accusation  against 
us  the  other  night  was  that  in  order  to 
turn  ont  the  liberal  Government,  and 
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in  order  to  secure  seats  at  the  General 
Election,  a  bargain  had  been  made  with 
us  with  reference  to  the  dropping  of  the 
Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  said  nothing 
whatever  about  a  bargain. 

SxB  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  am 
not  pretending  to  quote  his  exact  words ; 
but  I  appeal  to  any  man  that  heard  that 
speech,  and  I  am  willing  to  have  the 
report  in  any  of  the  daily  papers  read  to 
see  who  is  right  in  this  matter.  With 
all  due  courtesy  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  I  assert  that  he  alleged  the  other 
night  that  there  wa>s  an  understanding, 
bargain,  or  alliance  between  Lord  St. 
Oswald  and  some  Members  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party  that  the  Crimes 
Act  should  not  be  renewed.  These 
charges  were  put  into  writing  by  Sir 
Frederick  Milner,  who  called  Lord  St. 
Oswald's  attention  to  them,  and  he  re- 
plied— 

'<  Ai  yoa  asked  for  a  reply,  I  can  only,  as  re- 
gards myself,  give  a  distinct  and  onqoalified 
contradiction  to  the  statements  made,  and  say 
that  there  is  not  a  single  word  of  truth  in 
them." 

This  was  on  the  24th  of  July,   1885. 
[An    hon.    Member  :    Bead    Milner's 
letter.]    The  charges  mentioned  in  Sir 
Frederick  Milner's  letter,  and  contra* 
dieted  by  Lord  St.  Oswald,  are  the  same 
as  those  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.     We  therefore  have  Lord  Salis- 
bury, the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South     Paddington  (Lord    Bandolph 
Churchill),  Lord  St.  Oswald,  and  tne 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  himself  contra- 
dicting in   the    most    categorical    and 
specific  manner  that  which  was  alleged 
to  be  the  understanding,  bargain,  or 
arrangement    with     the    ConseryatiTe 
Party,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  now  repeats  those  charges.    After 
all  these  denials,  it  seems  strange  that 
the  men  who  are  now  pluming  them- 
selves on  being  able  to  disregard  what 
has  gone  before,  should  rake  up  what 
was  little  less  than  a  slander  on  the 
Conservative  Party  fur  the  purpose  of 
justifying  the  present  alliance  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  that  sec- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party  of  which  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  is 
the  Leader.     One  other  observation  I 
wish  to  make,  and  it  is  not  an  unim- 
portant one.     Heference  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  the  memo- 
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random  written  down  at  the  time  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  and  the  hon.  Member's  re- 
marks were  directed  to  showing  that 
Iiord  Salisbury  was  acquainted  with 
Lord  Carnarvon's  views  on  Home  Bule, 
and  shared  them. 

Mr.  PABNELL  :  No  ;  I  did  not  say  so. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  can 
only  appeal  again  to  the  recollection  of 
the  House.  What  was  the  object  of  in- 
sisting at  considerable  length  upon  the 
connection  between  Lord  Salisbury  and 
Lord  Carnarvon?  The  hon.  Member 
insisted  that  there  must  have  been  com- 
munication between  Lord  Salisbury  and 
Lord  Carnarvon »  and  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury, therefore,  must  have  known  of  it 
— [Mr.  Fabnell  :  Hear,  hear !]— but  it 
was  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  consult  the  written  account  of 
the  transaction  g^ven  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derry. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  said  that  Lord 
Salisbury  knew  what  took  place  at  my 
interview  with  Lord  Carnarvon. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  That 
was  not  the  point  of  the  hon  Gentleman's 
observations  the  other  night.  His  con- 
tention was  that  Lord  Salisbury  had 
been  cogpiizant  of  and  indirectly  a  party 
to  the  negotiations  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  alleged  had  taken  place 
with  Lord  Carnarvon  respecting  Home 
Rule.  But  if  that  is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's view,  it  is  a  pity  that  he  did  not 
consult  the  written  memorandum,  which 
was  set  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derry,  in  which  he  stated,  "Lord  Car- 
narvon then  said  that  he  spoke  for  him- 
self. On  this  point  I  remember  distinctly 
that  he  said  he  spoke  only  for  himself." 
Notwithstanding  this  clear  and  definite 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry, 
this  matter  has  again  been  brought  for- 
ward as  an  instance  of  want  of  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
However,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  been  un- 
fortunate in  his  illustrations.  Now,  I 
desire  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland, 
which  has  been  criticized  by  two  dis- 
tinguished men,  one,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  and  by 
thp  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Her- 
bert Gladstone).  What  is  the  duty  of 
an  Executive  Government?  I  submit 
that  its  duty  is  to  adminster  the  law  im- 


partially, fairly,  and  straightforwardly, 
and  not  to  shrink  from  that  duty,  how- 
ever inconvenient  it  may  be.  We  have 
heard  some  extraordinary  doctrines.  I 
would  ask  right  hon.  Gen^emen  opposite 
whether  they  endorse  the  doctrine  that 
Acts  of  Parliament  passed  in  one  Ses- 
sion may  be  disregarded  and  disobeyed 
a  few  months  later  ?  We  are  not 
dealing  with  Acts  of  Parliament  passed 
many  years  ago,  but  with  an  Act  passed 
by  a  large  majority  of  this  House  in 
August  last.  Hon.  Members  are  en* 
titled  to  hold  their  own  views  as  to  the 
advisability  of  passing  such  an  Act,  but 
no  man  is  justified  in  disobeying  that 
Act,  or  inciting  others  to  disobey  it.  It 
has  also  been  urged  that  the  Act  may 
be  resisted  because  it  passed  through 
this  House  without  the  accustomed 
method  of  Parliamentary  discussion. 
But  whose  fault  was  that  ?  I  sat  in  the 
House  hours — days  and  nights.  [An 
hon.  Member: — ^You  are  paid  for  it.] 
Yes,  I  was  paid  for  it,  and  I  did  it,  but  1 
am  only  mentioning  this  to  show  that  I 
had  full  opportunites  of  judging.  Over 
1,000  amendments  were  proposed  to  that 
Bill.  I  make  no  charge  against  hon. 
Members  for  obstructing  that  Bill,  but 
it  is  not  very  consistent  of  them,  after 
the  prolonged  discussion  that  took  place, 
extending  over  40  days,  to  complain  be* 
cause  certain  clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
not  discussed.  If  a  Bill  passes  through 
both  Houses,  and  receives  the  Boyal 
Assent,  it  does  not  matter  how  much  or 
how  little  discussion  has  taken  place 
upon  it.  It  is  the  duty  of  every  subject 
to  obey  that  law.  I  protest  against  the 
doctrine  that,  if  you  dislike  an  A^ct  of 
Parliament,  you  may  disobey  it,  instead 
of  pursuing  the  oonstitational  course  of 
endeavouring  to  get  it  repealed.  What 
were  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glas- 
gow on  the  subject  in  1882  ?  I  will  ask 
the  House  to  let  me  read  a  quotation 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  which  I 
venture  to  submit  enunciates  in  a  very 
few  words  what  Uie  duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  in  such  a  case  is.  It 
seems  to  me  impossible,  though  they 
may  have  changed  their  opinion  of  facts, 
that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  can 
have  changed  their  view  of  the  duty  of 
the  Executive  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said — 

"  The  present  Crown  officials — I  borrow  that 
phrase  from  the  Amendment  Paper— went  to 
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Ireland  at  Che  beginning  of  Kay  last.  They 
were  sent  there  with  a  commission  from  the 
Crown  and  from  Parliament,  and  unlesi  thoy 
sincerely  and  cordially  accepted  that  commis- 
sion, they  had  no  right  to  go  at  all.  That 
oommution  was  that  ti^e  Crown  officials  should 
do  their  best  to  maintain  the  Union  of  the  two 
countries,  and  to  diminish — and,  if  possible,  to 
extinguish— organized  political  and  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland.     The  duties  were  absolute." 


>i 


What  is  the  meaning  of  that  language  ? 
I  am  only  uting  a  phrase  which  I  have 
often  used  before  in  this  House  when  I 
say  if  it  was  right  '^  to  diminish,  and,  if 
possible,  extinguish  organized  politioal 
crime"  in  1883,  it  was  not  wrong  to  do 
so  in  1887.  And  I  will,  before  I  sit 
down,  show,  I  trust,  to  this  House,  that 
what  the  Executive  Qovemmenthas  been 
doing  in  Ireland  has  been — dealing  with 
organized  politioal  and  agrarian  crime 
and  nothing  else.  I  mentioned,  Sir,  a  few 
moments  ago  a  very  remarkable  accusa- 
tion brought  against  some  parties  in  Ire- 
land by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds.  He 
told  us  that  there  had  been  heard  very 
little  condemnation  from  these  Benches 
of  the  hideous  crimes  of  the  landlords  in 
Ireland.  I  wonder  whether  the  hon. 
Qentleman  remembers  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  from  this  place  ?  I 
wonder  whether  he  remembers  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  when  intro- 
ducing the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill, 
and  the  Land  Bill  which  accompanied 
it,  when  he  proposed  to  compensate  the 
landlords  of  Irdand  ?  Was  there  one 
word  in  those  speeches  to  justify  the 
suggestion  that  the  landlords  had  been 
railty  of  hideous  crime  ? 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  (Leeds,  W.): 
I  said,  some  landlords  were  guilty  of 
oppression. 

Sib  BIOHABD  WEBSTER :  I  accept 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  correction,  that 
he  meant  to  refer  to  the  oppression  of 
some  landlords  ;  but  I  am  referring 
to  the  expression  **  hideous  crimes." 
That  expression  means  something  which 
can  be  brought  within  the  pale  of  the 
Oriminal  Law.  Speak  of  the  conduct  of 
the  landlords  as  oppression,  speak  of  it  as 
inhuman  conduct  if  ^ou  like,  but  I  sub- 
mit you  have  no  nght  to  charge  any 
people  with  being  guilty  of  hideous 
crime  unless  you  can  point  to  some  crimi> 
nal  act  committed.  JBut  that  was  not 
the  only  part  of  the  accusation  brought 
against    the    landlords   by    the    hon. 
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Member  for  Leeds.      He  said  further 

that— 

'*It  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  land, 
lords  of  Ireland  and  the  loyal  minority  had 
during  the  last  10  years  done  their  best  to 
hamper  liberal  GoFomments  and  to  give  erery 
assistance  to  Conservative  (Governments.*' 

During  the  last  10  years!  Does  any 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  government  of 
Ireland  say  that  the  loyal  minority  did 
not  do  their  best  to  support  the  liberal 
Government  in  enforcing  law  and  order? 
[C^A^M^f,  and  "No,  no!"j  I  am  only 
studying  the  history  of  Ireland  as  part 
of  contemporary  history — for  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Executive 
Government  of  Ireland — and  I  put  this 
to  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite that  it  is  not  quite  a  fair  state- 
ment to  say  that  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland  did  not  support  the  Liberal 
Government  in  their  efforts  to  maintain 
law  and  order  in  that  country.  I  assert 
again  that  there  is  no  man  who  has 
studied  the  Irish  question  more  tho- 
roughly than  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow,  and  without  dealing  with  any 
question  of  policy  or  with  any  question 
of  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought 
to  have  done  this  or  that,  I  ask  the 
House  to  listen  to  his  judgment  upon 
thia  question  of  support  by  the  loyal 
minority.  In  February,  1883,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  said : — 

"  I  have  heard  a  pn^^at  deal  beforehand  of 
the  bitterness  of  Whig  and  Tory  in  Ireland, 
but  as  far  as  my  personal  experience  and  obser- 
vation are  concerned,  I  never  came  across  men 
more  ready  at  a  crisis  cheerfully  and  unosten- 
tatiously to  place  patriotism  before  party  than 
the  Conservatives  of  the  sister  Isle." 

I  confess  I  do  not  understand  how 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  can  have  swal* 
lowed  nis  convictions  in  the  way  he  has 
done.  I  am  not  speaking  of  policy,  but 
I  am  speaking  of  his  judgment  on 
the  conduct  of  particular  men,  and  his 
judgment  on  the  conduct  of  those  par- 
ticular men  showed  that  the  Uien 
Governments  did  receive  loyal  support 
from  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland.  I 
'  want  therefore  to  know  on  what  autho- 
rity the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  asserts 
that  the  loyal  minority  have,  during  the 
last  10  years,  hampered  Liberal  Govern- 
ments instead  of  helping  them.  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  when  such  an  assertion 
is  made,  at  least  it  should  be  supported  by 
some  facts  and  arguments;  and  I  think 
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I  am  justified  in  saying  this — tbat  those 
who  have  followed  the  Irish  question 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years  will 
not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
assertions  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  last  night  are  justified  by 
facts.  Surely  it  does  not  tend  to  pro- 
mote a  union  of  hearts  to  bring  forward 
that  kind  of  accusation  as  a  sort  of 
pleasing  incident  in  the  course  of  a  dis- 
cussion which  is  supposed  to  be  con- 
ducted for  the  purpose  of  promoting  a 
union  of  hearts  between  two  great  peo- 
ples. As  I  have  referred  to  the  union  of 
nearts,  I  must  observe  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
fell  into  a  most  curious  mistake  when 
commenting  on  the  statistics,  which  I 
submit  did  prove,  as  far  as  statistics 
can  prove,  the  case  of  the  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said — 

"  Look  at  what  we  did.  You  have  only  re- 
duced crime  by  a  few  paltry  hundreds  or  so ; 
we  brought  down  crime  by  thousands.*' 

I  wonder  whether  it  occurred  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  when  he  spoke  thus 
that  that  arose  from  the  union  of  hearts 
between  the  Lrish  Party  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  1882.  Mr.  Speaker,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  work  for  good  of  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882,  it  was  carried  in  the 
teeth  of  the  Opposition  of  the  Irish 
Party.  [An  hon.  Member:  And  the 
Tory  Party.]  That  observation  cer- 
tainly is  not  correct,  for  the  Conservative 
Party  loyally  supported  the  Liberal  Go- 
yernment  in  passing  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1882.  But  I  am  dealing  now  not  with 
the  passing,  but  with  the  carrying  out 
of  the  Act ;  and  I  say  it  is  very  strange, 
if  it  was  the  union  of  hearts  which 
efiPected  the  reduction  of  crime  in  1887, 
that  there  should  have  been  in  1882, 
when  crime  was  so  greatly  reduced,  not 
a  union  of  hearts  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  and  the  Irish  Party, 
but  the  direst  hatred.  No  language  now 
is  too  soft  to  describe  Lord  Spencer ; 
and  as  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Bridseton  Division,  he 
d«es  not  know  himself  when  he  hears 
himself  spoken  of  by  the  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  This  was  the  kind  of 
language  used  of  Lord  Spencer  at  that 
time — 

'*  The  cold-blooded  murderer  of  at  least  five 
innocent  Irishmen  within  the  last  few  months, 
one  of  whom  he  knew,  beyond  any  manner  of 
doabt,  to  be  innocent  of  the  crime  for  which  he 
died— a  nobleman  whose  very  fingers  dripped 
with  the  blood  of  innocent  Irishmen.*' 
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That  language  illustrates  the  relation  of 
the  Parties  at  the  time  when  there  was 
no  union  of  hearts.  I  shall  believe  in  the 
union  of  hearts  when  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  outside  the  House 
are  more  in  accordance  with  the  senti- 
ments they  express  here.  The  second 
part  of  this  Motion  of  Want  of  Oonfi* 
dence  deals  with  ooerciye  legislation, 
and  I  ask  to  be  allowed  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  the  subject,  the  more  so 
because  wo  have  had  most  extraordinary 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork.  He  asked — 
**  Have  you  crushed  one  single  organiza- 
tion ? "  and  I  remember  another  hon. 
Member  asked  whether  any  branch  of 
the  National  League  had  been  effec- 
tively suppressed.  I  may  be  wrong,  or 
I  may  be  right,  but  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  give  my  view,  derived  simply 
from  reading  the  Nationalist  newspapers, 
of  the  present  condition  of  the  National 
League  as  compared  with  its  past  con- 
dition. It  is  very  easy  to  assert  in  this 
House  that  suppression  has  done  no 
good,  that  the  Members  are  as  numerous, 
and  that  the  money  comes  in  as  plentiful 
as  before ;  [**  Hear,  hear ! "] — well  if 
money  is  flowing  in  the  House  would 
like  to  have  some  information  as  to  what 
is  done  with  it — but  we  are  able  to 
judge  of  these  questions  on  parallel 
lines.  It  was  my  duty  to  assist  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  August  last,  and  to 
satisfy  myself  as  to  the  real  condition 
of  the  National  League,  and  my  only 
source  of  information  was  the  Nationalist 
papers.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
will  remember  that  I  called  down  deri- 
sion upon  my  head  because  I  happened 
to  include  one  paper  which  was  not  Na- 
tionalist. Now  what  were  the  features 
of  that  time?  One  of  the  engines  of 
tyranny  by  which  persons  were  intimi- 
dated and  oppressed  was  that  their 
names  were  aovertised  in  the  Nationalist 
papers  as  having  offended  against  the 
National  League.  I  quoted  several  in- 
stances ;  the  Chief  Secretary  quoted 
more;  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  in  a  speech  which  many  of 
us  remember  very  well,  quoted  others. 
We  pointed  out  that  a  most  power- 
ful engine,  and  one  which  was  keep- 
ing alive  Boycotting,  intimidation,  and 
that  system  of  tyranny  which  we  were 
satisfied  existed  in  Ireland,  was  adver- 
tising people  by  name  for  having  of- 
fended against  tho  National    League. 

Y  ISixth  Night.-] 
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I  do  not  suppose  there  are  many  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  read  United 
Ireland,  Well,  let  me  put  before  them 
a  comparison  of  two  weeks.  In  the 
week  ending  the  16th  of  July,  1887, 
there  were  39  individuals  mentioned  by 
name  as  having  offended  against  the 
National  League  in  some  way  or  other. 
This  meant  that  henceforth  these  men 
were  marked  men.  Now,  I  assert  that 
since  the  suppression  of  the  branches, 
there  has  practically  been  no  naming  of 
persons  in  the  National  Press  as  offend- 
ing against  the  League.  For  the  week 
ending  the  7th  of  January,  1888,  there 
were  in  United  Ireland^  The  Nation,  The 
Weekly  Kews,  and  The  Cork  Daily  Eerald, 
some  60  reports — many  of  them  dupli- 
cates, for  the  suppressed  branches  send 
the  papers  many  reports — but  in  these 
60  there  was  only  one  reference  to  a 
person  as  having  offended  against  the 
National  League.  [An  hon.  Mbhbeb  : 
It  was  no  longer  necessary.]  Why 
was  it  necessary  in  the  middle  of  1887  ? 
Because  it  was  then  part  of  the  scheme 
of  the  National  League  to  Boycott 
individuals  who  offended  against  it.  Is 
there  any  honest  member  of  the  Na- 
tional League  who  will  say  now  that  he 
would  not  be  glad  that  landgrabbers 
should  be  Boycotted  ?  But  if  it  were 
only  for  this  one  fact  that  now  for  a 
period  of  five  or  six  months,  that  kind 
of  intimidation  which  was  of  the  very 
worst  kind,  which  consisted  of  par- 
ticular individuals  in  small  parishes 
being  held  up  by  name  as  having  of- 
fended against  the  popular  element,  has 
disappeared  from  the  Nationalist  Press, 
then  I  say  that,  as  far  as  I  can  judge 
from  the  papers  put  before  me,  the  Act 
has  had  a  most  useful  and  salutary 
effect.  But  this  fact  demands  comment 
from  another  point  of  view.  If  these 
branches  of  the  League  are  as  strong  as 
they  were  before  the  passing  of  the 
Grimes  Act,  why  do  they  now  desist 
from  this  habit  ?  I  demur  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork 
that  these  branches  are  as  they  were.  I 
ask  those  who  know  the  place  and  do 
not  simply  trust  to  paper  reports  of  the 
meetings,  but  who  go  down  to  the  conn- 
try,  whether  they  will  of  their  own  per- 
sonal knowledge  allege  that  the  same 
number  of  persons  go  to  the  National 
League  meetings.  [  Cries  of  **  More !  "] 
All  I  can  say  is  that  there  are  those  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  know  Ire- 
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land  well,  who  will  say  that  these  meet* 
ings,  instead  of  being  defiant  and  open, 
are  now  held  in  secret.  Do  right  non. 
Gentlemen  opposite  consider  that  it  is 
no  advantage  that  the  National  League 
meetings,  instead  of  being  engines  of 
terror,  are  now  only  hole- and- comer 
meetings?  I  should  have  thought  that 
an  unlawful  meeting  held  by  a  small 
number  of  men  in  a  secret  place,  had 
very  much  less  effect  on  the  iuhabitants 
than  a  large  open  meeting,  where  people 
could  be  forced  into  sympathy  with  the 
object  of  the  meeting.  At  any  rate  it 
is  my  view — \_Some  Rule  laughter] — ^I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  asking  too  much 
to  be  allowed  to  finish  my  sentence — that 
if  in  numbers  the  meetings  are  enor- 
mously reduced,  as  we  believe  they  are, 
if  their  influence  in  the  district  is  enor- 
mously reduced  together  with  their 
power  of  intimidation  and  terrorism,  the 
position  is  changed  very  much  for  the 
better.  Some  time  in  this  debate  we 
shall  have  the  Chief  Secretary  speaking. 
[^Ironieal  Home  Rule  cheers.']  Well,  we 
cannot  all  speak  at  the  same  time,  at 
any  rate  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  and 
being  supposed  to   be  the   person    at 

f  resent  addressing  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
say  that  the  view  we  take  is  that  there 
has  been  this  sensible  gain  to  law  and 
order  by  meetings  being  obliged  to  be 
held  as  hole-and-corner  meetings ;  that 
now  resolutions  are  passed  oondemning 
coercion  and  the  action  of  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary and  the  Government,  but  the 
meetings  do  not  direct  their  spite 
against  individuals.  Nothing,  in  my 
opinion,  does  the  Chief  Secretary  more 
credit  than  his  utter  indifference  to 
abuse.  We  shall  probably  some  day 
have  specimens  read  with  some  sense  of 
shame  of  the  language  used  by  the  Na- 
tionalist Members.  However,  harsh 
words  break  no  bones,  and  we  can 
afford  to  be  abused  if  the  effect  of  the 
Act  has  been  of  material  good  to  the 
people.  Now,  I  have  said  that  the  Na- 
tional League  has  been,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  crashed.  \^Tronieal  Home  Rule 
laughter. 1  That  may  not  be  the  view  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  I  do  not  say 
that  the  work  has  been  done,  it  has  yet 
to  go  steadily  on,  but  a  very  great  step 
has  been  taken  and  a  great  advance 
made.  But  there  is  another  side  to  this 
picture  which  will  enable  us  to  test  this. 
It  has  been  asserted  boldly  in  this  House 
more  than  once  that  there  is  no  conneo- 
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tion  between  the  National  League  and 
crime.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Oork 
to-night  said  that  there  was  no  oonneo- 
tion  between  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
crime.  I  do  not  think  that  the  experi- 
ence of  those  who  really  know  Ireland 
will  conBrm  that  view.  It  was  all  very 
veil  when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
waa  giving  the  details  of  that  lament- 
able and  piteous  case  of  the  murder  of 
Fitzmaurice  to  say  that  the  Lixnaw 
branch  of  the  League  had  disappeared 
before  that  time.  I  assert  that  no  one 
who  reads  that  story  and  sees  the  absence 
of  any  other  motive  for  killing  that  man 
to  see  that  it  is  impossible  to  suggest 
any  other  reason  than  that  he  had 
offended  against  the  League.  I  care 
not  for  the  trumpery  excuse  that  the 
National  League  there  had  ceased  to 
exist  as  a  body — ^its  spirit  had  not 
ceased 

Me.'w.  O'BEIEN  (Cork,  N.E.)  said, 
that  there  was  not  a  single  case  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  the  County  of 
Kerry. 

SiE  EIOHARD  WEBSTER :  I  was 
referring  to  the  National  League.  I 
said  that  I  should  speak  of  the  National 
League  and  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
but  I  cannot  do  both  at  the  same  time. 
I  was  quoting  a  case  which  was  quoted 
in  this  House  when  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  present.  The  case  was  also 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  the  other 
night.  I  do  not  propose  to  read  the 
record  of  it,  but  without  any  doubt  it 
has  intimate  connection  with  the  Na- 
tional League.  I  will  at  once  take  a 
case  which,  on  the  evidence  before  me, 
appears  to  be  directly  connected  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  the  county  of  Ros- 
common. A  man  who  was  driving  with 
his  daughter  and  a  labourer  to  a  fair 
with  live  pigs  in  his  cart  was  stopped  by 
about  20  men  with  blackened  faces ;  he 
was  savagely  beaten  and  the  pigs  cruelly 
scored  with  knives.  They  had  refused 
to  join  the  Plan  of  Campaign  which  they 
were  trying  to  establish  on  the  estate. 
Now,  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  examine 
into  these  oases  without  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  only  cause  which 
could  bo  assigned  for  the  outrage  was 
that  the  victim,  or  victims,  had  given 
some  offence  to  some  party  connected 
with  the  National  League.  If  it  was 
not  so,  what  should  we   have?      We 


should  have  hon.  Members  getting  up 
and  saying — ''  Oh,  I  can  give  you  an 
explanation  of  that.  That  man  had 
offended  these  people,  and  these  people 
had  a  private  spite  at  him."  I  assert, 
as  my  own  opinion,  that  we  cannot  find 
any  motive  to  account  for  these  charges, 
except  that  the  poor  unfortunate  victims 
had  in  some  way  or  other  offended  the 
National  Party,  and  the  hint  was  given 
in  one  way  or  other — the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  will  know  what  I  mean — 
which  led  to  the  outrages  being  subse- 
quently committed. 

Mb.  DILLON:  What  do  you  mean 
by  **hint?"  Mr.  Speaker,  I  protest 
against  this  language.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  used  language 
in  this  country  against  me  and  my  hon. 
Colleagues  which  is  intolerable.  He 
now  rises  in  his  place  and  states  that  a 
hint  has  been  given  to  commit  crime  in 
Ireland — [^Miniiterial  cheers'] — and  he 
points  to  us.  Those  cheers  only  empha- 
size his  words  when  he  says  we  know 
perfectly  well  what  he  means  when  he 
speaks  of  a  hint  being  given.  Let  him 
be  a  man,  if  he  is  a  man,  and  state  dis- 
tinctly what  he  means. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Member  knows  perfectly  well — 
ICries  of  *•  Withdraw  ! "  and  ** Explain 
yourself ! "] — that  I  made  no  suggestion, 
direct  or  indirect,  against  him.  If  he 
had  been  in  the  House  the  other  night  he 
would  have  heard  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  tell  a  story  about  a  college  don  who 
had  told  the  people  not  to  nail  a  man's 
ears  to  the  pump.  That  was  referred  to 
by  more  than  one  speaker  as  an  instance 
of  a  hint  beiug  given,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  knows  perfectly  well 
what  I  referred  to  when  I  said  that. 
Now,  if  any  man  can  take  offence  out  of 
thaf 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Yes ;  I  do  take  offence 
at  it,  and  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker — 
[  Cries  of  '*  Order !  "]  I  rise  to  the  point 
of  Order,  and  I  say  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  increased  his 
offence  by  the  words  he  has  used.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred 
specifically  to  certain  words  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  which  are  com- 
mon-place as  being  a  hint  to  commit  a 
certain  deed,  and  he  thereupon  empha- 
sized the  charge  he  has  just  levelled 
against  us,  that  we  were  in  the  habit — 
for  that  was  the  meaning  of  his  words 
—  of  giving  a  hint  to  commit  crime. 
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Now,  I  appeal  to  you.  Sir,  to  rule  on 
this  point  of  Order  whether  it  is  com- 
petent to  any  hon.  Member  to  make  such 
oharges  against  other  hon.  Members  of 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEA.KBB:  I  hare  heard 
nothing  which  calls  for  my  intervention, 
or  any  point  of  Order  that  I  could  take 
notice  of.  

Sib  RIOHAED  WEBSTER  :  I  never 
intended  to  make  such  a  suggestion  as 
that  of  which  the  hon.  Member  com- 
plains.    I  said  what  I  have  more  than 
once  put  forward  in  this  House,  that  it 
is  impossible  to  account  for  these  outrages 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  victims  of  them  had  offended  the 
National  Party.     I  simply  say  again 
distinctly  that  neither  directly  or  indi- 
rectly did  I  intend  to  make  any  such 
suggestion  as  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  has  thought  fit  to  assume  against 
me.    I  have  never  made  directly  or  in- 
directly any  accusation  against  any  hon. 
Member  of  this  House,  and  nothing  that 
I  have  said  justifies  the  attack  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo.    Let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  other 
cases  of  very  considerable  importance. 
There  is  the  case  of  Thomas  Qrosland, 
Oastle  Island,  County  Kerry,  who,  on 
December  20,  was  fired  at  and  wounded 
in  the  legs  and  hands.   The  poor  unfor- 
tunate man  applied  to  Father  Fitzgerald 
for  a  dispensary  order,  but  was  refused, 
although  he  was  entitled  to  it  on  every 
ground,  and  the  only  possible  reason 
that  can  be  suggested  is  that  a  relative 
of  his  had  been  a  witness  in  a  Qovem- 
ment  case  in  which  two  men  had  been 
hanged.    How  was  it  this  man  could 
not  get  a  dispensary  order  ?    If  we  draw 
the    wrong  conclusion,   will  anv  hon. 
Member,  when  he  comes  to  speak,  give 
us  the  information  as  to  what  was  the 
real  cause  of  such  an  inhuman  act  as 
the  refusal    of   the    order?    There  is 
another  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention.    It  is  perfectly  evident  that 
there  are  a  large  number  of  abstentions 
from  attendance  at  the  League  meet- 
ings.    It  is  all  very  well  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  say  there  is  no  falling  off,  but  I 
see  in  United  Ireland  mention  made  over 
and  over  again  of  the  fact  that  people 
have,   since  the    proclamation    of   the 
Crimes  Act,   abstained  from  attending 
the  meetings.     I  draw  my  own  conclu- 
sion, and  it  is  this — that  it  is  untrue  to 
suggest  that  there  has  been  no  falling 
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off,  and  to  say  that  the  National  Leagne 
is  the  same  powerful  aeency  which  it 
was  six  montns  ago.    If  it  be  true,  as 
the  Amendment  asserts,  that  the  amelio- 
rative character  of  the  land  legislation, 
and  not  the  Crimes  Act,  has  diminished 
crime,    what    is  the  meaning   of   the 
continued  denunciation   of  land-grab- 
bing?     I  want  to  know  what  offence 
against  God  or  man  the  land-grabber 
commits  ?  [<'  Oh ! "  and  derisive  laughter S\ 
A  derisive  cheer  is  no  adequate  reply. 
Let  me  explain  what  I  mean  by  land- 
grabber.  I  understand  by  a  land-grabber 
a  man  who,  seeing  that  land  is  vacant 
because  a  tenant   has  been  evicted  or 
because  of  some  dispute  betwoen  land- 
lord and  tenant,  enters  into  the  occupa- 
tion of  it.     He  is  called  a  land-grabber. 
I  do   not  appeal  to   the  Irish  Party, 
for  they  would  treat  me  with  those  de- 
risive shouts  of  laughter  to  which  I  am 
accustomed,  but  I  will  appeal  to  those 
who  will  reason  this  case  out.     I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  JohnMorley)to  explain 
what  crime  against  God  or  man  the 
land-grabber,  as  he  is  called,  commits  ? 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Member  will  point 
this  out  so  that  we  may  judge,  for  I 
cannot  see  the  crime.    If  it  be  not  the 
object  of  the  League  to  prevent  good 
feeling  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  treatment  of 
a  land-grabber  ?  I  believe  that  this  lies 
at  the  root  of  the  Irish  difficulty.     Here 
is    what    United   Ireland    says    about 
it— 

*'  We  do  not  hesitate  in  our  convicUon  and 
our  advice  that  land-grabbers  and  emergency 
men  should  be  shunned  as  vile  vermin  and 
poisonous,  mean  traitors  for  sordid  gain,  not 
merely  to  the  class  from  which  they  spring,  but 
to  every  instinct  of  humanity.  But  uis  we  do 
say,  resistance  to  eviction  and  Boycotting  of 
land-grabbers  and  the  crowbar  brigade,  though 
good  things  in  themselves,  make  no  part  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign." 

Just  observe  the  insidiousness  of  that 
argument.  But  what  do  they  sayf-^ 
that  Boycotting  is  a  ^;ood  thing  in  itself. 
I  think  the  House  will  have  no  diffioolty 
in  forming  an  opinion  as  to  the  conda- 
sion  at  which  tne  readers  of  United 
Ireland  would  arrive.  On  the  25th  of 
September  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healj) 
made  a  speech,  and  I  think  it  show^ 
why  people  are  afraid  to  become  one  of 
that  despised  class,  the  land-grabber. 
He  said,  speaking  at  Tallow — 
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'*  The  chief  prop  of  landlordism  is  land-grab- 
bing— taking  a  farm  from  which  another  tenant 
has  been  evicted;  and  I  can  only  say  that  I 
regard  land-grabbing,  not  merely  as  a  political 
crime,  but  as  a  moral  crime,  and  a  man  cannot 
engage  in  it  without  staining  his  soul/' 

[Home  Rule  eheers."]  That  is  cheered, 
boes  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  cheer  it?  [Sir 
William  Harooubt  assented.]  He 
nods  his  head.  Does  he  agree  with 
me  for  once  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  goes  on,  ''  For  my  part,  I  hare 
never  been  squeamish  as  to  the  way  in 
which  I  should  throttle  landlordism." 
[  «*  Oh !  "  ]  Well,  the  truth  will  come 
out  at  times.  That  is  the  aim,  to  drive 
the  landlordsfrom  the  country.  ['*  No!"] 
Hon.  Members  cannot  shout  out  ''No!" 
without  contradicting  their  speeches. 
Let  me  quote  Mr.  Davitt  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  Davitt,  in  his  speech  at  Eathkeale 
on  the  dOth  of  January,  said — 

"  While  the  land-grabber  is  a  thief  at  any 
time,  a  man  who  in  this  manner  will  take  an 
unfortunate  neighbour's  farm  now,  while  Ire- 
land's enemies  are  trampling  on  our  principles, 
is  worse  than  a  coercionist.  He  is  a  cowardly, 
slimy  renegade— a  man  to  be  looked  on  as  a 
social  leper,  contact  with  whom  should  be  con- 
sidered a  stigma  and  a  reproach." 

Do  hon.  Members  remember  the  pas- 
sionate appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  as 
to  the  objects  and  endeavours  of  the 
National  Party  ?  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  repudiate  the 
language  of  Mr.  Davitt  or  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Most  decidedly  not. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Then 
if  he  does  not  repudiate  that  language, 
what  becomes  of  his  protests  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  do  not  protest. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Will 
the  hon.  Member  pardon  me?  I  am 
not  referring  personally  to  him.  The 
language 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  I  stated  that 
there  was  a  sort  of  Boycotting  which 
was  wicked,  and  which  we  had  done 
more  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  down.  I  said,  also,  that  there  is 
BoycottiDg  which  is  legitimate,  aud 
which  can  never  be  pat  down. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  am 
not  sorry  I  gave  way.  Now  we  have 
heard  the  extent  to  which  Boycotting  is 
approved,  and  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
repudiated.  I  want  to  know,  when  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  speaks  to- 
morrow nighti  whether  he  will  endorse 


Mr.  Davitt's  observation  that  a  land- 
grabber  is  a  cowardly  renegade,  a  man 
to  be  looked  on  as  a  social  leper  whose 
contact  should  be  accounted  a  stigma 
and  a  reproach  ?  I  could  quote  to  the 
House  more  of  the  utterances  of  hon. 
Members,  but  I  have  done  enough  in 
extracting  from  their  lips  in  this  House 
the  admission  that  they  sympathize  with 
some  Boycotting,  and  that  they  think  a 
land-grabber  is  a  man  who  is  to  be 
treated  in  that  way.  I  have  only  one 
more  word  to  say.  As  Member  of  a 
Government  to  which  I  am  proud  to  be- 
long, I  do  not  suggest  that  we  can  afford 
to  relax  our  efforts.  I  know  perfectly 
well  that  there  is  a  great  deal  more  work 
to  be  done.  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
we  have  to  combat  with  an  organization 
which  for  10  years  has  exercised  a  bane- 
ful influence  over  Ireland.  It  is  a 
hydra  we  have  to  fight;  every  one  of 
its  heads  will  have  to  be  scotched  and 
the  life-blood  of  which  will  somehow 
or  other  have  to  be  reached ;  we  have 
not  yet  gained  the  end ;  but  I  do  say 
that  we  have  made  a  step  in  advance, 
and  that  when  ignorance  disappears  as 
education  proceeds,  those  who  are  now 
simply  following  the  baneful  influence  of 
the  National  League  will  see  on  which 
side  it  is  right  they  should  be.  It  is 
said  that  the  darkest  hour  is  that  before 
the  dawn.  I  do  not  say  that  the  dawn 
has  broken ;  but  I  do  say  that  there  is 
light  in  the  East,  spreading  its  rays  more 
and  more  over  the  whole  horizon,  and  I 
believe  that  if  the  Government  is 
straightforward  and  consistent  in  carry- 
ing out  its  policy,  although  it  may  take 
time,  although  they  may  have  to  sur- 
mount many  difficulties,  sooner  or  later 
we  shall  have  the  sunshine  of  full  per- 
fect liberty,  and  every  subject  of  Her 
Majesty  in  Ireland  will  be  able  to  enjoy 
and  exercise  his  full  and  true  Constitu- 
tional rights. 

Mr,  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  the  debate  to-night  has  taken  a 
rather  extraordinary  course.  It  was 
opened  by  a  most  formidable  indictment, 
both  personal  and  public,  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  hon.  Member  for  Nortli-East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  and  I  expected 
while  that  speech  was  progressing  that 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whose  conduct  was 
so  much  impugned,  would  at  once  have 
sprung  to  his  feet  to  answer  the  charges 
made  against  him,  and  to  refute  and  re- 
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but  the  extraordinary  facts  which  the 
hon.  Member  brought  forward.  [**  Hoar, 
hear !  "  ]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ironically  cheers  that  statement.  Why 
did  he  not  at  once  get  up  to  answer 
those  charges  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  said,  for  example — I 
will  only  gi7e  one  example — that  his 
soldiers  and  his  police  themselves  needed 
to  be  policed.  Those  were  facts  so  re- 
markable that  I  should  have  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have 
delayed  a  moment  to  answer  them,  in- 
stead of  sending  his  secretary  to  rum- 
mage despatch  boxes  and  setting  the  tele- 
graph at  work  to  the  Castle  at  Dublin  to 
find  out  whether  the  allegations  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  true  or  not.  On  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  rather  unhappy 
allusion  to  people  saying  things  out  of 
doors  which  they  were  a^aid  to  substan- 
tiate in  the  House ;  but  I  think  we  have 
seen  to-night  that  he  is  not  very  ready 
to  substantiate  his  own  allegations.  In- 
stead of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fol- 
lowing the  powerful  indictment  drawn 
against  him  and  his  system  of  govern- 
ment  by  my  hon. Friend,ahon.and  learned 
Friend  of  mine  (Mr.  Finlay)  got  up  and 
began  by  saying  that  he  would  not  fol- 
low the  details  of  my  hon.  Friend,  as  if 
details  were  not  the  very  essence  of  the 
matter !  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  gave  us,  instead  of  a 
reasonable  and  reasoned  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  -  East  Cork, 
what,  with  all  respect  for  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  abilities,  I  cannot  but 
call  a  series  of  the  idlest  platitudes  I 
have  heard  in  the  course  of  this  debate. 
He  deplored  the  heated  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  think  his  language  was 
not  more  heated  than  could  be  expected 
in  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
addressed  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  only  made 
one  remark  which  seems  to  me  to  deserve 
attention.  He  said  that  this  House 
was  the  last  place  in  the  world  to  be 
made  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  judg- 
ments of  the  Courts  of  Law.  That  is 
a  very  old  story.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  happened  in  re- 
gard to  the  Coereion  Act  of  1881,  and 
in  regard  to  the  Act  of  1882.  When 
these  Acts,  with  all  the  exceptional  and 
stringent  powers  contained  in  them, 
were  brought  before  the  House  the 
argument  was—"  We  need  have  no  fear 
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or  jealousy  in  passing  these  provisions, 
because  the  House  itself  will  be  able  to 
supervise  their  administration  and  the 
way  they  are  carried  out  after  they  are 
passed.''  But  after  they  were  passed, 
the  very  same  argument  was  used 
against  supervision  by  this  House  as 
was  used  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to-night — namely,  that  we  are  the 
most  unfit  Body  in  the  world  to  be  a 
Court  of  Appeal.  Now,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  as  to  the  history  of  this  debate. 
Yesterday  afternoon  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bushcliffe  Division  of  Nottingham 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  brought  forward  a 
number  of  most  serious  instances  of  dis- 
regard of  care  in  receiving  evidence,  and 
of  disregard  of  judicial  impartiality  on 
the  part  of  Besident  Magistrates,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King-Harman)  got  up  and 
did  not  say  one  single  word  in  disproof  or 
in  palliation  of  any  one  of  those  charges. 
He  did  say  one  thing  in  his  rather  ex- 
plosive peroration,  that  Ireland  must 
and  would  be  governed.  As  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Order  and  the 
class  to  which  he  belongs  have  not  had 
the  government  of  Ireland  in  their 
hands  for  centuries,  and  a  very  nice  mess 
they  have  made  of  the  government  both, 
for  Ireland  and  themselves.  I  cannot 
imagine  a  greater  proof  of  political  in- 
fatuation than  this,  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentlemen,  the  present 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Harman),  should  be  a  Privy 
Councillor,  an  important  official,  should 
be  receiving,  or  at  least,  concerned  in 
prospective  and  retrospective  emolu- 
ments, while  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  is  treated  as  a  degraded 
criminal,  unworthy  to  take  part  in  the 
government  of  his  own  country.  When 
we  think  of  the  distractions  of  Ireland, 
of  the  necessity  of  looking  in  every 
direction  for  aid  in  solving  the  enor- 
mously difficult  problem  with  which  wo 
have  to  deal,  I  repeat  it  is  indeed  in- 
fatuation that  you  can  find  nothing 
better  to  do  with  a  man  so  earnest,  of 
such  distinguished  ability,  so  eloquent, 
so  public-spirited  as  my  hon.  Friend 
than  to  lock  him  up  in  gaol  in  Ireland, 
while  we  vilify  and  calumniate  him  in 
England.  Eeforring  further  to  the 
history  of  this  debate,  another  hon. 
Member,  who  has  taken  part  in  it,  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T* 
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W.  Bassell)  has  permitted  himself  to 
make  a  remark  which  ooncema  me,  and 
which  I  think  most  hon.  Oentlemen  will 
agree  it  would  hare  heen  better  taste  to 
leave  unsaid.  It  was  a  remark  ex- 
pressive of  his  anxiety  lest  certain  evil 
communicationa  with  me  should  corrupt 
the  g^od  morals  and  faith  of  the  Oatholio 
Church.  There  is  something  particularly 
edifying  in  this  solicitude  in  the  spokes- 
man of  the  Bump  of  the  Party  of 
ascendancy — that  Party,  who,  when  they 
had  the  power,  took  away  from  the  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  their  wealth  and 
their  temples,  drove  them  into  holes  and 
caverns,  and  on  account  of  their  religion 
deprived  them  of  all  hope  of  becoming 
posaesBors  of  land,  of  becoming  members 
of  any  liberal  Profession,  and  even  of 
deriving  light  from  education  in  their 
own  country.  We  know  how  to  measure 
the  sincerity  and  good  faith  of  the 
innuendo  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Party 
of  ascendancy  has  surely  fallen  on  evil 
days  indeed,  when,  under  the  name  of 
Unionists,  they  are  going  about  beating 
the  Hideous  Orange  drum  in  Ulster  with 
one  hand  and  with  the  other  stealthily 
plucking  at  the  sleeve  of  Monsignor 
Persico.  I  will  now  offer  a  very  few 
remarks  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat  down, 
(8ir  Bichard  Webster).  Ishalloertainly 
not  follow  him  into  his  criticisms  of 
the  negotiations  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
and  Lord  Carnarvon  and  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  I  will  only  point  out  that  in 
a  speech  which  the  Chief  Secretary  made 
recently,  either  at  Manchester  or  at 
Birmingham,  he  referred  with  delicacy, 
but  still  sufficiently  plainly,  to  a  tempo- 
rary alliance  which  he  admitted  had 
existed  between  his  Party  and  the 
followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  in  1885  was  not  so  shy 
as  he  probably  is  now  about  ad- 
mitting that  there  was  coquetting 
between  his  present  allies  and  confede- 
rates and  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way. Speaking  at  St.  Leonards  in 
September,  1885,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said — 

"  I  wonder  "whether  the  ConserTativcs  have 
forgotten  a  little  episode  at  Liverpool,  when 
two  highly  honourable  and  worthy  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party  refused  to  go  to  Liver- 
pool to  meet  one  of  their  great  chiefs/*— 


whom  I  think  I  see  in  his  place  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill) — 

'<  Or  I  wonder  whether  they  have  forgotten 
what  the  Conservative  Members  said  after  that 
famous  Maamtrasna  debate.  I  was  in  the 
House  that  night,  and  as  I  stood  at  the  door 
of  the  House  some  Conservative  Members 
rushed  passed  me  saying,  when  they  had 
listened  to  speeches  from  the  Front  Bench, 
'  We  cannot  stand  this,'  " 

But  that  has  very  little  to  do  with  the 
great  question  before  us,  which  is 
whether  the  state  of  Ireland  justifies  the 
system  on  which  it  is  now  being  g07erned. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asks 
us  to  say  whether  it  is  lawful  to  disre- 
gard an  Act  of  Parliament  because  we 
disapproved  of  its  provisions.  But  that. 
Sir,  is  not  the  question  before  the  House. 
The  question  is  not  whether  we  may  or 
may  not  disregard  the  provisions  of  an 
Act;  the  question  is  whether  it  is  ad- 
ministered with  dignity,  or  with  pru- 
dence, or  whether  it  is  administered 
hardly,  harshly,  and  mischievously.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  quite 
able  to  appreciate  the  distinction.  It 
is  open  to  us,  and  it  is  quite  natural 
for  us,  who  disapproved  of  the  policy  of 
the  Act,  to  criticize  very  sharply  the 
spirit  and  the  method  in  which  it  is 
administered.  This  Amendment  criti- 
cizes that  administration,  and  I  believe, 
so  far  as  my  right  hon.  Friends  and  I 
are  concerned,  we  have  criticized  the 
administration  of  the  Act,  and  it  is  the 
administration  which  we  condemn  as 
much  as  we  condemn  the  policy  which 
inspired  the  Act.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  admitted  one  or  two  ex- 
traordinary views,  as  coming  from  that 
Bench,  of  their  aims  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act.  He  says  that  they  are 
dealing  with  organized  political  crime 
and  nothing  else. 

Sib  RIOHAED  WEBSTER:  Not 
*'  and  nothing  else."  I  do  not  think  the 
House  understood  me  as  meaning  that. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Weil,  I  do 
not  press  it ;  I  took  the  words  down,  but 
the  point  remains  almost  as  strong — 
you  are  dealing  with  political  crime. 
That  is  what  we  have  told  you  all  along. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pointed 
out  what  he  meant  by  crime— something 
brought  within  the  reach  of  the  Criminal 
Law.  That  is  a  lawyer's  account  of  the 
matter,  which  I  do  not  think  will  satisfy 
politicians  and  statesmen  who  have  to 
deal  with  the  government  of  the  country. 
These  somewhat  pedantic  and  narrow 
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distinctions  do  not  take  us  far.     Like 
the  Chief  Secretary,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  practically  gave  up  the  case 
on  the  statistics ;  he  admitted  that  the 
statistics  did  not,  in  fact,  prove  the  case 
of  the  Government.    I  think  in  that  he 
vas  extremely  ivise.      The    hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  made  no  attempt  to 
answer  seriously  and  in  detail  the  con- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  that  the  National  League  is 
as  strong  as  ever  it  was,  if  not  stronger ; 
and  as  to  the  money  that  was  coming  in, 
he  said  he  would  like  a  little  informa- 
tion.    He  said  he  was  told  that  money 
came  in  very  slowly  to  the  National 
League.    Last  night,   after  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  had  declared 
that  the  National  League  exchequer  was 
running  extremely  dry,  I  happened  to 
take  up   Th$  FretmarCs  Journal,  and  I 
found  a  report  of  a  meeting  of  the  League 
held  on  the  previous  day,  which  gave, 
with  what  looked  like  chapter  and  verse, 
an  account  of  the  sums  received  from 
each  locality.     What  were  the  results  ? 
In    the    first    fortnight    of    February, 
1885,   the    Irish    subscriptions   to  the 
National  League   amounted  to    £242 ; 
in     February,     1886,     to    £385  ;     in 
February,   1887,  to  £490;  and  in  the 
first  fortnight  of  February,  1888,  they 
rose  from  £490  to  £520.     I  notice,  too, 
this  remark  able  fact,  which,  perhaps,  the 
Chief  Secretary  may  be  able  to  explain 
— that  subscriptions  came  just  as  freely, 
apparently,   from  districts    where    the 
National  League  was  suppressed.     If 
faith  is  to  be  placed  in  these  figures 
there   is    no    falling    off    in   the   sup- 
plies to  this    organization  which  you 
say  that  you   are  going  to  pluck  up 
at  the  roots.    As  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, enough  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.     Is  it  true,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  have  to  answer 
this  question— is  it  true  or   not  that 
while  you  were  wasting  time  in  irri- 
tating public  feeling  in  Ireland,  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  in  full  swing  ?     It 
seems  to  be  true  beyond  denial.     As 
for  Boycotting,  the   figures  were  pro- 
duced the  other  night  by  the   Chief 
Secretary.    I  then  remarked  that  there 
were  other  explanations  on  this  subject 
than  those  given  by  the  Government. 
A   friend   of  mine  wrote  to  me  from 
Portumna,  a  district  well  known  as  a 
turbulent  district,  and  he  said  that  there 
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were  great  numbers  of  men  there  who 
had  been  Boycotted,  but  that  latterly 
every  single  man  in  Portumna,  except- 
ing the  postmaster,  had  joined  the  Plan 
and  had  made  his  peace  with  the  League. 
["  Hear,  hear !  "]    At  the  same  time, 
I  am  not  saying  whether  that  is  desir- 
able or  not.     \_MinMierial  cheers.']     I  am 
giving  other  explanations  besides  that 
upon  which  the  Government  alone  rely. 
Another  explanation  which  cannot  for  a 
moment  be  minimized  is  that  landlords 
have  given  or  been  forced  to  give  reduc- 
tions.     That  has  naturally    produced 
peace  in  districts  which  previously  were 
greatly  disturbed .   The  hon .  and  learned 
Attorney  General  made  one  most  serious 
remark,  for  which  I  think  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  will  barely  thank  him.     He 
made  the  astonishing  assertion,  consider- 
ing what  the  history  of  Ireland  is,  that 
secret  meetings  are  better  than  public 
meetings.     I  have  known  a  great  many 
extraordinary  things  said  by  Conserva- 
tives and  Liberals  too  about  Ireland, 
but  I  think  I  never  heard  a  statement  that 
showed  such  ignorance  of  the  very  curse 
and  bane  of  society  in  Ireland  as  that 
remark  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man.    And  when  you  talk  of  suppress- 
ing meetings,  when  you  talk  of  suppress- 
ing branches  of  the  League,  you  forget 
that  even  if  you  did  suppress  meetings, 
you  are   encouraging  that  habit,  that 
baneful  habit  of  mind,  which  has  been 
the  curse  of  Irish  society  and  which  has 
even  followed  Irishmen  acros«  the  seas. 
When  you  put  down  meetings  do  yoa 
think  that  men  do  not  see  one  another 
after  the  mass,  in  the  chapel  yard,  in 
the  fairs,  at  their  athletic  associations  ? 
And  by  suppressing  meetings  and  forc- 
ing them  to  arrange  secret  interviews, 
you  are  encouraging  and  fostering  that 
habit  of  mind  which  I  repeat  has  been 
one  of  the  worst  curses   of  the   Irish 
people.      I  wish  to   say  a  few  words 
upon  the  treatment  of  political  prisoners. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  my  right  hon.  and  leamedFriend 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James) 
that  a  Member  of  Parliament  is  no  more 
than,  and  ought  to  be  treated  as  no  more 
than,  anybody  else.    My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  took  upon  himself  to  saj 
that  that  was  the  democratic  view.    I  do 
not  think  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  lives  in  a  political  atmosphere 
which  qualifies  him  to  say  what  is  or  is 
not  the  democratic  view.    I  cannot  trust 
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him  with  the  utmost  conBdence  for  speak- 
ing the  democratic  view,  but  I  could  trust 
him  as  to  the  aristocratic  one.     Oa  the 
democratic  yiew  I  prefer  to  trust  mj  own 
knowledge  of  the  British  democracy, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  our  people 
are  bent  upon  anything  more  at  this 
moment  than  that  this   House  should 
be  restored  to  its  fullest  dignity  and 
its  fullest  authority.    I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  not  shrink  from  any  reform  in 
procedure  that  would  add  to  the  au- 
thority  and    dignity,    the    majesty,   I 
may  say,  of  this  House.     I  would  like 
to  see  it  enlarged  by  every  method ; 
because  if  we  do  not  have  collectively 
any  of  that  dignity  which  doth  hedge 
a  King,  at  least  do  not  let  us  forget 
that  we  are  the  heirs  of  the  noblest 
traditions  in  the  history  of  freedom,  that 
we  are  the  possessors  of  vast  and  bound- 
less powers  for  good  and  evil,  and  that 
we   are  the  chosen  repositories  of  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  this  realm. 
With  these  sentiments  and  ideas,  I  con- 
fess that  it  was  with  a  repugnance  which 
I  am  sure  pleuty  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  shared,  that  last  Friday  night, 
for  instance,  I  found  every  exit  from  this 
House  guarded  by  bands  of  detectives, 
not  to  protect  us,  but  to  arrest  Members 
of  this  House.     I  am  not  going  to  argue 
whether  or  not  there  was  a  breach  of 
Privilege  ;  but  I  am  certain  there  was  a 
want  of  common  sense  in  those  proceed- 
ings, that  they  constitnto  an  indignity 
on  this  House,  and  that  they  could  easily 
have  been  avoided.  We  are  approaching 
through  this  Act  a  serious  Oonstitutional 
position ;  and  I  put  it  to  the  House — 
and  yon  who  are  the  Constitutional  Party 
ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  it — remember 
that  you  have  made  a  permanent  change 
in  the  law,  you  have  permanently  em- 
powered the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
to  make  new  crimes.     ["No!"]    Oh, 
yes ;  and  with  the  aid  of  a  dependent 
magistracy — for  such  I  must  call  it — you 
may  convert  any  number  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers into  criminals,   and  deprive  one- 
sixth,  one-fourth,  or  one-half  of  the  Irish 
constituencies  of  their  Hepresentatives. 
I  say  that  these  immense  powers  being 
permanent,  it  is  my  deliberate  opinion 
that  the  House  of  Oommons  will  have  to 
consider  whether  they  will  not  have  such 
an  alteration  in  the  Eules  of  Privilege, 
that  during  the  Session  of  Parliament  the 
present  exemption  on  civil  process  shall 
be     extended    to    criminal    process — 


[•'  Oh ! "  and  "  Hear,  hear !  "]— except 
m  certain  grave  cases,  such  as  treason- 
felony  and  other  serious  matters.     Well, 
I  am  not  going  to  argue  that  question 
to-night.    I  will  pass  on  to  the  immediate 
point  as  to  political  prisoners.     On  the 
last  day  of  last  Session,  as  the  Chief 
Secretary    may   possibly   remember,    I 
ventured  to  warn  nim  that  public  opinion 
would    not    endure    the    treatment    of 
political  prisoners  on  the  same  footing  as 
if  they  were  guilty  of  ordinary  crimes  ; 
and  I  believe  that  what  has  happened 
since  has  fully  borne  out  that  opinion, 
for  I  believe  that  if  one  part  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act  has  excited 
more    disgust    and    repugnance    than 
another  in  the    country    among    both 
Parties,  it  is  the  way  in  which  Members 
of  Parliament  and    others  have    been 
treated  as  prisoners.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  us  to  a  very  smart 
academic  repartee.      He  said  tbat  an 
offence  did  not  become  political  because 
it  was  committed  by  a  politician.    Well, 
after  all,  that  left  the  matter  very  much 
where  it  was;  and  I  admit  fully  the 
enormous  difficulty  or  even  impossibility 
of  defining  a  poUtical  prisoner.     That 
difficulty  was  felt  in  the    year   1866, 
when  an  Extradition  Treaty  was  before 
Parliament,  and  it  exercised  some  of  the 
most  acute  minds  in   the  House.     Of 
course,  in  one  sense,  Quy  Fawkes  was  a 
political  prisoner;  so  was  Orsini,  who 
threw  the  bombs  at  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  ;    so   are  some   of    the  dyna- 
mitards ;  and,  of  course,  we  all  agree  that 
the  political  complexion  that  may  possi- 
bly DC  imparted  to  acts  of  this  descrip- 
tion does  not  exempt  the  perpetrators  of 
them  from  the  penalty  which  such  acts 
deserve.    So  far  we  agree ;    but    the 
hon.   Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Hussell)  said  it  was  a  piece  of 
mawkish  sentimentalism  for  Badicals  to 
insist  on  different  treatment  for  political 
prisoners  and  other  prisoners,  aud  ought 
not  to  be  entertained. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  was 
not  present  when  I  spoke.  What  I  said 
was  that  any  old  Eadical  would  have 
scouted  the  notion  that  a  Member  of 
Parliament  was  to  be  treated  differently 
from  a  peasant. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY :  A  Member 
of  this  House  is  now  treated  in  a  diffe- 
rent way.  He  is  treated  on  civil  process 
in  one  way,   and    other    persons    are 
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treated  in  another.  If  an  Irisli  peasant 
has  the  same  exemption  from  ciyil  pro- 
cess as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  I  am 
glad  to  hear  it.  Let  me  say  one  word 
about  the  old  Eadioal.  It  is  remarkable 
that  in  1867  a  Petition  was  presented  to 
this  House  in  favour  of  certain  Irish 
prisoners.  They  were  Fenians,  and 
among  them  was  O'Donoyan  Bossa,  of 
whom  we  have  heard  so  much.  That 
Petition,  which  was  presented  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
prayed  that  the  prisoners  sufiPering  as 
Fenians  or  on  other  political  charges 
should  not,  in  the  execution  of  their 
sentences,  be  confined  with  common 
prisoners  who  were  suffering  for  offences 
against  the  ordinary  Criminal  Law  of 
their  country ;  and  the  Petitioners  went 
on  to  pray  that  in  the  punishment 
awarded  them  there  might  be  none  of 
those  of  a  degrading  nature,  as  such 
punishments  seemed  to  the  Petitioners 
to  be  inapplicable  to  men  who,  however 
misguided,  had  different  motives  and 
sought  different  ends  from  those  of 
ordinary  criminals.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Birmingham  said — ''  With  the  general 
spirit  of  that  Petition  I  entirely  concur ; " 
and  Mr.  John  Buart  Mill — who  was  at 
that  time  Member  for  Westminster — said 
that  the  Petition  did  not  contaiu  a  single 
sentiment  to  which  he  did  not  adhere. 
I  venture  to  think  that  these  two  Gen- 
tlemen were  as  good  representatives  of 
the  old  Badicalism  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  were  not  inferior  to  him 
either  in  intellectual  vigour  or  moral 
elevation.  But  why  perplex  ourselves 
with  these  considerations  as  to  what  is 
or  is  not  a  political  prisoner,  because 
in  1877  Parliament  passed,  under  the 
guidance  of  the  present  Lord  Cross, 
the  Prisons  (Ireland)  Act.  That  Act 
contains  two  sections  which  bear  strictly 
on  the  matter  in  hand.  The  48th  section 
is — 

''Section  48. — ^The  General  Piuons  Board 
shall  cause  proTirion  to  be  made  in  each  prison 
or  prisons  as  they  shall  think  proper,  so  that 
prisoners  convicted  of  misdemeanour  and  not 
sentenced  to  hard  labour  shall  be  divided  into 
at  least  two  divisions,  one  of  which  shall  be 
called  the  first  division ;  and  whenever  any  per- 
son convicted  of  misdemeanour  is  sentenced  to 
imprisonment  without  hard  labour,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  Court  or  Judge  before  whom  such 
person  has  been  tried  to  order,  if  such  Court  or 
Judge  think  fit,  that  such  person  shall  be  con- 
fined daring  his  sentence  m  such  prison  or  in 
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some  one  of  such  prisons,  and  be  there  treated 
as  a  misdemeanant  of  the  first  division,  and  a 
misdemeanant  of  the  first  division  shall  be 
treated  in  accordance  with  such  rules  aa  maj 
from  time  to  time  be  made  in  that  behalf  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

It  was  under  that  section  of  the  Act,  I 
believe,  that  an  hon.  Member  of  this 
House — the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Oalway  (Mr.  Sheehj) — was  made  a 
first  class  misdemeanant.  I  wish  par- 
ticularly to  call  attention  to  the  next 
section — 

"  Section  49. — Every  person  under  sentence 
infiicted  on  conviction  for  sedition  or  seditious 
libel,  and  any  person  who  shall  be  imprisoned 
under  any  rule,  order,  or  attachment  for  con- 
tempt of  any  Court,  shall  be  treated  as  a  mis- 
demeanant of  the  first  division." 

It  was  under  that  section,  I  think,  that 
Mr.  O'Donel — the'  magistrate  in  Dublin 
— ordered  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Oreen  Division  of  Dublin — ex- 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sul- 
livan)— ^should  be  made  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant. My  contention  is  that  if  the 
Crimes  Act  had  not  been  passed  in  a 
reckless  hurry  we  should  have  been  able 
to  insert  a  clause  similar  to  the  49th 
Section  of  the  Act  of  1877,  and  which 
should  have  applied  to  some,  at  least, 
of  the  ofifences  with  which  the  Coercion 
Act  professes  to  deal.  Look  how  absurd 
the  law  now  is — that  if  a  person  charged 
is  guilty  of  sedition  or  seditious  libel  he 
must  be  a  first-class  misdemeauant,  but 
that  if  he  is  only  guilty  of  what  every- 
one in  the  House  will  admit  to  be  infi- 
nitely less  serious  than  the  graver  form 
of  sedition — if  he  is  guilty  of  such  an 
offence  as  was  committed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  —  then 
there  is  no  compulsion  in  the  Crimea  Act 
to  treat  him  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
I  submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  that  this  has  placed  the  House 
in  a  ridiculous  position,  because  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  Parliament — still 
less  was  it  the  intention  of  the  consti- 
tuencies—that Members  who  committed 
such  an  ofiTence  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- East  Cork  should  be 
treated  as  if  guilty  of  degrading  crimes, 
and  should  be  subjected  to  the  samo 
discipline  as  degraded  criminals.  I  will 
not  go  further  into  this  matter.  I  only 
wish  to  protest  as  strongly  as  I  can — 
and  I  believe  I  speak  for  nearly  all  of  us 
who  sit  above  the  Gangway  as  well  as 
those  who  sit  below — against  this  treat- 
ment of  men  who  have  not  been  guilty  of 
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dishonourable  and  degrading  crime,  and 
that  wo  find  it  thoroughly  odious  and 
repugnant  to  all  sound  feeling.      The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  to- 
night hit  the  true  root  of  an  eyil  in  this 
Act  and  in  its  administration  with  which 
we  are  more  iromedtatelj  concerned.  He 
eaid  most  truly  that  the  Act  had  been 
drafted  on  the  theory  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  pining  to  be  relieved  from 
the  pressure  of  the  National  League. 
What  you  confound  with  intimidation 
and  pressure  is.  in  fact,  public  opinion. 
I  do  not  care  where  you  look  for  public 
opinion  in  Ireland,  I  do  not  care  what 
your  tests  of  public  opinion  may  be — 
whether  you  look  at  the  popular  Press 
over  a  large  area  of  Ireland,  whether 
you  look  at  the  attitude  of  the  clergy, 
whether  you  look  at  the  attitude  of  the 
Parliamentary  Eepresentatives  or  at  that 
of  the  municipal  roprosentatiYes  —  in 
every  case  you  find  public  opinion  is 
against  your  policy  and  against  the  way 
in    which    it    is    carried    out.      What 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  regards  as 
public  opinion  in   Ireland  appears  to 
be    that  which    is    held   by    the    ma- 
jority in   Belfast,   and  by  so  small  a 
minority  in  Dublin,  that  it  could  not  win 
one  single  division  of  the  capital  city. 
The  Government,  by  the  course  they  are 
taking,  are  doing  the  best  that  could  be 
done  to  rouse  men  who    have    never 
before  taken  part  in  political  agitation 
to  a  sense  of  the  humiliation  of  their 
country.     I  cannot  forget  that  when  I 
was  in  Dublin  the  other  day  one  of  the 
foremost  physicians  in  that  city  came 
on  the  platform  and  said  that  he  had 
never  been  at  a  public  meeting  before, 
that  he  had  never  been   an  agitator, 
and  that  he  had  never  sympathized  with 
Home  Bule;    but  that  the  tyrannical 
despotism  of  the  administration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  compelled  him 
to  join  those  who  wished  to  bring  about 
an  organic  change  in  the  government  of 
their  country.   Do  not  let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    suppose    that   this    is    an 
isolated  case.    There  are  thousands  and 
thousands  of  men  in  the  middle  classes 
in  Ireland,  quiet  men  who  only  wish  to  live 
in  peace,  who  are  animated  by  the  same 
feeling.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  shake 
his  head,  but  he  is  not  well  placed  to  see 
such  things.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  last  person  to  know  who  are  now 
rallying  to  the  national  cause.  When  the 


Coercion  Act  was  in  the  House  last  year 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
described  it  as  an  '^  emancipating  Bill.'' 
Why,  we  saw  a  specimen  of  the  way  it 
worked  the  other  day,  on  the  occasion 
of  Father  MTadden  being  taken  to  Dun- 
gannon  to  undergo  his  trial,  when  there 
was  a  perfect  €orp%  (Parmie  to  receive 
him.    There  were  dragoons,  hussars,  foot 
soldiers,   and  constabulary — I  am    not 
sure  that  there  was  not  a  gun — but  there 
was  a  total  force  of  500  men  to  carry  out 
the  emancipation  of  the  peasantry  of 
Gweedore  from  a  single  priest.     The 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
merely  illustrates  th6  delusion  with  re* 
gard  to  Irish  afifairs  under  which  the 
Government  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the 
majority  of  this  House  appear  to  labour. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
Dublin  he  showed  his  ignorance  of  Ire- 
land by  saying  that  he  wished  he  had 
time  to  go  all  through  the  country  in 
order  to  explain  to  the  people  how  they 
were  being  cajoled  and  duped.  I  should 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  North- East  Cork  to  go 
together  through  Ireland  on  a  journey 
and  to  let  us  see  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  persuade  his  audience 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  cajoling  and 
duping  them.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North    Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  to  whom  I  always  listen 
with  the  greatest  interest  and  respect, 
said  the  other  night  that  his  countrymen 
are  not  a  law-abiding  people.  I  certainly 
recollect    that    the    hon.    and    gallant 
Member    did    on    one    occasion    use 
threats  and  menaces  of  what  he  would 
do   in    the    event    of   a    Home    Rule 
Bill    being    carried,    which    went    to 
show  that  he,  at  all  events,  was  not 
a    very  law-abiding   person.     But   is 
it  an  innate  necessity  of  the  Irish  nature 
that  they  should  not  be  a  law-abiding 
nation?    We    find    that    the    moment 
they  remove  to  Australia  or  to  Canada 
they  become — with  the  exception  of  a 
few  rowdy  Orangemen  now  and   then 
— a  most  law-abiding  people.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfottk  dissented.]    The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  again 
shakes  his  head,  but  I  will  refer  him 
to  a  book — to  read  when  he  has  spare 
time,  which,  I  hope  he  will  have  be« 
fore  very  long — on  Australia  in  which 
he  will  find  it  stated,  with  indisputable 
instances,  that   tlio   Irishmen  in  that 
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oountry  are  as  law-abiding  as  any 
Englishmen  or  Seotohmen.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
put  a  question  to  me.  He  said  that 
ho  was  curious  to  know  whether  I  had 
come  back  from  Ireland  still  conyinced 
that  the  Irish  were  a  loyal  people. 
Well,  Sir,  a  civil  question  shall  have  a 
plain  answer.  I  have  oome  back  more 
persuaded  than  I  was  before  that  the 
Irish  will  be  a  loyal  people  when  you 
eive  them  institutions  which  are  worth 
being  loyal  to.  How  can  you  expect 
them  to  be  loyal  to  this  Parliament 
when,  as  you  all  know — who  know 
anything  of  Irish  history — that  no  boon 
has  ever  been  got  from  this  Parliament 
which  has  not  been  extorted  by  agita- 
tion and  pressure  ?  How  can  you  ex- 
pect loyalty  to  grow  in  a  soil  of  that 
kind  ?  If  you  govern  Ireland  with  some- 
what less  of  the  pedantry  of  a  collegian 
and  somewhat  less  of  the  discipline  of  a 
martinet  of  the  barrack,  if  you  approach 
them  sympathetically,  if  you  do  not 
irritate  and  exasperate  them  with  small 
and  petty  bits  of  vindictiveness,  they 
would  become  loyal,  and  rally  fast 
enough  to  your  flag.    The  hon.  and 

gallant  Member  quoted  something  which 
e  stated  the  Mayor  of  Waterford  said 
to  me.  He  alleged  that  the  Mayor  of 
Waterford  said,  "I  am  a  rebel,  and  I 
always  shall  be  a  rebel."  As  a  matter 
of  historic  fact — ^if  it  is  worth  going  into 
— what  the  Mayor  of  Waterford  said, 
was  that  he  was  bom  a  rebel,  and 
always  would  be  a  rebel  against  such 
despotism  as  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  That  does  not  strike  me  as 
a  very  pernicious  or  treasonable  senti- 
ment. Every  heated  word  which  comes 
either  from  the  Mayor  of  Waterford  or 
from  any  Irish  Member  below  the  Gang- 
way, or  any  Irishman  anywhere  else,  is 
chronicled,  exaggerated,  and  printed 
in  capital  letters.  The  most  curious 
thing  is  that  we  are  urged  to  believe 
that  whenever  they  say  anything  bad  or 
heated  they  mean  it,  and  when— as  now 
— ^they  say  things  which  are  pacific  and 
good  then  we  are  assured  that  they  do  not 
mean  it.  That  is  a  piece  of  unfairness 
which  does  a  great  deal  of  harm  and 
against  which!  very  warmly  protest.  In 
conclusion,  I  have  only  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary that  he  is  at  this  moment  in  the 
very  same  fool's  paradise  in  which  Mr. 
Forster  was  when  he  came  here  in  the 
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beginning  of  1882  and  congratulated 
himself  and  the  House  upon  the  suocessof 
the  Coercion  Act.  I  was  not  then  in 
the  House,  but  I  take  credit  to  myself 
that  I  never  for  a  moment  believed,  or, 
so  far  as  I  could  help  it,  allowed  others 
to  believe,  that  there  was  any  reason  for 
congratulation.  I  warned  him  that 
there  was  mischief.  Mischief  indeed  there 
was.  Again,  when  Lord  Spencer's  ad- 
ministration had  run  its  course,  when  he 
thought  that  he  had  achieved  some  de- 
gree of  success,  the  moment  came  when 
he,  too,  found  that  he  had  been,  as  Mr. 
Forster  had  been,  and  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  is,  in  a  fool's  paradise. 
Lord  Spencer  found  the  waters  rising  up 
to  his  chin— those  I  think  are  his  own 
words — the  waters  of  disaffection,  tur- 
bulence, and  trouble.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  see  for  himself  he 
would  find  out  that  his  officials  are  tell- 
ing him  what  they  believe — what  it  is 
their  professional  interest  to  believe — 
but  what  he  may  depend  upon  it,  as  the 
months  roll  by,  he  will  find  to  be  un- 
trustworthy and  insecure,  and  which  he 
will  find  the  people  of  this  country  will 
not  much  longer  endure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jfr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBES8. 

LoHD  EANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  at  this 
hour  of  the  night  (12.65)  I  will  be  as 
brief  as  the  subject  can  possibly  admit 
of.  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
to  which  my  Motion  refers,  administers, 
to  a  large  extent,  the  municipal  affairs 
of  an  area  comprising  122  square  miles, 
and  that  area  is  inhabited  by  a  popula- 
tion numbering  over  4,000,000 ;  it  has  a 
rateable  value  of  over  £30,000,000;  it 
raises  for  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  that  area  a  yearly  income  of  over 
£1,700,000,  and  it  is  responsible  for  a 
gross  debt  of  £27,000,000,  and  for  a  net 
debt  of  £17,000,000.  I  shall  not  be 
exaggerating  if  I  say  there'  are  many 
independent  Sovereign  States  in  Europe 
who  would  envy  the  dignity  of  those 
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administrative  proportions.    And  I  shall 
be  equally  in  agreement  with  the  House 
when  I  assert  that  it  is  perfectly  obvious, 
even  to  the  most  warpeid  and  prejudiced 
intelligence,  that  a  body  administering 
affairs  so  large  is  bound  to  possess,  if  it 
is  to  be  efficient,  the  most  entire  public 
confidence  which  can  well  be  imagined. 
If  it  does  not  possess  that  confidence,  and 
that  large  amount  of  public  confidence,  it 
will  be  inefljoient,  and  it  cannot  in  the 
nature  of  things  perform  its  duty  as  it 
ought  to  do  with  respect  to  the  people  it 
is  supposed  to  proyiae  for.    That  is  my 
first  proposition,  which  I  do  not  think 
anyone  will  controvert.   My  second  pro- 
position is,  and  no  one  will  controvert  it 
— although  there  are  several  respected 
members  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  in  this  House— my  second  pro- 
position   is  that  the    Board  does  not 
possess  that  public  confidence.     On  the 
contrary — for  reasons  which  I  do  not 
'  care  now  to  examine — there  has  been  a 
growing  diminution  of  public  confidence 
in  the  Board  of  Works  amongst  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Metropolis.   The  Board 
has  altogether  fallen  upon  evil  times, 
and  the  great  services  the  Board   of 
Works   has    undoubtedly  rendered   to 
London  in  the  way  of  great  Metropolitan 
improToments  has  been  to  a  large  extent 
forgotten.    The  vast  body  of  opinion  in 
the  Metropolis  and  outside  has  ceased 
to  look  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  with  that  confidence  which  I 
venture  to  assert  is  essential   to  the 
efficient  performance  of  its  duties.  Now, 
I  do  not  want  the  House  to  suppose  for 
a  moment  I  make  myself  any  party 
whatever  to  the  allegations  which  nave 
been  made  against  the  honour  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  as  a  body. 
I  do  not.    But  I  cannot  blind  myself  to 
the  faot  that  allegations  of  a  serious 
character  have  been  made  against  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ;  against 
their  character  for  incorruptibility,  and 
against  their  character  for   provident 
management  of  the   vast  funds  which 
they    administer.      These    allegations 
have  been  made  from  many  quarters, 
and  these  allegations  do  not  stand  alto- 
gether by  themselves.  These  allegations 
had  been  supported  by  public  opinion  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  the  ground  on  which 
I  base  my  Motion  to-night  is  not  that 
the  allegations    have    been    made  by 
newspapers  and  individuals ;  the  founda* 
tion  for  the  Motion  which  I  make  to  the 


House  is  that  these  allegations  have  been 
given  force  to  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  itself. 
Now,  Sir,  let  me  for  a  moment  sum- 
marize what  these  allegations  are.  I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  extract  them 
from  the  various  quarters  from  which 
they  have  emanated.  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  alleged  that  members  of  the  Board 
and  officers  of  the  Board  have  been  in- 
terested in  syndicates  or  companies 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  speculating 
in  property  required  for  the  public  use, 
and  have  gained  advantages  by  buying  or 
leasing  property  from  the  Board  through 
privileged  channels.  It  is  alleged, 
further,  that  architects  hold  seats  at  the 
Board,  and  sit  in  judgment  upon  appli- 
cations for. building  sites,  being  at  the 
same  time  in  the  paid  service  of  the 
applicants.  It  is  alleged  that  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  was  the  architect  for 
the  Pavilion  Music  Hall ;  he  was  only 
nominally  the  architect  in  order  to  get 
the  plans  through,  there  being  associated 
with  him  a  private  architect  who  did  the 
work  and  drew  the  fees.  I  make  my- 
self no  party  to  the  allegations  I  have 
now  read ;  but  as  to  the  latter  allega- 
tion, I  believe  it  is  the  faot  that  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board,  an  architect,  signed 
the  plans  for  the  Pavilion  Music  Hall 
and  tho  Hotel  MStropole  in  the 
Northumberland  Avenue.  Now,  it 
is  further  alleged  that  a  member 
of  the  Board  was  architect  of  the 
Grand  Hotel,  another  great  hotel 
in  Northumberland  Avenue,  and  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  Queen  Yictoria 
Street  buildings.  It  is  further  aJleged 
that  members  of  the  Board  engaged  out- 
side in  professional  duties  used  their 
personal  influence  inside  the  Board  in 
favour  of  schemes  submitted  to  the 
Board  in  which  they  were  professionally 
interested.  It  has  been  aUeged,  and  it 
is  a  general  allegation  which  is  part  of 
the  former,  that  the  letting  of  Board 
land  has  been  in  the  hands  of  a  clique 
which  has  been  glided  by  interested 
and  personal  motives.  But,  Sir,  these 
are  the  allegations  against  the  Board, 
and  I  make  no  scruple  in  admitting  that 
these  allegations  have  been  made  by  a 
newspaper— mainly  by  a  newspaper — 
of  no  insignificant  circulation,  and  I  am 
told  of  no  inconsiderable  authority,  The 
Financial  N$w%.  That  paper  has  gener- 
ally summarized  the  public  opinion  which 
ia  either  hostile  to  or  suspicious  of  tho 
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Board  of  Works,  and  has  made  itself  the 
main  channel  of  public  accusation 
against  the  Board  of  Works.  But  there 
are  other  allegations  of  serious  import 
also.  It  is  undoubtedly  alleged,  and  I 
believe  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
primd  faeie  evidence  in  support  of  the 
allegation,  that  members  of  the  Board 
have  owned  newspapers  or  have  main- 
tained newspapers  —  have  run  news- 
papers, relying  mainly  for  the  support 
of  those  newspapers  upon  the  advertise- 
ments it  was  necessary  for  the  Board  of 
Works  to  insert  in  newspapers  in  pur- 
suance of  their  business.  And  I  came 
across  an  article  the  other  day  in  a  news- 
paper which  I  hope  will  not  excite  de- 
rision in  the  House,  as  I  believe  it  is  a 
newspaper  of  influence  amongst  the 
Nonconformist  Body,  which  contained  a 
very  remarkable  statement.  The  paper 
is  called  Th$  Chrutian  Commonweaith^  and 
on  the  21st  of  July,  1887,  this  paper 
stated  that  the  Board  of  Works  is  the 
most  corrupt  public  body  in  London,  that 
it  is  quite  notorious  amongst  architects 
and  builders  that  officials  of  the  Board 
had  been  bribed.  The  paper  states  that 
it  made  the  same  accusation  two  years 
ago,  giving  names,  giving  facts,  and  it 
goes  on  to  state  that  the  proprietors  were 
Uireatened  with  an  action  for  libel  unless 
they  withdrew  or  apologized  for  the 
charges  they  had  made,  but  that  they 
declined  either  to  withdraw  the  charge 
or  to  apologize  for  having  made  them. 
No  action  was  brought  against  the 
paper.  Well,  Sir,  these  are  the  allega- 
tions, and,  as  I  said  before,  they  are  un- 
doubtedly allegations  of  a  vague  and 
general  character,  of  an  indefinite 
character.  If  they  rested  on  the 
authority  of  newspapers  alone  or  upon 
the  authority  of  irresponsible  individuals, 
I  do  not  think  anyone  would  dream  of 
asking  the  House  of  Commons  to  ap- 
point a  Soyal  Commission,  and  especially 
one  armed  with  the  po livers  I  propose  to 
investigate  them ;  but  these  allegations 
derive  their  force,  and  their  strength, 
and  their  disagreeable  appearance 
mainly  from  the  conduct  of  the  Board 
as  a  whole,  and  the  statements  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  made  publicly  at  the 
meetings  of  the  Board.  Now  I  will  first 
of  all  read  to  the  House  statements  of 
members  of  the  Board.  At  a  meeting  of 
the  Board  held  on  the  30th  of  July  last 
year,  the  senior  member  of  the  Board — 
Mr.  Biohaids — a  man,  I  believe,  above 
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all  suspicion  of  any  sort  or  kind — a  man 
of  most  honourable  character,  stated 
publicly  that  a  Boyal  Commission  was 
necessary,  as  in  the  Board's  own 
minutes  a  record  appeared  to  the  effect 
that  some  of  the  members  had  made 
themselves  very  busy  about  sites.  Mr. 
Laurence,  a  member  of  equally  high 
character  but  not  of  such  long  standing 
on  the  Board,  made  a  statement  of  im- 
mense importance  at  a  Board  meeting. 
He  said  the  Estate  Office  was  corrupt 
from  top  to  bottom.  Now,  that  state- 
ment, I  believe,  he  made  first  in  a 
different  form.  He  said  the  Board  was 
corrupt  from  top  to  bottom,  and  that 
was  naturally  objected  to.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  called  upon  Mr. 
Laurence  to  withdraw  the  statement, 
and  he  said  he  had  used  the  word  Board 
by  mistake,  what  he  meant  was  the 
Estate  Office.  He  said  the  Estate  Office 
was  corrupt  from  top  to  bottom,  and  ttiat 
statement  passed  without  contradiction. 
According  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board  that  modification  of  the  accusation 
was  accepted  and' no  protest  was  made 
against  it.  At  the  same  meeting  Mr. 
Williams,  another  member  of  the  Board, 
stated  publicly  that  he  had  been  in-* 
formed  that  a  man  had  bought  a  par- 
ticular piece  oi  land,  and  had  made  a 
profit  of  £400  out  of  it.  No  one  con- 
tested the  statement ;  no  one  thought  fit 
to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  it.  Well, 
then,  we  come  to  a  very  odd  story  in 
connection  with  a  gentleman  of  the  name 
of  Bobertson,  Di^rict  Surveyor  to  the 
Board.  His  conduct  in  connection  with 
the  Pavilion  Music  Hall  was  brought 
before  the  Board,  and  he  stated  before  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  that  a  certain  Mr. 
Walker,  who  is  a  District  Surveyor,  and 
therefore  a  man  in  a  position  to  know 
a  good  deal — had  imputed  that  he,  Mr. 
Bobertson,  had  received  £6,000  from 
the  Colonial  Institute,  and  that  he  had 
settled  £30,000  on  his  wife.  Mr. 
Eobertson  and  Mr.  Walker  were  sum- 
moned before  the  Board,  and  Mr. 
Walker  denied  that  he  had  made  the 
statement ;  but  Mr.  Robertson  informed 
the  Chairman  publicly  that  he  could  tell 
him  the  name  of  a  member  of  the  Board 
who  had  told  him  Mr.  Walker  had 
made  the  statement.  The  Board  did 
not  press  the  matter  further.  Well, 
now  I  come  to  another  very  serious 
statement,  not  made  by  a  member  of 
the  Board,  but  made  by  a  Metropolitan 
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Member  of  Parliament,  who  sits  near 
me — the  hon.  Gkntleman  the  Member 
for  the  Uzbridge  Division  of  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Dizon-Hartland),  who  went  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
•  Matthews)  on  a  deputation  with  regard 
to  London  theatres.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  publicly — and  his  words  were  re* 
ported  in  The  Daily  Telegraph  of  the  1 6th  of 
December  last—that  some  of  the  officials 
of  the  Board  applied  to  the  theatrical 
managers  for  free  tickets,  pointing  out 
that  li  they  did  not  get  what  they 
wanted  they  had  power  of  inspection. 

Mb.   WEBSTER  (St.  Panoras,  E.): 
What  is  the  date  ? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL : 
The  16th  of  December,  1887.    I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  rights  or  the 
wrongs  of    that  statement;    but  that 
statement  was  publicly  made  and  re- 
ported in  all  the  Metropolitan  news- 
papers.   It  has  never  be&n  noticed  by 
the  Board ;  and  no  effort  has  been  made 
to  disprove  it.    I  have  given  the  House 
the  general  allegations  which  are  made 
affainst  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
Now,  if  the  House  will  bear  with  me,  I 
will  endeayour  to  bring  before  it  the 
force  which  attaches  to  these  statements 
from  the  conduct  of  the  Board  itself. 
The  conduct  of  the  Board  itself  must  be 
examined  from  two  points  of  view.    It 
must  be  examined  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  manner  in  which  it  dealt 
with  certain  specific  charges  against  in- 
dividuals;   and  it  must  be  examined 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  manner 
in   which  it  dealt  with  regard  to  the 
motion  made,  by  member  after  member, 
in  favour  of  a  public  and  independent 
inquiry.   There  were  two  distinct  charges 
against  officers  of  the  Board,  which  were 
examined  into  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.    The  first  was  a  charge  which 
arose,  in  1885,  against  Mr.  Bobertson, 
who  was  Assistant  Surveyor  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  who,  I  believe,  was  the 
principal  and  the  most  active  officer  of  the 
Estate  Committee.    Mr.  Eobertson  was 
charged  with  having  used  his  position  for 
the  purpose  of  making  money  for  himself 
out  of  the  leasing  of  sites  belonging  to  the 
Board  of  Works.    I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  case  of  Mr.  Robertson ;  it  is  a 
very  long  case,  and  would  take  up  too 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House;   but 
the  House  can  judge  of  the  nature  of 
the  case  of  tb^  Board  of  Works  with 


regard  to  it.  The  Board  of  Works 
thought  the  charge  so  serious  that  it 
appointed  a  special  committee  to  inquire 
into  it.  I  may  mention  that  the  action 
of  Mr.  Bobertson  involved  the  Board  in 
a  charge  of  having  improvidently  dis* 
posed  of  the  property  of  the  public.  The 
Board  leased  a  very  valuable  site  of  land 
— ^I  think  it  was  the  Piccadilly  Oirous — 
to  a  Mr.  Yilliers,  who  had  been  owner 
of  tho  London  Pavilion.  The  Board 
leased  this  site  for  a  rent  of  £8,000 
a-year,  with  a  premium  of  £15,000  paid 
down.  It  was  not  denied  that  at  the 
time  an  offer  of  a  rent  of  £4,000  a-year 
was  made  to  the  Board. 

Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) :  The  offer  was  not  made  at 
the  same  time. 

Lobd  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL  : 
I  know  my  hon.  Friend  is  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  affairs  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  well  informed. 

Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON :  As  the 
offer  was  made  through  me,  I  think 
the  noble  Lord  has  been  wrongly  in- 
formed. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL  : 
Though  made  subsequently  to  the  offer 
of  £8,000  a-year, .  an  offer  of  £4,000 
a-year  was  made. 

Mb.  WEBSTER :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
if  the  hon.  Oentleman,  who  was  a  party 
to  the  transaction,  knows  that  the  noble 
Lord  is  making  an  inaccurate  state- 
ment, he  is  not  in  Order  in  stating  that 
the  noble  Lord's  statement  is  inaccu- 
rate 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  noble  Lord  is 
in  possession  of  the  House ;  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  does  not  give  way,  he  is  en- 
titled to  continue  his  remarks. 

Lobd  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL : 
I  was  very  careful  in  making  this  state- 
ment ;  and  I  felt  that  my  information 
was  above  all  suspicion.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is,  this  property  was  let  for 
£3,000  a-year  with  a  premium  of 
£15,000  paid  down  by  Mr.  Yilliers. 
Before  the  contract  was  signed  an  offer 
of  £4,000  a-year  was  made  for  the  same 
property;  but  it  was  not  considered. 
The  Board  thought  they  ought  to  stand 
by  their  word.  But  there  is  this  also 
very  awkward  fact  as  regards  the  charge 
of  improvident  dealing  with  the  property 
of  the  public,  that  within  a  year  this  very 
property  was  sold  by  the  lessee  to  a 
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Joint  Stock  Oompany  for  £1 15,000  and 
£6,000  in  debentures  of  the  Oompany. 
If  we  take  that  as  the  yalue  of  the  pro« 
perty,  we  cannot  acquit  the  Board  of 
hayina^  made  an  uncommonly  bad  bar- 
gain for  the  public.  Quite  apart  from 
the  question  of  whether  the  Board  made 
a  good  bargain  or  not.  we  have  the  case 
of  BCr.  Bobertson,  who  is  accused  of 
haying  deriyed  advantage  for  himself 
and  relatives  out  of  the  transaction. 
What  was  the  result  of  the  Special 
Oommittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
matter?  The  Beport  which  the  Oom- 
mittee submitted  to  the  Board  was  to 
the  effect  that  Mr.  Robertson  had  been 
injudicious  in  allowing  relations  to  be- 
come tenants  of  the  Board  without  in- 
forming the  Board;  but  they  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  worthy  of 
more  censure.  The  Report  of  the  Oom- 
mittee was  brought  up  to  the  Board ; 
but  it  did  not  satisfy  the  general  feeling 
of  the  Board,  and  an  amendment  was 
moved  to  dismiss  Mr.  Robertson.  That 
amendment  was  lost  by  25  to  19,  upon 
which  another  amendment  was  moved  to 
this  effect — 

"That  the  Board  is  of  opinion  that  none  of 
its  officers  should  be  interested  in  a  financial 
sense  in  dealings  with  the  Board's  property. 
Considering  that  Mr.  Robertson  admitted  finan- 
cial connection  with  his  brother  under  the 
assumed  name  of  Gray  in  such  a  dealing,  and 
considering  the  unauthorized  substitution  of 
one  of  his  brothers  for  Mr.  Foster,  a  tenant 
appointed  by  the  Board,  the  Board  consider 
such  conduct  is  most  improper  and  deserring  of 
censure." 

The  Board,  as  a  whole,  considered  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Robertson  worthy  of 
censure.  At  the  same  time,  they  would 
not  dismiss  Mr.  Robertson,  who  had 
been  liable  to  the  charges  set  forth.  Very 
well,  this  censtire  was  passed,  apparently 
rather  hastily  and  without  notice,  and 
there  was  considerable  doubt  as  to  whe- 
ther it  should  be  confirmed  by  the  Board 
or  not.  After  repeated  delays  the  cen- 
sure was  confirmed  on  the  1 1th  of  No- 
vember, 1887,  and  on  the  18th  Mr. 
Robertson  was  removed  from  his  de- 
partment. He  was  considered  to  be  no 
longer  worthy  to  entrust  with  the  deal- 
ings  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works ;  but  from  that  date  to  this  date 
—the  16th  of  February,  1888— the 
position  of  Mr.  Robertson  has  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Board, 
and  he  has  been  in  the  enjoyment  of  a 
holiday  on  full  pay.    The  fact  remains. 

Lord  Randolph  Ohmrchill 


that  there  is  now  in  the  employment  of 
the  Board  of  Works  a  man  who  has 
been  censured  twice — formally  censured 
by  the  Board  for  dealings  with  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Board,  which,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  were  of  a  grossly  improper 
character.  That  is  the  first  case,  ana  it 
is  undoubtedly  the  fact  that  there  is  an 
impression  in  the  public  mind  that  Mr. 
Rooertson's  influence  is  so  great  with 
many  members  of  the  Board  that  the 
Board  dare  not  dismiss  him.  It  is  be- 
lieved there  is  a  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Board  that  if  he  were  dismissed, 
and  if,  therefore,  his  tongue  were  un- 
loosed or  freed  from  all  official  responsi- 
bility in  connection  with  the  Board,  he 
would  make  disclosures  which  might  be 
very  unpleasant.  It  is  certainly  clear, 
and  admitted,  that  great  efforts  were 
made  by  the  Board  to  prevent  such  ac- 
tion being  taken  in  respect  to  Mr. 
Robertson  which  would  have  imme- 
diately been  taken  by  aoy  private  com- 
mercial concern.  Those  efforts  have,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  been  sacceasful. 
There  was  one  more  case  which  at- 
tracted, if  possible,  more  public  atten- 
tion, and  that  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Hebb, 
who  was  Assistant  Architect  to  the  Board. 
This  was  called  ''  The  Theatre  Scandal." 
Mr.  Hebb,  the  Assistant  Architect  to  the 
Board,  wrote  to  Mr.  Augustus  Harris, 
of  the  Drury  Lane  Theatre,  asking  for 
tickets  for  private  boxes  or  stalls,  and 
the  letter  was  published  in  the  columns 
of  a  daily  paper.  This  does  not  seem, 
at  first  sight,  a  very  important  matter ; 
but  it  is,  nevertheless,  a  matter  of  great 
importance.  Mr.  Hebb's  duty  was  to 
look  after  the  theatres  in  the  Metro- 
polis, so  far  as  the  Board  was  concerned ; 
he  had  to  see  that  the  theatres  were  in 
a  state  consistent  with  public  safety. 
He  could  make  reports  which  might  in- 
duce the  Board  to  call  upon  managers 
of  theatres  to  undertake  certain  expen- 
diture, and  Mr.  Hebb,  holding  such  a 
position,  thought  it  consistent  with  his 
position  to  apply  to  the  manager  of 
Drury  Lane  Theatre  for  tickets  for 
private  boxes  for  himself  and  his  friends. 
It  has  also  been  alleged — and  not  de- 
nied— that  members  of  the  Board  used 
to  apply  for  boxes  and  stalls  at  the 
theatre.  Well,  now,  the  Board  thought 
this  was  a  very  serious  charge,  as  in- 
deed  it  was,  and  they  appointed  a  com- 
mittee, as  they  did  in  the  case  of  Mr> 
Robertson,  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 
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The  committee  of  the  whole  Board  re- 
commended that  Mr.  Hebb  be  called 
upon  to  resign.  It  was  a  much  stronger 
committee,  and  a  much  more  intelligent 
committee  —  I    should    say    than    the 
one  which  dealt  with  Mr.  Bobertson — 
'  and  they  recommended  that  Mr.  Hebb 
should  be  called  upon  to  resign.    That 
was  on  the  16th  of  December,   1887. 
No  decision  was  come  to  upon  this  re- 
commendation,  and  the    meeting  was 
adjourned  over   the  Ohristmas  recess. 
On  the  20th  of  January  another  report 
was  brought  up,  stating  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee-— now,  mark 
this,  a  change  had  come  over  the  spirit 
of  the  dream  of  the  committee — having 
in  December  declared  that  Mr.  Hebb 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  resign,  in 
January  they  said  that  the  justice  of 
the  case  would  be  met  by  the  Board  ex- 
pressing  their    condemnation    of    Mr. 
Hebb's  conduct,  and  prohibiting  such 
practices  in  the  future  upon  the  pain  of 
instant  dismissal.    There  is  a  marked 
difference  between  calling  on  a  man  to 
resign  and  allowing  a  man  to  remain 
on,  contenting  themselves  with  a  cen- 
sure.    But  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Knutsford  Division  (Mr. 
Tatton  Egerton)  was  extremely  dissatis- 
fied with  the  latter  view  of  the  com- 
mittee,  and  he  moved  an  amendment 
to  remove  Mr.  Hebb  from  the  supervi- 
sion of  the  theatres,  an  extremely  good 
amendment.    My  hon.  Friend  was  de- 
feated upon  a  division,  25  voting  for  his 
amendment  and  25  voting  against  it, 
the  noble  Ohairman  (Lord  Maghera- 
mome)  declining  to  vote.    There  were 
equal  votes,  and  therefore  the  amend- 
ment was  defeated,  and   the  original 
motion,  which  declared  that  the  justice 
of  the  case  would  be  met  by  a  censure, 
was  carried  by  25  votes  to  17.    I  am 
informed  that  since  their  decision  Mr. 
Hebb  has  been  relieved  of  this  parti- 
calar  branch  of  his  duty — namely,  the 
ettperintendence  of  theatres.    But  the 
fact  remains  that  Mr.  Hebb,  who  it  is 
admitted  has  grossly  misused  his  official 
position,  remains,  like  Mr.  Robertson, 
in  the  employment  of  the  Hoard.  These 
are  two  important  cases,  and  they  refer 
to  yery  important  officials  of  the  Board, 
and    1   cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
House  will  be  of  opinion  that  it  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  does  not  command  the 
public  confidence.     Now  I  come  to  the 
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last  matter  which  I  have  to  bring  before 
the  House,  and  which,  I  think,  is  cer- 
tainly the  most  important  of  all,  and 
that  is  the  action  of  the  Board  with 
regard  to  the  motion  made  at  the 
Board  meetings  in  favour  of  a  public 
and  independent  inquiry.  I  do  not 
wish  to  blame  the  Board  for  the  attitude 
they  have  taken  up.  They  are,  no 
doubt,  a  body  of  hign  public  spirit,  who 
are  conscious  of  having  rendered  great 
service  to  the  Metropolitan  public,  and 
it  is  natural  they  should  be  most  un- 
willing to  commit  themselves  to  any- 
thing which  might  be  supposed  by  the 
public  to  condemn  themselves.  The 
resolutions  of  the  Board  with  regard  to 
the  necessity  of  a  public  inquiry  show 
plainly  how  easy  is  the  feeling  of  the 
Board  in  respect  to  these  charges.  On 
the  29th  of  July,  1887,  after  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hobertson,  and  before  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hebb,  Mr.  Fardell— a  member  of 
the  Board— moved  that  the  Government 
be  requested  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
inquire  as  to  the  charges  made  against 
members  and  officials  of  the  Board  with 
reference  to  the  sale  of  certain  lands. 
This  was  lost  on  a  division  by  one  vote 
— 17  voting  against  it  and  16  for  it. 
However,  the  majority  of  the  Board 
thought  they  ought  to  do  'something 
themselves,  and  they  appointed  a  specif 
committee  of  their  own  body  to  inquire 
as  to  the  truth  of  certain  statements  in 
the  newspapers  against  officials  and 
members  of  the  Board  with  reference 
to  the  sale  of  land  other  than  by  public 
auction.  Well,  that  committee  came  to 
an  abrupt  and  unsatisfactory  conclusion. 
The  members  of  the  Board  who  formed 
the  committee  found  that  no  evidence 
was  brought  before  them.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  was,  people  declined  to  give 
evidence,  and  the  committee  had  no 
power  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath. 
Although  the  committee  inquired,  and 
although  no  evidence  was  laid  before  it 
such  as  the  Board  considered  injured  its 
character  or  the  characters  of  its  officers, 
the  Board  could  not  feel  quite  happy  in 
its  mind.  Mr.  Fardell  again  proposed  to 
take  steps  to  secure  an  independent  public 
inquiry  into  the  charges  of  irregularity 
preferred  against  the  Board,  and  to 
communicate  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  for  that 
purpose.  That  motion  was  not  pressed 
to  a  division.  The  mover  was  afraid  to 
proceed  with  it,  and  the  opponents  were 
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afraid  to  oppose  it.    A  oompromise  was 

proposed,  and  an  amendment  was  moved 

ia  the  following  terms : — 

<'  Inasmuch  as  nnmerons  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  are  of  opinion,  and  on  their  part  desire, 
that  a  public  inquiry  should  be  instituted  into  the 
charges  made  against  the  Board  and  its  officials, 
a  communication  be  addressed  to  the  Home 
Secretary  informing  him  that  the  Board  will 
give  every  assistance  if  such  an  inquiry  be 
instituted." 

That  was  agreed  to,  and  such  a  com- 
munication was  addressed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary ; 
but  I  am  informed  that  up  to  this 
date  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  been  able  to  give  any  answer 
to  it.  I  hope  the  House  sees  my 
point — namely,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Board  itself  with  regard  to  resolu- 
tions affirming  the  desirability  of  a 
public  inquiry  shows  plainly  that  an 
inquiry  is  absolutely  necessary.  If  the 
House  bears  in  mind  what  the  conduct 
of  the  Board  has  been  and  recollects 
also  the  general  allegations  against  the 
Board,  allegations  made  by  individuals 
of  the  public,  by  members  of  Vestries  at 
Yestry  meetings,  and  by  the  Metropoli- 
tan Press  as  a  whole,  I  think  it  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  is  needed.  I  can  understand 
that  there  are  some  hon.  Members  who 
will  think  a  Parliamentary  Committee 
preferable  to  a  Hoyal  Commission.  I 
think  a  Parliamentary  Committee  has 
many  advantages,  but  there  is  this  great 
disadvantage  about  such  a  Committee^- 
that  owing  to  its  composition,  and  to  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons,  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  cannot  pre- 
vent itself  from  being  more  or  less  of  a 
Party  character.  I  think  it  would  be 
most  dangerous  to  the  interests  involved 
in  connection  with  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  most  dangerous  to 
London  government,  if  the  Mouse  of 
Commons  gave  a  shadow  of  encourage- 
ment to  the  introduction  of  Party  spirit 
into  this  matter.  There  is  this  also  to 
be  said — that  a  Committee  is  rather 
irregular  in  its  sittings.  Its  attendance 
is  fairly  good;  some  hon.  Members 
attend  one  day  and  some  another ;  and 
a  Committee  may  be  always  brought  to 
a  conclusion  by  the  termination  of  the 
Session,  or  the  termination  of  a  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  that  from  every  point  of 
view,  if  the  House  comes  to  the  con- 
clusion that  an  inquiry  ought  to  be  held 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


into  these  matters,  a  Boyal  Commissioa 
composed  of  eminent  men,  beyond  all 
possibility  of  being  suspected  of  any 
Party  feeling,   would  be  a  preferable 
body  to  a  Parliamentary    Ck>nunittee. 
Well,  Sir,  I  feel  I  have  detained  the 
House  too  long.    Parliament  owes  a 
p:reat  duty  to  the  people  of  London. 
The  people  of  London  have  no  muni- 
cipal institutions  in  the  sense  that  other 
towns  in  the  country  have — therefore 
Parliament  has  a  peculiar  and  special 
duty  with   regard    to    the    people    of 
London.     The  people  of  London  unani- 
mously demand  this  inquiry.     There  is 
not  a  single  Metropolitan  Member  who 
will  get  up  and  oppose  the  inquiry ;  but 
the  enormous  majority  of  Metropolitan 
Members  are  in  favour  of  it.    The  entire 
Metropolitan  Press  clamour  for  it,  and 
on  such  a  subject  the  opinion  of  the 
Metropolitan  Press  has  great  weight. 
Twenty  Local  Bodies  and  Vestries,  re- 
presenting   a   rateable    value  of  over 
£16,000,000    out  of   the  £30,000,000 
which  is  the  rateable  value  of  the  whole 
area    governed    by    the    Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  have  either  petitioned 
Parliament,  or  have  passed  resolutiona. 
or  have  written  letters  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  insisting  upon  and  demanding  in- 
quiry. In  these  circumstances  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  Government  have 
really  only  one  duty  to  perform,  and 
that  is  to  grant  an  independent  publio 
inquiry;    and  to  be  certain  that   the 
inquiry  which  they  grant  shall  be  a 
hondfide  one^a  genuine  one — shall  be 
animated  by  no  other  desire  than  to  get 
at  the  truth.    That  is  the  plain  duty  of 
Parliament,  and  I  venture  to  think  there 
is  no  other  duty  to  perform.    Of  oonrsey 
if  the  Motion  is  acceded  to,  the  duty  will 
rest  upon  the  Government  of  presain^ 
whatever  legislation  may  be  neoeeaary 
to  empower  the  Boyal  Commission  to 
do  its  duty  efficiently.    I  beg  to  move — 

**That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
the  Crown,  praying  that  a  Royal  GommiSBOiiy 
empowered  by  statute  to  take  evidence  on  oath, 
to  compel  attendance  of  witnesses,  to  gimnt 
certificates  of  indemnity  to  witnesses  in  sacli 
cases  as  may  be  desirable  and  proper,  and  to 
call  for  all  necessary  records  and  dooumecitB, 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon. 
the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  into  the  irregularities  which  aro 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  connection 
therewith." 

Mb.   SPEAKER:   I  think  a  slight 
alteration  in  the  form  of  the  Besolulion 
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ia  neoesaary  in  order  to  give  effloienoy 
to  the  Boyal  Commisuoiiy  and  to  enable 
it  to  carry  out  its  duty.  A  better  form 
would  be — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Royal  Commission 
bo  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  to  report  upon 
the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  into  the  irregiUarities  whioh  are 
alleged  to  have  taken  {3ace  in  oonnection 
therewith,  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this 
House  will  oonour  in  empowering  suoh  Com- 
miasiott  to  take  evidenoe  on  oath,  to  compel 
attendance  of  witnesses,  and  to  call  for  all 
necessary  records  and  documents." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL : 
If  you  will  allow  me,  Sir,  I  will  move 
the  Motion  in  the  form  you  have  sug- 
ffested 

Mb.'  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uzbridge)  seconded  the  Motion. 
There  was,  he  said,  no  doubt  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  lost 
the  confidence  of  its  constituents,  and 
had,  in  the  words  of  one  of  their  own 
committee,  ''  given  rise  in  the  mind  of 
the  public  to  grave  suspicion  and  mis- 
trust of  the  administration."  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill)  had 
quoted  from  the  statements  of  many 
members  of  the  Board  and  others  as  to 
the  state  of  affairs ;  but,  with  reference 
to  the  Pavilion  or  Robertson  case,  he 
had  omitted  to  state  the  large  sum — he 
believed  over  £70,000 — the  Board  paid 
the  lessee  for  his  old  lease  before  gprant- 
ing  him  the  new  one  at  so  inadequate  a 
sum.  He  thought  it  would  be  of  the 
greatest  advantage  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  itself  that  a  Royal  Commission 
should  be  allowed  to  sit,  for  it  would 
enable  that  body  to  show  that  it  was  not 
guilty  of  the  scandals  imputed  to  it.  It 
was  said  that  the  Board  could  not  deal 
with  its  own  officials,  and  in  endeavour- 
ing to  whitewash  them,  had  taken  their 
place  at  the  bar  of  public  opinion  to 
answer  the  heavy  indictment  that  had 
so  long  been  accumulating  affainst  them, 
and  therefore  the  sooner  the  Oommis- 
sion  sat  the  better. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  that  She 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
and  into  the  irregularities  which  are  alleged  to 
hare  taken  place  in  connection  therewith,  and 
to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  wiU 
concur  in  empowering  such  Commission  to  take 


evidenoe  on  oath,  to  compel  attendance  of  wit- 
nessea,  to  grant  certificates  of  indemnity  to 
witnesses  in  such  cases  as  may  be  desirable  and 

S roper,  and  to  call  for  all  necessary  records  and 
ocuments.">-(Xor<;  Randolph  ChurthUh) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  that 
in  a  very  few  words  he  wished  to  state 
the  attitude  the  Government  proposed 
to  take  in  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the 
nohle  Lord.  In  one  sentence  he  would 
say  that  the  Qovernment  assented  to  the 
Motion ;  but  he  would  acoompanj  that 
assent  with  one  word  of  caution.  This 
Royal  Oommission  was  a  tremendous 
engine  to  set  in  motion,  and  one  which  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  hesitate  to  set 
in  motion  merely  on  newspaper  charges, 
or  charges  in  the  mouths  of  the  public 
which  had  not  yet  assumed  any  shape 
of  proof  in  the  form  of  a  civil  action. 
If  precedents  were  looked  into,  he  be- 
lieved that  something  more  than  mere 
rumour  was  necessary  to  justify  the 
assent  of  the  Government  to  an  inquiry 
of  this  kind.  He  had,  however,  received 
communications  from  27  Vestries— all 
the  Yestries,  he  thought — from  Boards  of 
Works,  and  different  Governing  Bodies 
of  London,  all  praying  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  held.  That,  perhaps,  might 
not  be  sufficient ;  but  he  had  two  com- 
munications from  the  Metropolitan 
Board  itself  on  the  subject.  In  the  first, 
they  stated  that  they  had  received 
numerous  resolutions  from  local  Ves- 
tries in  favour  of  the  institution  of  an 
inquiry ;  and  that  if  an  inquiry  were  in- 
stituted, and  the  Government  would 
communicate  with  them,  they  would 
render  every  assistance  in  their  power. 
That  was  not  inviting  an  inquiry,  but 
informing  him  that  they  would  be 
willing  to  assist  him  if  an  inquiry  were 
held.  Yesterday,  however,  he  received 
a  further  communication  from,  he 
believed,  the  Chairman  of  the  Inquiry 
Committee,  which  was  too  long  to  read 
in  full,  but  in  whioh  the  writer  stated 
that  evidence  had  been  collected,  and 
urged  the  Government  to  assume  the 
respoDsibility  of  institutiug  an  inquiry, 
or  to  give  support  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  when  he  brought 
forward  his  proposal  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission,  with  power  to 
take  evidence  on  oath  and  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  witnesses. 

22 


679         Meiropoliian  Board         (OOUMONS} 


o/Worii. 


680 


Sib  CHAELES  BU88ELL  (Hack- 
ney, S.) :  That  is  Dot  from  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHXJBOHILL : 
That  is  from  the  Chairman  of  an  inde- 
pendent Inquiry  Committee. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said  that,  at  all 
events,  the  Metropolitan  Board  was  an 
assenting  party ;  therefore,  he  thought 
this  formidable  engine  should  be  set  in 
motion.  In  assenting  to  the  Motion,  he 
must  not  be  taken  as  endorsing  the 
charges  made  against  the  Metropolitan 
Board ;  in  fact,  he  trusted  the  result 
would  be  to  exonerate  them. 

Mb.  WEBSTEE  (St.  Fanoras,  E.) 
said,  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion;  but  he  would  like  the 
noble  Lord  to  give  them  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  he 
proposed  to  set  on  foot,  for  he  need 
hardly  remind  him  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  been  the  local  Go- 
verning Body  of  London  since  the  year 
1855 ;  that  of  the  59  members  of  the 
Board  there  were  no  fewer  than  27  who 
had  been  elected  since  1885 ;  and  that  it 
was  previous  to  1885  that  the  circum- 
stances upon  which  the  two  main  charges 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  rested  occurred. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Webster)  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  when  the  circumstances 
occurred,  and  it  would  be  as  easy  for 
him,  or  for  any  other  member  of  the 
Board,  to  defend  the  Board  from  those 
charges  as  it  would  be  for  the  present 
War  Office  to  defend  the  administra- 
tion of  their  Department  from  charges 
brought  ag^nst  it  founded  upon  cir- 
cumstances which  took  place  during  the 
Crimean  War.  The  noble  Lord  might 
be  able  to  point  out  two  or  three  small 
slips  which  might  have  occurred  in  the 
various  depytmente  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  since  1855;  but  that 
two  or  three  small  slips  might  have 
occurred  was  not  to  be  wondered  at 
when  it  was  remembered  that  in  one 
year  alone  the  Board  had  to  decide  on 
something  like  300,000  questions  re- 
specting the  Metropolis.  The  noble  Lord 
had  referred  to  the  lachei  of  two  men 
in  one  department  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  Well,  only  two  days 
ago  it  was  stated  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary in  the  House  that  he  could  not 
be  responsible  for  the  action  of  every 
policeman  in  the  whole  of  the  Metro- 
polis. The  right  hon.  Gentieman  had 
apologized  in  the  House  for  the  fact 


that  a  policeman  had — and  in  this  he 
CM.T,  Webster)  quite  aereed  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  — failed  in  doing 
his  duty  in  a  fit  and  proper  manner. 
Well,  when  it  was  known  tnat  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  had  no  fewer 
than  1,248  officials  at  the  present  time 
responsible  to  them  for  their  action,  it 
would  be  seen  that,  however  careful 
the  present  administrators  of  the  Board 
might  be,  they  mieht  not  always  be 
able  to  prevent  small  slips.  It  was  de- 
sirable, under  the  circumstances,  that 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry  should  be 
known.  Was  it  proposed  to  examine 
and  inquire  into  each  and  every  trans- 
action carried  out  by  the  Board  since 
1855  ?  Were  they  going  through  mil- 
lions— he  might  say  tens  of  millions 
— of  matters  that  the  Board  had  to  do 
with?  Whv,  in  1880  not  a  quarter  of 
the  present  Board  were  members  of  that 
body ;  and  how  could  the  Board,  there- 
fore, be  expected  even  to  know  what  had 
taken  place,  much  less  be  responsible 
for  it?  Certain  statements  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  working  of  the 
Board.  He  could  not  speak  as  to  what 
the  working  had  been  in  the  past,  as  he 
was  only  a  new  member  of  the  body, 
having  sat  on  it  but  a  couple  of  years ; 
but  he  could  say  that  the  Board  now 
did  its  work  in  a  very  efficient  and 
business-like  manner.  There  were  59 
members ;  and  out  of  that  number  from. 
54  to  56  were  constantly  in  the  habit  of 
attending  the  meetings.  The  work  of  a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  was, 
with  the  exception  of  a  very  short  receos 
in  the  autumn,  continuous;  and  they 
were  unable,  therefore,  to  find  time  to 
take  tours,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  and  noble 
Lords  were,  in  Bussia  and  elsewhere. 
He  himself  had  done  his  duty  to  the 
best  of  his  ability,  and  during  the  past 
winter  and  autumn  had  given  from  20 
to  30  hours  per  week  voluntary  service 
in  the  Board's  work.  In  1885  there  had 
been  no  fewer  than  388  meetings — Board 
meetings,  committee  meetings,  and  sub- 
committee meetings.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  from  time  to  time  thrust 
on  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
very  difficult  auties.  They  had  placed 
upon  them  the  responsibility  of  carrying 
out  100  Acts  of  Parliament  relating  to 
drainage,  Thames  floods  prevention. 
Metropolitan  improvements,  parks,  and 
open  spaces.  As  to  the  question  of  parks, 
he  might  state  that  the  Board  had  under 
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its  jurisdiction  and  control  2,300  acres 
of  parks  and  open  spaces,  300  of  which 
had  been  remoyed  from  the  control  of 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  to 
that  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  by  the  Parks  and  Open  Spaces 
Bill  of  last  Session.  As  to  who  was 
the  noble  Lord's  informant  as  to  the 
working  of  the  Board,  no  doubt  it 
was  Mr.  Fardell,  who  was  Chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee  for  two  years. 
From  the  statements  in  the  papers  and  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night  it 
was  no  doubt  this  gentleman  whowassup- 
plying  the  noble  Lord  with  information. 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was,  to 
some  extent,  his  informant,  for  he  had 
seconded  the  motion  for  inquiry  made  at 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  by 
Mr.  Fardell. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  the  noble  Lord 
went  rather  beyond  his  (Mr.  Webster's) 
views  in  seconding  the  Motion.     His 
intention  in  seconding  the  Motion  was 
this.    He   had  stated  pretty  distinctly 
that  he  did  not  think  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  required  inquiring  into 
for  any  laches  on  their  part ;  but  he  had 
been  of  the  same  opinion  as  the  noble 
Lord  that  there  was  a  general  feeling 
in  the  Metropolis  that  after  this  Board 
had  been  in  working  for  33  years,  and 
there  had  been  a  newspaper  published 
apparently  for  no  other  purpose  than  to 
abuse    the    Board,    and  after  yarious 
Yestries  in  the  Metropolis  had  asked  for 
an  inquiry,  an  inquiry  was  desirable  not, 
as  some  would  think,  as  an  attack  upon 
the  Board,  but  rather  for  proving  to  the 
Metropolis  and  to  the  country  the]  ex- 
cellent and  efficient  work  the  Board  had 
done.     The  Board  bad  had  to  take  over 
important  bridges ;   they  had  important 
duties  to  discharge  in  regard  to  the  Fire 
Brigade  of  London,  and  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  cost  of  the  Fire  Brigade  to  the 
inhabitants  of  London  was  only  one- 
ninth  of  the  cost  that  fell  upon  the  in- 
habitants of  New  York.     If  they  were 
to  have  an  inquiry  which  was  to  ramble 
over  all  the  questioDS  which  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  dealt  with 
since  1 855,  tbey  might  go  on  inquiring 
for  the  next  50  jears.    The  Board  had 
to  carry  out  the  various  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment respecting  buildings  in  the  Me- 
tropolis.   They  had  to  make  arrange- 
ments regarding  the  testing  of  gas,  with 
a  view  to  seeing  it  was  of  the  quality 


f^escribed^  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
Laughter.']  Hon.  Oentlemen  opposite 
appeared  to  be  in  a  right  good  humour. 
If  he  were  allowed,  he  would  add  to  their 
amusement  by  stating  various  other 
duties  which  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  had  to  perform.  The  Board  had 
to  look  after  slaughtor-houses,  the  stor- 
age of  petroleum,  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Acts,  and  the  storage  of  ex- 
plosive substances.  The  gentleman  to 
whom  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded  was 
for  two  years  the  Chairman  of  the  Fi- 
nance Committee  of  the  Board.  What 
did  that  gentleman  say  in  bringing  in 
his  report  of  the  Estimate  for  i^e  year 
1887?    Heeaid— 

"  I  also  deeire  to  again  express  my  apprecia- 
tion of  the  admirable  manner  in  whicli  the  books 
and  accounts  are  kept,  as  well  as  my  obligations 
to  the  ofiBcers  who  have  assisted  me  in  dealing 
with  a  somewhat  difficult  and  complex  subject. 

When  the  friend  of  the  noble  Lord  made 
those  observations,  he  was  not  altogether 
in  unison  with  the  noble  Lord  on  all 
points.  For  instance,  he  severely 
criticized  the  speech  the  noble  Lord 
made  when  a  certain  deputation  went 
to  him  asking  for  a  renewal  of  the  Coal 
and  Wine  Dues.  It  was  not  only  the 
noble  Lord  who  was  mistaken  in  regard 
to  matters  in  which  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  to  deal,  but  the 
Treasury  also  laboured  under  the 
wrong  impression.  In  1883  it  was 
stated  by  ike  Treasury  that  the  debt 
of  the  Board  amounted  to  £19,000,000, 
but  at  that  time  it  was  clearly  shown 
that  the  Board's  net  indebtedness  only 
amounted  to  £14,815,000.  The  Trea- 
sury, therefore,  were  misinformed  to  the 
extent  of  between  £4,000,000  and 
£5,000,000  sterling.  There  was  one  fact 
deserving  of  notice ;  it  showed  the  con- 
fidence felt  by  the  mercantile  community 
in  the  work  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  In  1874  the  Board  issued  a 
loan  at  the  rate  of  3^  per  cent.  That 
loan  was  taken  up  at  £94  and  some  odd 
shillings.  In  December  of  last  year  the 
Board  issued  a  loan  at  3  per  cent,  and  it 
was  taken  up  at  £100  and  some  odd 
shillings.  Now  he  did  not  intend  to  dwell 
upon  the  Eobertson  incident|  though  in- 
variably, in  the  course  of  the  discussions 
at  the  Board,  he  voted  with  the  mino- 
rity. He  would,  however,  refer  in  some 
detail  to  the  more  recent  case  of  Mr. 
Hebb.  Whilst  he  voted  with  the  minority 
for  the  instant  dismissal  of  Mr.  Hebb, 
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he   acknowledged    that    subsequently, 
when  he  made  close  inquiry  as  to  the 
work  done  by  Mr.  Hebb  in  regard  to 
theatres,  he  found  that  Mr.  Hebb  had 
done  his   work  in  a  most  strict    and 
honourable  way.     He  voted  for  the  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Hebb,  because  he  con- 
sidered that  official  had  written  letters 
of  an  improper  nature,  because  he  had 
proved  himself  unworthy  of  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Board,  though  he  had  not 
injured  the  business  of  the  Board.     But 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
existence  of  those  letters  was  long  known 
to  a  gentleman  who  had  not  now  a  seat 
in  the    House   of   Commons,    and   to 
another  Gentleman  who    was    now    a 
Member  of  the  House.     The  existence 
of  the  letters  was  known  three  years 
before  they   were  disclosed,   either   to 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  or 
of  tho  Metropolitan  Board   of  Works. 
He  contended    that    when    gentlemen 
heard  of  the  letters  it  was  their  duty  to 
bring  their  existence  to  the  notice  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  but  they  did  not  do 
BO.      They  kept  the  letters    in    their 
pockets  till  it  was  understood  a  Bill  to 
regulate  theatres  in  London  was  to  be 
introduced  by  the    Board  of    Works. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  the  Home  Secre- 
tary state  that  he  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  for  the  protection  of  life   against 
the  danger  of  fire  in  theatres  through- 
out  the  country,  and    he  hoped  that, 
in    conducting    the    Bill    through   the 
House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  forget  the  action  of  certain  mana- 
gers of  theatres  in  keeping   back  the 
fact  that  the  letters  in   question  had 
been   written.       The  work  which  the 
Board  had  to  do  was  of  an  administra- 
tive and  not  a  legislative  character,  and 
he  contended  that  the  Governing  Body 
in    London  was    responsible    for  very 
important  undertakings    directly    con- 
nected with  the  welfare  of  the  Metro- 
polis of  the  Empire.     The  administra- 
tion of  local  government  in  the  Metro- 
polis should  be  the  best  in  the  country, 
and  in  his  belief,  as  far  as  the  Board  of 
Works  was  concerned,  he  was  not  sure 
it  was  not  so  at  present.    He  was  not 
going  to  refer  to  the    fact  that  there 
were  many  towns  in  the  country  whose 
rates  were  very  much  higher  than  were 
those  which  prevailed  in  London,  and 
that  whilst  the  Metropolitan  Board,  for 
the  last  33  years,  had  the  management 
of  most  of  the  important  local  ques- 
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tions  affecting    a    population    of   over 
4,000,000,  and  had  been  attacked,  time 
after  time,  regarding  the  various  im- 
portant works  they  had  oonstracted,  on 
nearly  every  occasion  popular  opinion 
had  been  wrong,  and  the  Board  right. 
He  was  not  going  to  lay  very  much  stress 
on  the  fact  that  since  the  Metropolitan 
Management  Act  was  carried  in  1885, 
and  since  the  Metropolitan   Board  of 
Works  had  come  into  existence,  that  the 
death-rate  in  London  had  fallen  from 
29  per  1,000,  to  19  or  20  per  1,000,  due, 
no    doubt,    to    the    colossal  works  of 
main  drainage.     It  was  easy,  and    it 
was  simple,   for   the   noble   Lord   the 
Member  for  South  Paddington,  amidst 
the  millions  of  transactions  which  were 
undertaken  by  the  Board,  to  pick  two  or 
three  matters  in  which  not  the  public 
Press  alone,  but  also  public  opinion,  had 
come  to  incorrect  conclusions.     But  he 
did  say  to  such  that  the  inquiry,  if  one 
at  all  were  lield,  should  be  of  a  tho- 
roughly satisfactory  character,  because 
he   believed  that    if  it  were    carried 
through  it  would  show  the  tremendous 
amount  of  work  of  a  useful  and  valu- 
able   character    that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  done  since  1855, 
and  it  would  show  also  how  well  that 
work  had  been  accomplished,  beginning^ 
with  the  construction  of   the  Thames 
Embankment,  and  coming  up  to,    he 
believed  not  ending  by,   the  opening 
of   Shaftesbury  Avenue  and    Charing^ 
Cross  Road,  Putney  and  Hammersmith 
Bridges,   and  many  parks    and    open 
spaces  in   and  around   London.     The 
inquiry,     in    his    belief,     could    only 
strengthen    the     present    government 
of  London;   and  though  some  of  the 
hon.    Members  opposite  might   desire 
to    see  it  based  on   more    democratic 
lines,  they  were  not  likely  to   secure 
their  aim  by  bringing  forward  matters 
of  complaint  for  which  there  was  no 
good    foundation.      The     Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  now  such  under- 
takings   under   their   charge     as    the 
making  of  the  Blackwall  Tunnel,  the 
purchase  of  land  for  a  people's  park, 
and    great    works    of    drainage     and 
new  streets.     They  had  brought  about 
the  erection    of   a  large    number    of 
artisans'  dwellings.  But  when  they  were 
transacting  this  kind  of  business,  the 
Press  took  no  notice  of  their  doings. 
These  matters  were  treated  as  compara- 
tively unimportant ;  but  immediately  a 
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reporter  was  able  to  find  out  some  little 
scandal,  the  publication  of  which  was 
likely  to  sell  his  paper,  then  a  great  deal 
of  fuss  was  made  over  it.  He  would 
support  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  would  not  go  as  far  as  saying  that, 
amidst  the  countless  transactions,  one 
or  two  mistakes  might  not  have  been 
made ;  but  he  believed  the  work  gene- 
rally would  be  found  to  have  been 
done  not  only  efficiently,  but  honour- 
ably also,  and  he  hoped  the  inquiry 
would  be  made  a  practical  one. 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  wished  to  move  an  addition 
to  the  noble  Lord's  Motion.  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  add  after  the  word 
**  therewith,"  *'  and  also  in  the  trans- 
actions of  all  such  of  the  London  Yestries 
and  District  Boards  as  the  Commissioners 
may  deem  necessary."  He  was  very 
glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  say 
that  he  was  desirous  of  making  this 
inquiry  full,  complete,  and  effective; 
but  it  was  impossible  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  accomplish  that  without  adopting  the 
words  which  his  (Mr.  Broadhurst's) 
Amendment  suggested.  The  object 
should  not  merely  be  to  secure  an  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  into  all  questions  arising 
within  the  Board  of  Works ;  and  any 
Commission  that  might  be  appointed 
would  soon  discover  their  movements 
hampered  to  a  serious  extent,  if  the 
noble  Lord's  Motion  were  carried  in  the 
form  proposed.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Board  of  Works  and  the  London  Vestries 
were  inextricably  mixed  up,  and  unless 
a  Commission  had  power  to  inquire  into 
the  doings  of  the  Vestries  as  well  as  of 
the  Board  of  Works  the  appointment 
would  be  useless,  and  no  good  results 
could  ensue.  The  Yestries  were  con- 
stantly engaged  in  large  and  important 
financial  transactions,  and  while  he  was 
X20t  proposing  to  make  any  specific 
charge  against  any  individual  Yestry  that 
night,  yet  he  ventured  to  say  that  there 
were  transactions  in  connection  with 
those  bodies  that  required  an  indepen- 
dent inquiry.  Ho  understood  that  an 
objection  against  the  Amendment  was 
that  it  would  unduly  prolong  the  inquiry; 
but  in  reply  to  that  he  had  to  point  out 
the  terms  of  the  Proviso  were  entirely 
permissive,  and  it  would  not  be  com- 
pulsory on  the  Commissioners  who 
might  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
doings  of  anyone  of  the  Yestry.    They 


could  let  them  alone  if  they  thought  fit, 
but  if  they  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  necessity  for  an  inquiry,  then 
they  would  have  full  power  to  make 
that  inquiry.  He  therefore  ventured  to 
submit  that  the  addition  of  the  words 
he  had  proposed  would  not  in  any  way 
increase  the  length  of  the  inquiry,  yet 
it  would  make  the  investigation  thorough 
and  compete;  and  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  House  would  agree  to  add  the 
words.  He  might  say  that  Mr.  Mark 
Judd,  one  of  the  noble  Lord's  constitu- 
ents, who  was  a  great  authority  on 
London  municipal  affairs,  had  written  a 
letter,  strongly  supporting  his  Amend- 
ment ;  and  he  would,  in  conclusion,  only 
say  that  he  relied  on  the  common  sense 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  who  had  charge 
of  that  question,  to  secure  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  the  word  "therewith,"  to  insert  the 
worde  '<and  also  in  the  transactions  of  such 
of  the  London  Vestries  and  District  Boards 
as  the  Ck)mmissioners  may  deem  necessary." — 
{Mr^  Broadhurst,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  FICKERSOILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  that,  as  a  London  Member, 
he  rose  to  support  the  Amendment,  and 
to  express  satisfaction  with  the  original 
Motion,  so  far  as  it  went.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  for  having  brought  it 
forward,  because  it  was  likely  to  prove 
exceedingly  useful,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  rendered  even  more  useful  by 
the  addition  of  the  words  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was 
founded  on  the  Yestries.  The  whole 
system  was  one  system.  It  would  stand 
or  fall  as  a  system  ;  and  if  there  were 
corruption,  it  was  corruption  through- 
out, and  the  charges  which  were  made 
against  one  were,  to  a  large  extent, 
equally  applicable  to  the  other.  He 
believed  the  inquiry  could  not  be  suffi- 
cient without  the  addition  of  the  words 
contained  in  the  Amendment.  And  he 
further  was  of  opinion  that  the  investi- 
gation would  afi'ord  admirable  material 
for  their  future  consideration  when  deal- 
ing with  the  government  of  London. 

Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  said,  that  though  he  agreed 
with  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
did  not  quite  coincide  with  the  reasons 
advanced  in  support  of  it.    The  Board 
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had  been  attacked  on  two  particular 
grounds— the  EobertBon  case  and  the 
Hebb  case.  He  was  sorry  to  have  to 
traverse  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  felt  coimpelled  to  do  so.  It 
had  been  asserted  that  £3,000  was 
ofifered  by  Mr.  Villiers  as  rent,  and 
£1 5,000  down  as  well.  The  fact  was 
that  the  rent  was  to  be  £3,000,  and  the 
£15,000  represented  the  value  of  the 
licence  when  obtained.  It  was  further 
stated  that  a  rent  of  £4,000  was  offered 
simultaneously  by  another  gentleman. 
But,  as  it  happened,  that  latter  offer  was 
not  made  until  after  Mr,  Vilh'ers'  terms 
had  been  accepted,  and  the  Board  had 
decided  to  give  Mr.  Villiers  the  plot  of 
ground  on  the  terms  of  the  architect's 
valuation.  The  question  was  thoroughly 
discussed,  and  the  Board  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  tenant  who  had  been 
able  to  maintain  a  licence  was  a  valu- 
able tenant,  and  ono  to  whom  the  plot 
should  be  sold,  not  alone  on  the  archi- 
tect's valuation,  but  also  on  the  valua- 
tion obtained  from  independent  valuers. 
As  to  Mr.  Hebbs  case,  a  grave  charge  had 
been  made,  and  it  had  been  made  in  a 
most  improper  manner.  The  letters  on 
which  it  was  based  had  been  supjtressed ; 
indeed,  thej  had  only  been  brought  up  for 
a  particular  purpose.  The  gravamen  of 
the  noble  Lord's  charge  was  that  the 
Board  did  not  immediately  dismiss  Mr. 
Hebb.  He  (Mr.  Tatton-Egerton)  could 
not  vote — he  could  not  agree  with  some  of 
his  Colleagues  that  there  should  be  any 
dismissal  at  all.  He  could  only  agree 
in  removing  him  from  his  work  in  connec- 
tion with  the  theatres — work  upon  which 
he  had  been  engaged  for  a  long  time — 
and  he  did  not  think  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  dismissal  simply  because  he  had 
committed  an  offence  of  that  kind,  espe- 
cially as  he  had  not  re-committed  it 
subsequently.  He  believed  that  the 
accusation  made  in  the  newspapers  was 
unsupported,  and  when  an  inquiry  was 
offered — when  a  public  inquiry  was 
offered — there  was  no  proof  forthcoming 
in  support  of  the  allegations  against  Mr. 
Hebb.  They  must  remember  that  he 
had  done  good  service  for  the  Board  for 
many  years,  and  the  case  was  not  one  in 
which  dismissal  was  called  for. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  he  was  unable  to 
assent  to  the  Amendment.  A  Commis- 
sion that  was  intended  to  possess  power 
to    give   indemnity  to   witnesses    pre- 
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supposed  that  there  had  been  something 
criminally  wrong,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  to  discover  it  without  giving 
indemnity  to  people  who  might  be  called 
upon  to  incriminate  themselves.  He 
believed  that  an  inquiry  into  the  work 
of  the  Vestries  was  entirely  outside  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  There  were  no 
charges  whatever  suggested  against  any 
one  of  these  Bodies,  and  it  struck  him 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
hesitate  to  say  at  half- past  2  in  the 
morning  that  they  would  grant  a  Oom- 
mission  such  as  had  been  asked  for. 
Not  a  single  Vestry  had  been  named, 
not  a  charge  had  been  mentioned,  which 
ought  to  have  been  inquired  into.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  merely  suggested 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
was  connected  with  the  Vestries,  and 
that  they  were  based  upon  one  system. 
But  it  did  seem  to  him  that  in  the 
absence  of  any  definite  charges  he  ought 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  assent  to  the 
proposed  addition  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  it  was  a  source  of  satisfaction 
to  him  that  the  Government  had  as- 
sented to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington. 
During  the  last  Session,  he  (Mr.  Kow- 
lands)  suggested  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  it  was  desirable  that 
a  Commission  of  that  kind  should  be 
appointed.  He  looked  upon  this  as  a 
very  serious  matter  indeed.  He  did  n*t 
think,  with  all  due  respect  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  upon  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works,  that  all  had  been 
said  with  regard  to  that  Board  that 
could  be  said  in  connection  with  the 
Hebb  and  Hobertson  cases.  He  wanted 
to  have  a  thorough  investigation  into 
the  various  transactions  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  he  was  not  afraid  if  they 
went  back  for  the  purposes  of  the  inquiiy 
to  the  year  1855.  He  did  not  stand 
there  as  a  defender  of  the  Vestries ;  but 
he  knew  a  great  deal  about  them,  and 
he  was  certain  that  their  transactions 
alone  would  form  ample  work  for  a 
special  and  separate  Commission.  He 
hoped  that  the  Commission  would  not 
be  endangered  by  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Not- 
tingham; but  he  was  prepared  to  go 
with  him  entirely  in  a  proposal  for  a 
separate  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Vestries  of  London. 
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CoLOOTL  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
lie  was  in  a  position  to  state  that  some 
of  the  observations  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  were  of  doubtful  accuracy ;  for  in- 
stance,   the   increased    price    obtained 
from  a  company  by  Mr.  Villiers  for  the 
Pavilion  site,  he  believed,  included  the 
building,  which  hadcost  £50,000  at  least. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Motion  for 
a  Gommission  ;  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  quite  understand  that  the  news- 
papers    were    inclined    to    exaggerate 
what  had  taken  place.    The  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  itself  could  not  ask 
for  a  Commission ;  but  they  were  only 
too  glad  that  the  Home  Secretary  was 
willing  to  grant  one,   and  that  some 
Member  had  taken  upon  himself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  asking  for  its  appoint- 
ment, because  they  would  be  relieved  of 
the  accusations  which  had  been  levelled 
against  them  for  so  long  a  time.    With 
regard  to  the  Hebb  case,  he  wished  to 
remark  that  when  the  committee  first 
recommended  the  Board  to  dismiss  Mr. 
Hebb  they  had  not    heard  him  in  his 
own  defence ;  they  came  to  a  too  hasty 
conduaion ;    but  after  the  Board  had 
heard  him,  and  bearing  in  mind  the 
services  he  had  rendered  them  in  the 
past,  they  felt  bound  not  to  adopt  the 
committee's  recommendation.     He  was 
glad  that  the  Commissiun   was  to  be 
appointed ;  because  he  believed  that  the 
members  were  free  from  any  blame  in 
connection  with  the  charges  which  had 
been  brought  against  the  Board,  and  he 
was  also  convinced  that  in  the  result  it 
would   be  found    that  the    allegations 
made  against  the  officers  of  the  Board 
were  in  the  main  unfounded. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  39  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  91.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

lietolved,  That  an  humble  Addreaa  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
that  She  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Royal  Gk>mmis8ion  to  inqaire  into  and  report 
upon  the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  into  the  irregularities  which  are 
alleged  to  haye  taken  place  in  connection  there- 
with, and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  Uiat  this 
House  will  concur  in  empowering  such  Com- 
mission to  take  evidence  on  oaw,  to  compel 
attendance  of  witnesses,  to  grant  certificates  of 
indemnity  to  witnesses  in  such  cases  as  may  be 
desirable  and  proper,  and  to  call  for  aU  neces- 
sary records  and  documents  :~To  be  presented 
by  Privy  Councillors. 


STAKDINQ  ORDERS. 


Ordered,  That  the  Oommtttee  do  con- 
sist of  Twelve  Members:— Mr.  Barclf^, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Dwyer  Oray,  Mr. 
Halsey,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir  John 
Mowbray,  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  Lyon 
Flayfair,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  were  accordingly  nominated 
Members  of  the  Committee.— (fitr  John 
Mowbray.) 

SELECTION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Ten  Members : — Dr.  Cameron, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish,  Mr.  Cubitt, 
Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  Sir  Bobert 
Fowler,  Mr.  Illingwortb,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Sir  Hussey  Yivian,  Mr. 
Whitbread,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
were  accordingly  nominated  Members  of 
the  Committee. — {8ir  John  Mowhray.) 

BSBAOH  OF  FBOMISX  OF  XASBIAOB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hir  Roper  Letbbridge,  Bill  to 
abolish  Actions  for  Breach  of  Promise  of  Mar- 
riage, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Hoper 
Letibbridffe,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Caine,  Dr.  Com* 
mins,  and  Colonel  Makins. 
Bill  pretmted^sxi^  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  17  th  February,  1888. 


MINIJTES.]— Public  Bills— J^V#/  Beading^ 
Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  *  (16). 

Second  Beading — Truro  Cathedral  Faoric  and 
Services  •  (3). 

AQBABIAN  OUTRAGES  (IBELANB)— 
THE  RETURNS. 

QUEBTIOK. 

Eabl  spencer  asked  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  Whether  he  could  answer 
the  Questions  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Hersohell)  put  to  him  last 
Monday  as  to  certain  Iteturns  bearing 
upon  the  present  state  of  Ireland  ? 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Oadooak),  in  reply,  said,  that  all  the  Re« 
turns  which  had  been  asked  for  on  Mon- 
day would  be  supplied  with  two  excep- 
tions.     The  noble  and   learned  Lord 
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opposite  h(td  asked  for  a  Setnrn  showing 
the  number  of  persona  proceeded  against 
under  the  Oriminal  I^w  and  Frooedure 
Act,  the  number  of  those  acquitted  and 
convicted  respectiyely,  the  nature  of  the 
charges,  and  the  result  of  appeals. 
Directions  had  been  given  for  tne  pre* 
paration  of  these  Beturns.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  also  asked  whether 
the  names  of  the  acting  magistrates  could 
be  given  in  the  Beturns  ?  With  this 
request  the  Ooyemment  could  not  com- 
ply. A  Betum  was  also  asked  for  of  the 
number  of  cases  which  had  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Goremment,  in- 
cluding the  cases  which  had  not  been 
followed  by  prosecution.  That  was 
rather  a  vague  request,  and  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  consent  to  prepare  such 
a  Betum.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer) 
had  asked  for  information  as  to  the 
number  of  derelict  farms.  Now,  such 
information  had  never  yet  been  collected 
with  theobject  of  publication  in  statistical 
form,  and  the  Government  were  at 
present  inclined  ia  agree  with  their  Pre- 
decessors that  it  would  not  be  convenient 
to  publish  the  figures  as  a  Betum ;  it 
would  be  most  difficult  to  present  such  a 
Betum  in  a  complete  and  accurate  shape. 
The  Betum  which  the  noble  Earl  desired 
of  the  number  of  people  under  protection 
would  be  prepared  and  produced  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  asked,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  publish 
the  names  of  the  magistrates  who  had 
heard  cases  if  they  were  not  connected 
with  any  particular  trial  ?  Further,  their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  the  Land  Act 
of  the  Government  had  rendered  evictions 
unnecessary,  and  had  substituted  a  notice 
which  had  tiie  effect  of  turning  a  tenant 
into  a  caretaker.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Gt)vemment  possessed  a 
record ;  but  if  they  had,  he  hoped  they 
would  consent  to  a  Betum  showing  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  this  sub- 
stituted proceeding  had  been  taken  ad- 
vantage of. 

Earl  OADOG AN  said,  he  would  confer 
with  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland  upon 
the  point. 

Earl  SPENOEB  said,  that  the  other 
day  he  spoke  entirely  from  memory 
on  the  subj  ect  of  derelict  farms.  He  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  at 
the  Irish  Office  as  to  what  the  practice 
had  been;  but  he  certainly  was  under  the 
impression  that  an  attempt  was  formerly 
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made  to  collect  some  information  of  that 
sort,  though  not  in  a  form  intended  for 
publication.  He  thought,  however,  in- 
formation might  be  prepared  for  publica- 
tion in  a  shape  similar  to  that  taken  in 
the  Beturns  relating  to  Boycotting. 
These  Beturns  showed  the  number  of 
people  wholly  Boycotted  and  the  number 
olnypartiallyBoycotted.  Asto  the  Betum 
of  persons  under  police  protection,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
proposed  to  give  a  table  comparing  one 
penod  of  six  months  with  another  period 
of  six  months  ? 

Earl  GADOGAN,  in  reply,  said,  that 
it  was  intended  to  renew  the  Betum 
presented  in  July  last,  and  put  it  side  by 
side  with  the  Betum  of  the  31st  Janu- 
ary. As  to  derelict  farms,  he  might  add 
that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  obtain 
any  Beturn  which  could  be  considered 
complete.  At  all  events,  the  information 
could  only  be  obtained  through  the 
police,  who  might  not  be  the  best  judges 
as  to  whether  a  farm  was  derelict  or  not. 
The  Beturn  would  therefore  be  incom- 
plete, and,  perhaps,  hardly  trustworthy. 

THE  TREATY  OF  WASHINGTON. 

QUBSTION. 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEBT  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  When'he  would  bein  a 
position  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  text  of 
the  Treaty  which  had  just  been  concluded 
at  Washington  and  the  Protocola'of  the 
Oonference  r 

Thb  PBIME  MINISTEB  Ajro  S£- 
OBETABY  OF  STATE  fob  FOBEIQN 
AEEAIBS(TheMarquess  of  Sausbu&t)  : 
I  hope  the  noble  Earl  will  not  consider 
me  disrespectful  if  I  answer  laconically 
when  I  can  get  them. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBT :  But  they 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Thb  Habqubss  of  SALISBUBY  :  Oh, 
yes. 

THE  LONDON  THEATRES -CAPTAIN 
SHAW'S  REPORT. 

OBSBBVATIONS.      QtTBSTIOir. 

Thb  Eabl  of  STBAFFOBD,  ia 
rising  to  put  a  Question  to  th<) 
Qovemment,  remarked  that  he  beliered 
he  was  correct  in  saying  that  in  1882 
Oaptain  Shaw  inspected  and  reported  on 
all  the  London  theatres.  This  work 
was  thoroughly  done  ;  the  results  of  the 
investigation  in  each  case  were  noted, 
and  changes  and  improvements  in  the 
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structure   and   accommodation    of    the 
yariouB  build ing.^  were  suggested.    If 
this  document  had  seen  the  light   it 
would  have  served  as  a  valuable  refer- 
ence both  to  London  and  country  thea- 
trical managers  and  to  the  public.      In 
London  it  was  stated  that  there  were  50 
theatres  with  a    holding    capacity    of 
70,000  persons,  while  there   were  up- 
wards of  475   music-halls,  31  concert- 
halls  and  so-called  ''palaces,"  with  a 
holding  capacity    of  445,000  persons. 
It  was  said  that  upwards  of  £4,000,000 
capital  were  invested  in  these  places  of 
amusement,  and  that  they  afforded  direct 
employment  to  about    150,000  people. 
At  no  time   probably  were  theatrical 
entertainments  more  popular  than  they 
were  now ;   managers  and  performers 
were  reaping  rich  harvests   from   the 
support  of  the  public ;  and  the  public 
had  a  right  to  expect  that,  so  lar  as 
human  foresight  and  appliances  could 
avail,  they  should  be  protected  from  the 
dangers  of  overcrowaing  and  the  still 
more  hideous  dangers  of  fire.     Within 
the  last  few  years  there  had  been  some 
terrible  calamaties  from  the  burning  of 
theatres;  the  Ring  Theatre  at  Vienna, 
the  Op6ra  Comique  at  Paris,  the  prin- 
cipal   theatre    at    Exeter,   the    Qrand 
Theatre  at  Islington,  and  the  theatre  at 
Bolton  had  all  Buffered  in  this  respect ; 
and  it  was  clear  that  better  precautions 
ought  to  be  adopted  for  the  security  of 
the  audiences.     It  was  true  that  from 
time  to    time  officials  from  the  Ix>rd 
Chamberlain's  Department  and  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works   visited 
the  theatres  and  were  presumed  to  make 
suggestions  for  the  better  comfort  and 
security  of  the  audiences ;  but  these  re- 
commendations had  not  the  same  weight 
as  those  emanating  from  so  distinguished 
and  competent  an  authority  as  Captain 
Shaw.     If  it  were  true  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  intended  to  deal  with  the  subject 
of  the  safety  of  theatres,  he  thought  that 
it  was  desirable  before  they  did  so  that 
the  public  should  know  the  opinions  of 
Captain  Shaw.    Believing  also  that  his 
Report  would  be  of  much  use  for  the 
future  guidance  of  theatrical  managers, 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  it  might  be 
presented  to  Parliament.      He   would 
conclude  by  asking  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vernment,  in  the  terms  of  the  Notice, 
Whether  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  produce  the  Keport  made  by  Captain 
8haw,  head  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire 


Brigade,  in  the  year  1882,  upon  the 
condition  of  the  London  Theatres,  and 
their  probable  safety  from  fire,  the  said 
Beport  having  been  sent  to  the  Home 
Secretary  and  printed  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  **  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Members  of  the  Board 
only  ?  " 

Lord  MAQHERAMORNE  said,  that 
as  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
he  desired  to  state  that  since  this  Report 
every  theatre  in  London  had  been  tho- 
roughly andeffioiently  inspected,  and  suc- 
cessive Home  Secretaries,  including  Sir 
William  Harcourt,yiscountCross,and  the 
present  Home  Secretary,  considered  that 
it  would  not  in  any  way  conduce  to  the 
public  interest  to  make  this  Report 
public.  In  his  opinion  the  publication 
of  it  would  produce  unnecessary  alarm, 
because  it  had  been  considered  and 
acted  upon,  and  many  of  the  defects 
which  it  pointed  out  had  been  remedied. 
Some  theatres  had  been  shut  up  because 
they  were  not  in  a  proper  condition  as 
to  safety,  and  every  new  theatre  had 
been  thoroughly  inspected.  Many 
music-halls  had  been  dealt  with,  and 
others  were  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Board.  Many  and  many  a  weary 
day  had  been  spent  in  going  over 
theatres  from  top  to  bottom  for  the  pur- 
pose of  testing  their  safety.  He  did  not 
say  that  eveiything  had  been  done  that 
ought  to  be  done,  because  the  powers  of 
the  Board  were  circumscribed.  When 
he  was  in  the  House  of  Commons  he 
introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing the  powers  of  the  Board ;  but, 
unfortunately,  it  met  with  obstruction. 
Another  Bill  was  now  before  the  House 
in  charge  of  his  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague  the  Member  for  Knutsford 
(Mr.  Tatton  Egerton),  whose  success,  he 
hoped,  would  be  greater  than  his  own 
had  been. 

Thb  PRIME  MINISTER  Aim  SB- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  SALisBxraY): 
In  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  (the  Earl  of  Lathom), 
I  have  been  requested  to  say,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Earl,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  has  consulted  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  he 
has  received  from  them  an  opinion  very 
much  of  the  character  whicn  my  noble 
Friend  behind  mo  has  just  given.  The 
Report  of  Captain  Shaw  is  dated  as  far 
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back  as  1882,  and  since  that  time  a  great 
deal  has  been  done,  and  many  altera- 
tions have  been  made,  while  some 
theatres  haTe  been  shnt  up  by  the 
action  of  the  Metropolitan  Board,  and 
of  the  Lord  Ohamberlain's  Office.  We 
are  of  opinion  that  it  would  produce  a 
false  impression  upon  a  subject  on  which 
a  false  impression  would  be  eminently 
undesirable  if  the  Beport  of  Oaptain 
Shaw,  so  much  out  of  date,  were  now 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS-HOUR  OF  MEETING. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  asked  Her 
Majesty's Oovemment,  Whether  it  woxdd 
not  tend  to  general  convenience  if  the 
Public  Business  of  the  House  before 
Easter  was  ordered  to  beein  at  5.30  in- 
stead of  4.80  ?  The  noble  Earl  said, 
that  until  a  few  years  ago  Public  Busi- 
ness began  at  a  quarter  past  5  o'clock, 
the  House  assembling  at  5 ;  but  on 
the  Motion  of  a  noble  JBarl  opposite  the 
House  began  to  meet  at  4.15,  Public 
Business  commencing  at  4.30.  The  idea 
was  that  then  debates  would  be  usefully 
lengthened  by  affording  opportunities 
to  speak  to  younger  Peers  who,  under 
the  former  arrangement,  were  said  to 
have  been  deterred  by  the  fear  of  in- 
fringing upon  the  dinner  hour.  But  he 
did  not  think  the  expectation  as  to  the 
encouragement  of  youi^er  Peers  and 
the  development  of  latent  abilities  had 
been  realized,  while  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Session  the  present  arrangement 
led  to  the  rising  of  the  House  at  a  time 
which  left  a  considerable  interval  before 
dinner,  and  that  interval  could  not  be 
used  for  exercise  in  the  open  air,  be- 
cause it  was  too  dark  until  Easter;  and 
noble  Lords  who  were  engaged  in  Judi- 
cial Business  or  on  Committees  were  de- 
prived of  the  opportunity  for  such  exer- 
cise between  4  and  5  by  the  pre- 
sent arrangement  for  Public  Business. 
If  the  change  that  was  made  some 
years  ago  had  produced  the  results  that 
were  anticipated,  he  would  not  think  of 
raising  the  question ;  but  in  the  absence 
of  suc£  results  he  thought  the  matter 
worthy  of  reconsideration. 

Viscount  MIDLETON  said,  that  this 
subject  came  before  their  Lordships' 
House  some  10  years  ago,  and  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  presided 
over  by  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,  and  was 
afterwards  repeatedly  and   fully   dis- 
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cussed,  and  the  House  decided  without 
any  Division  to  meet  at  an  earlier  hour. 
Li  spite  of  what  had  been  said  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauohamp),  he  be- 
lieved the  results  of  the  change  made 
had  been  perfectly  satisfactory,  and 
debates  of  importance  would  probably 
have  been  cut  short  if  the  House  had 
met  at  a  later  hour.  Of  course,  there 
were  occasions  when  there  was  only  a 
little  Business  before  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  when  the  House  in  conse- 
quence rose  at  an  early  hour ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  those  occasions  could  be 
set  against  the  numerous  instances  in 
which  more  time  was  required  than 
could  be  given  between  half-past  5 
o'clock  and  8  o'clock.  The  present 
arrangement  enabled  noble  Lords  who 
were  on  Committees  to  oome  straight  to 
the  House.  So  far  as  Ministers  were 
concerned,  he  could  quite  conceive  that 
it  would  be  convenient  to  them  if  their 
Lordships  met  at  a  later  hour ;  but,  upon 
the  whole,  there  were  very  strong 
grounds  for  supporting  the  existing 
arrangements. 

The  PBIME  MINISTER  akd  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuby) 
said,  that,  so  far  as  he  could  gather  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  it  was  decidedly  Conservative 
in  this  as  in  other  matters.  He  did  not 
think  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Government,  it  made  much  difference; 
and  the  only  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  whom  a  later  hour  would  be 
attractive  was  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  who  was  now  frequently 
obliged  to  leave  an  Ambassador  in  the 
middle  of  an  interview.  He  was  very 
much  surprised  to  find  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  held  that  position  when  the 
change  was  made  was  one  of  the 
strongest  advocates  for  meeting  at  an 
earlier  hour.  Now  that  the  change  had 
been  made,  and  their  Lordships  had 
fixed  all  their  arrangements  accord- 
ingly, it  was  very  undesirable  that  they 
should  make  a  further  alteration.  He 
quite  agreed  that  no  great  change 
should  be  made  in  Constitutional  prin- 
ciples until  a  necessity  had  been  shown 
for  it.  He  was  sorry  to  see  that  there 
was  a 'spirit  of  alteration  in  the  air,  and 
he  noticed  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  proposing  to  meet  at  3  o'clock.  He 
did  not  know  how  far  the  noble  Earl 
would  insist  on  following  that  proposal. 
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Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  be  was 
pleased  to  be  able  to  concur  with  the 
Oonseryatiye  view  of  the  case.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  Foreign  Secretary  was  the  Minister 
most  affected  by  this  change,  and  if  he 
did  not  object  nobody  else  was  likely  to 
do  so.    The  noble  Marquess  said  that 
owing  to  the  early  hour  at  which  the 
House  met  he  sometimes  had  to  break 
off  an  important  conversation  with  an 
Ambassador.     He    was    not   perfectly 
clear  whether  that  was  not  on  some 
occasions  rather  oonTenient.     He  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  Bule  had 
worked  well,  and  that  in  consequence 
tbey  had  had  a  g^eat  many  debates  in 
the  last  two  years  which  had  ffone  on 
till  8  o'clock,  and  which  would  other- 
wise have  been  out  short,  while  if  there 
was  no  Business  more  time  was  obtained 
for  other  Business,  or  for  recreation, 
or  for  catching  a  train.     He  noticed 
that  the  disposition  to  go  away  a^  8 
o'clock  was  not  confined  to  their  Lord- 
ships, but  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons it  was  actually  proposed  to  sus- 
pend the  Sitting   at   that  hour.     He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess  that  it 
would  be  much  better  that  they  should 
remain  as  they  were. 

GOL0NIZATI0N-AK8WERS  TO 
OIROULAB. 

Lord  SANDHURST  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther replies  have  been  received  to  the  Cir- 
cular addressed  to  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments last  year  on  the  subject  of  coloni- 
zation ;  and,  whether  the  Circular  and 
the  replies  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow),  in 
reply,  saio,  that  a  Circular  was  issued 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  all  the  Colonies  with  the  re- 
quest that  they  should  send  their  replies 
before  the  opening  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. But  the  Government  had  re- 
ceived replies  from  6nly  five  Colonies 
— namely,  the  Cape,  South  Australia, 
Queensland,  Western  Australia,  and 
Fiji.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  the 
subject  did  not  seem  to  have  been  taken 
up  with  any  great  warmth ;  indeed,  the 
replies  were  all  more  or  less  unfavour- 
able to  the  proposals  set  forth.  He 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
have  the  views  of  all  the  Colonies  on 


this  subject,  and  the  Colonies  would  be 
requested  to  furnish  a  reply  as  speedily 
as  possible.  As  soon  as  all  the  replies 
had  been  received  they  would  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

FRANCE  (PRIOE  OF  BREAD). 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whedier  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  any  recent  Consular  Reports 
showing  the  price  of  bread  in  France  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The Marquessof  Salisbury)  : 
They  will  be  laid  at  once  on  the  Table 
of  the  House;  but  it  will  take  some 
considerable  time  before  they  are  cir- 
culated. 

TRURO  CATHEDRAL  FABRIC   AND 

SERVICES  BILL.— (No.  3.) 

{The  Lord  Stewmrd.) 

SXOOKB    BEADDrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Thb  lord  steward  (The  Earl 
of  Mouni'-Edgoitmbe),  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
its  object  was  to  provide,  annually,  a 
fund  for  the  repair  and  services  of  the 
Cathedral  Church  of  Truro  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  out  of  the  income 
of  certain  estates  in  their  hands.  The 
sum  which  the  Bill  asked  for  was 
£3,000,  and  it  was  to  be  applied  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Cathe- 
dral, and  the  defraying  the  stipends  and 
expenses  of  the  minor  canons,  mis- 
sioners,  preachers,  organists,  choir, 
sexton,  officers,  and  servants  of  or  belong- 
ing to  the  cathedral,  and  all  other  ex- 
penses incident  to  the  performance  of 
Divine  Service  therein,  and  such  sum 
should  be  vested  in  and  administered  by 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  the  Catiiedral. 
The  money,  he  might  say,  was  sorely 
needed,  and  might  fairly  be  claimed. 
The  Commissioners  had  more  than  once 
recommended  such  a  proposition,  and 
the  application  was  justified  by  the  past 
action  of  Parliament.  Comparing  the 
resources  available  for  the  Cathedral 
with  those  which  the  Legislature  had 
sanctioned  for  the  use  of  Exeter  Cathe- 
dral, he  would  state  that  Exeter  received 
from  the  Common  Fund  £15,000,  which 
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sum  did  not  include  all  the  revenues  of 
the  Oathedral,  while  Truro  received  only 
£1,800  from  the  same  source.  Of  the 
sum  received  by  Truro  £800  went  to  the 
Bishop  to  make  up  the  voluntary  endow- 
ment, and  the  remaining  £1,000  was 
distributed  between  the  Archdeacon  of 
Cornwall,  the  Precentor,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor. There  was  absolutely  not  one 
Eenny  available  for  the  expenses  of 
eating,  lighting,  maintaining  the 
fabric  and  tne  services,  preachers,  mis- 
sioners,  repairs,  or  even  for  sweeping 
out  the  building.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  the  rectory  there  were  no 
buildings  for  the  clergy,  and  the  Bishop 
of  Truro  himself  had  to  pay  a  consider- 
able sum  annuaUy  for  the  house  in 
which  he  resided.  '  He  felt  justified  in 

§reBsing  the  claim  for  the  Cathedral  of 
'ruro  on  the  principle  that  those  had 
the  best  right  to  assistance  who  had  shown 
their  willingness  to  help  themselves. 
Cornwall  hsd  raised  for  that  Cathedral 
£113,000,  besides  £70,000  contributed 
for  the  endowment  of  the  bishopric, 
making  together  £183,000  from  v(uun- 
tary  sources.     He  thought  that  princi- 

Ele  of  granting  funds  in  response  to 
enefactions  was  one  which  was  univer- 
sally adopted  in  regard  to  church  grants; 
and  it  was  only  fair  to  consider  that 
the  large  sum  of  £183,000  derived  from 
voluntary  sources  as  giving  the  county 
of  Cornwall  some  claim  to  such  aid.  As 
far  back  as  1855  the  Cathedral  Commis- 
sioners reported  that  a  diocese  of  Corn- 
wall was  urgently  needed.  In  1883 
they  recommended  that  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  be  empowered  and 
instructed  to  provide  such  allowances 
out  of  the  late  capitular  estates  of 
Exeter,  which  were  situated  in  Cornwall, 
as  might  secure  the  usual  performance 
of  Divine  Service.  In  1885  they  said 
that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was 
obvious  in  the  Act  of  1866;  they  gave 
a  list  of  claims  of  Cornwall  founded 
upon  it,  and  concluded  by  earnestly 
pressing  the  importance  of  cathedral 
organization  and  influence  in  these 
days.  The  action  of  Parliament  in 
sanctioning  the  formation  of  the  Diocese 
of  Truro  auo  gave  tkem  a  strong  claim. 
One-third  of  the  population— and  that 
the  poorest  portion  —  of  the  former 
Diocese  of  Exeter  had,  by  the  action  of 
Parliament,  been  cut  off  from  a  share 
which  it  had  enjoyed  for  centuries  in 
the  benefits  of  Diocesan  organization 
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without  any  provision  for  re-establishing 
that    organization.      They  now  asked 
for  less  than  one-third  of  what  was  now 
enjoyed  for  those  purposes  in  the  other 
portions  of  the  old  Diocese  of  Exeter, 
and  far  less  than  would  be  required. 
He  was  aware  of  the  depression  of  agri- 
culture, the  distress  of  the  clergy,  and 
the  many  claims  on  the  funds  of  the 
Commissioners ;  and  if  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Cathedral  of  Truro  had  already 
become,  and  would  become  still  more,  a 
centre  of  spiritual  life,  and  that  agencies 
were  there  at  work  by  which  the  highest 
interests  of  the  clergy,  the  laity,  and  the 
Church  at  large  would  be  promoted,  he 
would  not  have  introduced  that  Bill.   No 
one  who  had  taken  part  in  the  work  of 
the  last  seven  years,  while  the  Cathedral 
was  building,  or  bad  been  present  at 
the  services  connected  with  its  oonseora* 
tion,  could  fail  to  see  that  the  influence 
of  that  work  and  those  services  was  real 
and  widespread  ;  and  it  did  seem  hard 
that  just  at  the  time  when  the  energies 
of  the  Bishop  and  of  his  very  small  staff 
were  specially  needed  to  take  advantage 
of  that  influence,  they  should  have  to 
remain   ecclesiastical    beggars  for  the 
rest  of  their  lives  because  they  had  not 
the    means    of   carrying  out  the    or- 
ganization that  was  necessary  for  their 
work.    It  was  not  intended  to  call  on 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  pay 
over  the  full  amount  of  £3,000  a-year 
to  the  cathedral  of  Truro  at  once,  bat 
only  from  time  to  time,  as  ciroumstanooa 
might  permit.     The  words  originally 
contained   in  the   1st  clause  said  that 
they    should    appropriate    such    sums 
<'  forthwith ; "    but    that    had     been 
altered,  and  he  was  ready  to  modify  the 
clause  in  any  way  which  would  make 
the  intention  clear.    He  was  prepared 
also  to  postpone  the  further  stages  of 
the  Bill,  including  the  second  reading 
itself,  if  necessary,  so  as  not  to  commit 
the  House  to  the  principle,  if  the  whole 
question  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.    If  his  noble  Friend  who 
was  connected    with    the  Commission 
would  approve  that  course,  he  should 
be  glad  to  allow  the  Order  to  remain  as 
a  dropped  Order,  without,  if  possible, 
withdrawing   or  negativing  the  Bill; 
and  he    would   propose   that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  best  means  of  making  provision  for 
the  maintenance  and  the  services  of  the 
Cathedral  of  Truro.  If  it  was  consistent, 
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he  would  now  move  the  second  reading, 
as  he  would  like  to  hear  what  his  ncble 
Friend  might  hare  to  say  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mopedy  <<Thatthe  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {Th$  Lord  SUward.) 

Thb  Bishop  of  TSTTSO  said,  that  if 
ho  had  consulted  his  own  feelings  he 
would  rather  have  been  silent.    He  was 
aware  that  in  many  minds  the  idea  still 
lingered  that  there  was  very  little  vitality 
connected  with  a  cathedral.     He  re- 
membered a  lecturer  many  years  ago  de- 
scribing a  man  who,  as  he  said,  had 
nothing   particular  to  do,    and  whom 
Nature  had  admirably  fitted  for  that 
position;  and  then,  looking  up  to  the 
ffallery,   certain  that  he   #ould    bring 
Sown  cheers,  the  lecturer  added  that  the 
man  was  of  that  sort  whom  they  gene- 
rally found  in  a  cathedral  close.    Now 
nobody,  at  any  rate  at  his  time  of  life, 
liked  to  stand  up  as  the  representative 
of  what  was  rep^rded    as  the  abode 
of  indolence  and  incapacity ;  but  he  felt 
that  it  would  not  be  respectful  to  their 
Lordships  if  he  remained  entirely  silent 
as  a  Bishop  of  the  National  Church  when 
a  Bill  was  being  discussed  in  that  House 
in   which,   to  a  large  extent — and   he 
used  the  words  with  a  deep  sense  of 
responsibility — to  a  very  large   extent 
the  national  as  well  as  the  ecclesiastical 
life  of  Oomwall  in  the  future,  and  the 
very  near  future,  depended.    Therefore, 
in  the  briefest  possible  manner  he  would 
ask  Uieir  Lordships  to  bear  with  him 
while  he  endorsed  some  of  the  points 
which  had  just  been  so  clearly  brought 
before  them  by  the  noble  Earl.    He  en- 
dorsed what  the  noble  Earl   had  said 
with  reference  to  the  1st  clause.    The 
draftsman  proposed  to  insert  the  word 
"  forthwith,"  but  he  refused  to  allow  i^ 
to  be  inserted.    He  was  a  Member  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission,  and  he 
knew  the  difficulties  by  which  that  body 
was  at  present  surrounded  on  every  side 
to  provide  for  the  many  pressing  claims 
made  upon  their  funds.    He  took  care, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  noble  Earl, 
to  fix  the  modest  sum  of  £3,000,  which 
was  not  at  all  adequate  to  tiie  needs  of 
the  diocese.    In  addition  to  his  being  an 
Ecclesiastical  Oommissioner,  he  was  also 
a  clergyman,  and  he  knew  the  distress 
of  his  brethren    at   the  present  time. 
Many  a  parsonage  in  England  silently 
and  witnout  a  word  of  complaint  had 


endured  hardships  of  which  probably 
few  in  that  House  had  any  idea.  A 
clergyman  and  his  wife  had  sometimes 
to  rear  and  educate  a  family  on  £100, 
£  1 20,  and  £  1 50  a-year,  having  even  to  de- 
prive themselves  of  meat  for  some  days  in 
the  week.  He  would  never  have  allowed 
the  Bill  to  be  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships had  he  not  been  satisfied  that, 
with  the  help  of  the  noble  Earl  and 
that  body  of  laymen  who  had  rallied  to 
theOhurch  in  the  days  of  his  Predecessor 
in  Cornwall,  there  woxdd  soon  be  de- 
veloped such  an  amount  of  activity  and 
spiritual  life  as  would  in  a  very  short 
time  tend  to  the  augmentation  of 
the  poor  livings,  and  relief  of  the 
many  forms  of  distress  by  which  the 
Church  was  afflicted  in  his  diocese. 
He  had  merely  been  the  instrument 
of  carrying  out  the  plans  of  a  far 
greater  mind  than  his  own.  It  was  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  who  planned 
and  developed  the  work.  Everywhere 
the  enthusiasm  felt  for  the  Cathedral 
was  simply  wonderful,  not  by  Church 
people  alone,  but  by  Nonconformists  as 
well,  who  were  as  proud  of  the  edifice 
as  Church  people.  This  enthusiasm 
was  not  of  that  kind  which  con- 
sisted in  singing  hymns  and  coming  to 
the  services.  The  Cornish  people  were 
a  practical  people.  Ten  years  of  toil 
had  resulted  in  the  collection  of  £  1 13,000. 
The  helpless  and  the  poor  had  contri- 
buted what  sums  they  could  spare ;  and 
it  was  gratifying  to  know  that  the  en- 
thusiasm was  real.  It  was  a  recognized 
principle,  he  believed,  in  every  Depart- 
ment of  the  Public  Service,  certaizuy  in 
the  Ecclesiastical  Department,  to  help 
those  who  help  themselves.  He  asked, 
therefore,  whether  a  county  which  had 
so  helped  itself  had  not  some  claim  upon 
the  funds  of  that  great  Church  which 
he  represented  ?  They  had  no  fear,  if 
only  a  nucleus  were  given,  of  gathering 
all  that  was  required. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  said,  that  while 
entirely  sympathizing  with  the  object 
contemplated  by  the  Bill,  he  trusted  that 
the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  it  might  be 
induced  to  discharge  the  Order  for  the 
second  reading,  and  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, etroDgly  constituted,  would  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
question,  and  see  what  could  be  done. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  felt 
bound  to  oppose  this  measure  on  the 
sole  ground  of  want  of  funds  fov  caffjf 


708       Ihtro  Cathedral  Fabric  {LOHDS} 


and  8ir9%c$i  Bill, 


704 


ing  it  into  effeot.  In  1884  the  OommiB- 
sionera  had  been  able  to  expend  £25,000 
per  annnm,  or  a  capital  Bum  of  £750,000 
each  year  in  augmenting  small  livings 
and  in  meeting  the  spiritual  needs  of 
populous  places;  but,  owing  to  the  agri< 
cultural  and  commercial  depression  of 
recent  years,  the  amount  at  their  dis- 

Sosal  for  such  purposes  had  been  re- 
uoed  by  one-half,  with  a  still  further 
reduction  of  their  income  being  in  pros- 
pect. This  last  year  the  Commissioners 
were  only  able  to  veto  £12,500  per 
annum  in  perpetuity;  in  the  present 
year  thoy  had  been  obliged  to  reduce 
this  amount  to  £6,000  in  perpetuity ; 
next  year  it  would  probably  fall  to  £3.000 . 
In  these  circumstances,  if  this  measure 
were  to  pass,  the  amount  they  devoted 
to  such  grants  would  be  swallowed  up 
for  a  whole  year,  and  they  would  be 
compelled  to  suspend  all  their  ordinary 
grants  from  their  Common  Fund  for  a 
whole  year.  He  fully  admitted  the 
daims  of  the  diocese  in  question  to  con- 
sideration, inasmuch  as  it  had  subscribed 
the  sum  of  £180,000  towards  the  cost  of 
founding  the  new  cathedral.  But  some 
of  the  old  Chapters  were  seriously 
effected,  and  were  unable  to  pay  the 
statutable  incomes  to  their  Deans  and 
Chapters,  and  they  might  fairly  insist 
on  their  right  to  be  considered  before 
the  newly*  created  dioceses.  He  was 
willing  to  move  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
be  read  and  discharged,  with  the  view 
to  the  whole  subject  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Lord  GBIMTHOBPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  who  represented 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  had 
scarcely  done  justice  to  his  own  case. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  the  Diocese  of 
Truro  had  subscribed  a  large  sum  of 
money  to  build  its  cathedral;  but  others 
of  the  new  dioceses  had  subscribed 
quite  as  much  during  the  last  20  years, 
and  one  a  great  de^  more,  for  the  far 
more  necessary  purpose  of  saving  old 
ones  from  ruin  and  adapting  them  for 
service.  Not  only  that,  but  Truro  had 
already  got,  through  the  management 
of  Bishop  Philpotto,  an  endowment  of 
£1,000  a-year  from  a  fifth  Canonry  of 
Exetor  reserved  for  this  purpose,  which 
no  other  of  the  new  cathedrals  did.  So 
its  only  exceptional  position  was  that  it 
alone  had  got  a  capitular  endowment^ 
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and  now  wanted  to  make  it  four  times 
as  much.  If  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners were  to  subscribe  the  sum 
asked  for  to  the  support  of  the  Truro 
Diocese,  they  would  be  bound  to  sub- 
scribe equal  sums  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  other  new  cathedrals  ;  to 
which  they  would  truly  reply  that  they 
couldnot,  because  Truro  had  gottheirlast 
farthing.  And  yet  it  had  very  much  the 
smallest  population  of  all  the  new 
dioceses,  and  not  half  as  many  benefices 
as  either  Southwell  or  St.  Albans;  and 
the  Commissioners  certainly  had  estates 
in  both  those  dioceses,  as  well  as  in 
Cornwall.  The  Bill  proposed  to  devote 
£3,000  a-year  to  the  maintenance  of 
choral  serrioes  in  Truro  Cathedral,  and 
to  founding  what  were  called  in  the  Bill 
missioners,  functionaries  unknown  to 
the  law  of  England,  and  mere  in- 
truders, whom  the  Bishop  could  not 
legally  authorize  to  preach  in  any  pulpit 
or  even  in  any  street  without  the  leave 
of  the  incumbent.  He  knew  that  they 
had  been  foisted  into  the  two  Acts  of 
last  year,  but  without  any  attempt  to 
endow  them.  That  Act  and  this  Bill 
together  would  enable  the  Bishop  ti 
completo  the  Chapter  by  calling  two  of 
the  honorary  Canons  missioners  and  en- 
dowing them  out  of  this  fund.  He  was  in 
favour  of  choral  services,  but  not  when 
the  money  had,  as  in  this  case,  to  be 
taken  away  from  the  parochial  dergj. 
If  people  wanted  choral  services — ^fancy 
services — they  ought  to  pay  for  them. 
It  was  originally  provided  by  Act  of 
Parliament  that  there  should  be  no  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Truro  until  there  was  an 
endowment  fund  of  £1,000  a-year  for 
the  Dean  and  £300  a-year  for  each  of 
the  four  Canons.  Somehow  or  other 
they  had  shot  past  this,  and,  without 
*any  express  repeal  of  tJiat  Act,  there 
was  now  a  Dean  and  Chapter,  the 
Bishop  being  the  Dean.  He  did  not 
know  what  was  the  use  of  new'Deans  and 
Chapters.  They  got  on  very  well  without 
them  at  St.  Albans.  The  frequent  Cathe- 
dral Commissions  and  Cathedral  Stetnte 
BiUs  proved  that  they  were  puzzled  to 
know  what  to  do  with  Deans  and  Chap- 
ters ;  their  chief  function  was  now  said 
to  be  to  quarrel  with  the  Bishop.  Every 
Act  that  had  been  passed,  and  all  of 
them  by  the  political  Predecessors  of 
the  present  Government,  conteined  an 
express  prohibition  against  diverting 
any  of  the  common  or  parochial  fund 
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of  the  Oommissioii  to  capitular  pur- 
poses ;  and  that  prohibition  had  been 
repeated  twice  over  in  the  variety  of 
Acta  which  Truro  alone  had  been  con- 
tinually getting  by  the  pertinacity  of  its 
Bishops,  and  now  with  the  significant 
assistance  of  the  Oomish  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  That  clause 
of  the  General  Act  of  1866  which  was 
recited  in  the  Bill,  and  relied  on  by  its 
advocates,  told  exactly  the  other  way ; 
for  everyone  who  was  capable  of  reading 
Acts  of  Parliament  must  see  that  the 
words  ''the  Cathedral  or  Collegiate 
Church  "  at  the  end  of  it,  meant  the  old 
cathedral  or  church,  such  as  Southwell, 
for  instance,  which  had  been  robbed  of 
every  bit  of  its  old  capitular  endowment, 
besides  being  torn  away  from  its  old 
Province  of  York;  and  now  £3,000 
a-year  of  that  endowment  was  simply  to 
be  translated  to  Truro,  besides  the  pre- 
vious £1,000.  And  yet  all  the  Bishops 
were  either  absent  or  sat  still  and  left 
the  defence  of  the  parochial  funds  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Cfommission  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  just  now,  and  to 
the  chance  of  any  stranger  such  as  him- 
self. If  the  subject  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  the  whole  question  of 
the  new  cathedrals  ought  to  be  referred, 
and  not  merely  this  attempt  of  one  of 
them  to  steal  a  march  upon  the  others. 

The  LOED  PEESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbanbbook)  said, 
tiiat  it  was  somewhat  singular  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  so 
munificently  restored  the  Cathedral  of 
St.  Albans  should  have  provided  the 
splendid  casket  with  so  much  indiffer- 
ence as  to  the  jewels  which  it  might  con- 
tain .  The  peculiarity  of  the  case  of  Truro 
seemed  to  be  that  it  differed  from  the 
other  cathedrals  spoken  of  by  him,  inas- 
much as  within  the  limits  of  the  diocese 
there  were  large  estates  given  for  cathe- 
dral purposes  which  came  within  the 
spirit  and  meaning  of  the  Act  passed  by 
tne  Archbishop  of  x  ork,  which  provided 
that  where  any  estates  existed  belong- 
ing to  a  dean  and  chapter  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  might  use  the  money 
produced  by  them  for  purposes  enume- 
rated. With  regard  to  Truro  that  pro- 
Tision  did  not  apply,  the  estates  having 
belonged  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Sxeter,  and  it  required  legislation  to 
bring  Truro  within  the  clause.  Various 
matters  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made  were  fit.  questions  to  be  discussed 
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in  Committee.  Since  the  institution  of 
the  new  Bishopric  of  Newcastle  not  less 
than  £243,000  had  been  collected  for 
Church  purposes  in  that  diocese.  That 
was  quite  a  new  fund,  as  it  were, 
coming  into  the  Church.  They  all 
sympathized  very  much  with  what  had 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  distress  of 
the  clergy,  and  the  necessity  of  extend- 
ing assistance  to  them ;  but  he  believed 
that  th^  clergy  were  much  more  likely 
to  gain  by  the  new  agencies  than  by 
any  small  increases  in  their  stipends 
that  were  continually  added  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  He 
thought  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stan- 
hope) would  much  rather  have  a 
contest  with  regard  to  one  particular 
diocese,  in  the  first  instance,  instead  of 
having  the  circumstances  of  all  the  new 
dioceses  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Select  Committee.  These  were 
great  questions,  which  had  arisen  in 
consequence  of  the  changed  state  of 
things  in  the  Church  of  England.  Dis- 
tress had  fallen  upon  many  cathedrals. 
It  was  notorious  that  not  only  the  canons 
of  some  cathedrals,  but  the  minor  offi- 
cers also,  were,  in  consequence  of  the 
hard  pressure  of  the  times,  deprived  of 
the  income  which  they  expected,  and  he 
thought  it  might  be  only  just  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  should  be 
called  upon  to  review  what  they  had 
done  for  certain  cathedrals.  In  point  of 
fact,  those  cathedrals  which  received 
money  instead  of  land  were  in  a  per- 
fectly good  condition,  while  those  which 
received  lands  instead  of  money  found 
those  lands  so  depreciated  in  value  that 
they  were  deprived  of  the  incomes  which 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  in- 
tended to  assign.  For  his  own  part,  he 
fully  believed  that  the  course  which  had 
been  taken  with  regard  to  Truro  and 
the  other  dioceses  was  beneficial  to  the 
Church  at  large,  and  that  these  funds 
which  were  devoted  to  cathedral  pur- 
poses in  the  diocese  of  Truro  ought  to 
receive  some  consideration  from  that 
House.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
would  support  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Mount  Edgcumbe). 
Their  Lordships  could  do  no  harm  in 
allowing  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  second 
reading,  and,  ultimately,  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2* accord- 
ingly. 
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KOBTMAm    AND    CHARITABLE    USES    BILL 

[H.L.] 

k  Bill  to  consolidate  the  law  relating  to 
mortmain,  and  to  the  disposition  of  land  lor 
charitable  ases^Was  pretented  by  The  Lord 
Chancellor ;  read  1*.    (No.  16.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'dook, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  \1th  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Biujo—Otdered ^  Fir8t 
Reading — Mountains,  Hiyers,  and  Pathways 
(Wales)  •  [129]  ;  CJolonial  Marriages  •  [130]. 

QUESTIONS.    • 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKHOUSES. 

OoLOHBL  WABINQ  (Down,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Maoabtnby)  (Antrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment  have  under  consideration  the  amal- 
gamation of  workhouses  in  Ireland, 
either  generally  or  in  particular  locali- 
ties ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SEOBETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Government  have  under  con- 
sideration the  amalgamation  of  Unions 
in  Ireland.  They  are  not,  however,  able 
at  present  to  state  when  they  will  be  in 
a  position  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  IRISH  PUBLIC 
WORKS-DRAINAGE  WORKS. 

Colonel  WAKING  (Down,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Maoabtstey)  (Antrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works  are 
carrying  out  works  for  the  drainage 
of  the  Rivers  Barrow,  Bann,  and  Shan- 
non; whether  various  schemes  for  the 
drainage  of  these  rivers  were  put  before 
the  Royal  Commissioners  by  Irish  engi- 
neers ;  whether  the  works  now  being 
carried  out  are  a  modification  of  these 
schemes;    whether    any  engineer   has 


been  appointed  to  carry  out  these 
works ;  and,  if  so,  whether  by  or  with* 
out  competition;  whether  he  or  his 
principal  assistants  have  any  connection 
with,  or  previous  knowledge  of,  Irdand; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  have  any 
special  qualifications ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  provide  that  in  any 
future  public  works,  to  be  carried  out 
through  the  Commission  or  otherwise, 
a  fair  proportion  of  the  work  be  given 
to  Irish  Engineers? 

The  PARUAMBNTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Knra-HABKAH) 
(Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Measures,  based  generally  on  the 
recommendation    of   the    Royal  Com- 
missioners, are  being  taken  by  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  Barrow,  Bann, 
and    Shannon.     Various   schemes    for 
dealing  with    the    Barrow   were   sub- 
mitted to   the  Royal  Commission    by 
engineers  and   others;    and  a  certain 
amount  of  evidence  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter was  given  in  regard  to  the  Bann. 
The  recommendations,  however,  of  the 
Commission  were  independent  of  such 
schemes,  and  rested   on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility, after  hearing  evidence  and 
considering  the  various  schemes  before 
them.    Two   members  of  the  Commis- 
sion were  themselves  eng^eers  of  large 
experience.    A  hydraulic  engineer  has 
been  appointed  to  develop  in  detidl  the 
recommendations   of   the  Royal  Com- 
mission.   This  gentleman  is  by  descent 
an   Irishman.    He  was  selected  with- 
out competition,  as  having  special  ex- 
perience of    hydraulic  work.    All  his 
engineering    assistants    are    Irishmen. 
The  Government  are  desirous  to  employ 
Irishmen   on  Irish   business  wherever 
practicable. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  TECH- 
NICAL INSTRUCTION-INSTITUTION 
OF  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  £.) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  Resolutions 
passed  by  the  Xondon  School  Board, 
the  Birmingham  School  Board,  and 
other  School  Boards,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  advisability, 
in  the  Technical  Instruction  BUi  for 
England,  of  placing  the  power  of  set- 
ting up  Technical  Schools  in  the  hands 
of  School  or  other  Educational  Boards, 
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instead  of  in  the  hands  of  Looal  Anthori- 
ties  for  other  purposes  ? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sip  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  raised  a  subject  of  importance, 
which,  with  others  of  like  importance, 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Qovernment  in  framing  the  Bill  which 
was  to  be  submitted  to  the  House. 

BUBMAH  (UPPER)-.PORCES  EMPLOYED 
—NUMBER  AND  COSTS. 

Mb.  SLAOG  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
he  will  supply  to  the  House  details  of 
the  number  of  troops  which  have  been 
employed  in  the  operations  connected 
with  the  pacification  of  Upper  Burmah 
to  the  end  of  1887 ;  also  the  total  cost 
of  those  operations,  so  far  as  it  can  be 
ascertained,  up  to  that  time  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  number  of  troops  employed  in  Upper 
Burmah  has  been  continually  fluctua- 
ting. The  greatest  was  in  February, 
1887 :— British,  6,781  ;  Native,  21,078  ; 
total,  27,859.  At  the  end  of  1887  it 
was:— British,  3,791;  Native,  14,275; 
total,  18,066.  The  extra  Army  charges 
in  Upper  Burmah  were: — 1885-6, 
Re.  X  605,000;  1886-7.  Rs.  z  1,160,000  ; 
1887-8  (estimated),  Rs.  x  1,350,000; 
total  to  March  31, 1888,  Rs.  z  3,115,000. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROGKDURE  (IRE- 
LANDJ  ACT,  1887— ARREST  OF  MU. 
QILHOOLY,  M.P. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  (for  Mr.  J. 
0*Ooknob)  (Tipperary,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  seen  the 
following  report  in  Th$  Cork  Daily 
Herald  of  the  13th  instant,  regarding  the 
''committal"  of  Mr.  James  Gilhooly, 
M.P.,  by  Mr.  Gardiner,  R.M.  :— 

**  The  informationB  having  been  mgned, 

''Mr.  Grardiner  said  he  would  acyoum  the 
hearing  of  the  caaea  until  the  end  of  March : 

"  Mr.  Oilhooly  asked  if  he  would  be  admitted 
to  bail;  he  was  particularly  anxious  to  take 
part  in  the  Debate  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
Address  : 

**  Mr.  Gkodiner — From  the  peculiar  oiroum- 
atanoes  of  this  ease  we  cannot  allow  you  out  on 

bail: 

**  Mr.  Gilhooly  said  he  was  perfectly  satis- 
fied : 

<«  Mr.  Gardiner — I  myself  have  twice  attended 
at  Petty  Sessions  to  which  you  were  summoned, 
and  yoo  failed  to  appear,  creating  great  incon- 
yenience  to  i^l  concerned ;" 


and,  nrhether  it  was  with  his  knowledge 
and  sanction  that  Mr.  GKlhooly  was  kept 
in  the  close  custody  of  nine  armed  police^ 
men  for  the  entire  journey  from  Duhlin  to 
Cork  for  a  space  of  six  hours,  and  not 
permitted  to  leave  the  carriage  for  any 
necessary  purpose  whaterer  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  added  that  the  Question  had 
been  somewhat  abbreyiated,  and  was 
not  in  the  same  form  as  when  handed 
in.  In  the  Question  as  it  stood,  Mr. 
Gilhooly  was  represented  as  saying  that 
he  was  perfectly  satisfied.  It  should  be 
that,  so  far  as  he  was  personally  con- 
cerned— 

Mb.  SPE AKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  FLTNN:  That,  so  far  as  he 
was  personally  concerned,  he  was  satis- 
fied. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  ask  the  Question 
on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  FLYNN :  Very  well. 

Thb  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet}  (who  replied) 
said :  I  have  not  seen  the  report 
referred  to.  The  Resident  Magistrate 
states  that  he  refused  to  admit  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork  to  bail  as 
he  had  treated  the  Court  with  contempt 
in  failing  to  appear  when  summoned, 
and  for  no  other  reason.  The  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  while  granting  bail  *  in 
the  case,  held  that  the  Resident  Ma^s- 
trate  had  exercised  a  proper  discretion 
in  refusing  it  when  the  case  was  before 
him.  The  escort  consisted  of^a  Head 
Constable  and  four  men,  two  of  whom 
only  were  fully  armed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber twice  only  asked  permission  to  leave 
the  train.  On  the  first  occasion. .it  was 
at  once  granted ;  but  on  the  second 
occasion  he  was  prevented  from  going 
to  the  refreshment  bar  with  his  friends. 
The  Head  Constable,  however,  offered 
to  send  for  any  refreshment  he  might 
require. 

IRELAND -PLANTING    OF    TREES— 

"STATUTORY  TERMORS." 
Mb.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
that,  under  the  present  condition  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  **  statutory  termors,"  or 
tenants  from  year  to  year,  are  not  em- 
powered to  register  timber  trees,  which, 
if  planted  by  them,  become  forthwith 
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the  property  of  the  landlord  inheritori 
who  likewise  is  himself  unable  to  plant 
such  trees  upon  lands  in  the  occupation 
of  the  tenant,  whereby  Yirtually  no 
timber  trees  can,  under  present  condi- 
tions, be  planted  over  tne  surface  of 
some  500,000  holdings;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  under  section  20  of  ''  The 
Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1883,"  the  Board  of  Works 
is  empowered  to  advance  money  for  the 
planting  of  trees  in  Ireland ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  foregoing.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  prepared  to 
initiate  legislation  this  Session  upon  the 
subject  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  fully  appreciate  the 
importance  of  facilitating  and  encou- 
raging the  plantation  of  timber  trees 
throughout  Ireland,  and  of  extending 
the  operation  of  the  provision  contained 
in  the  Tramways  Act,  1883,  as  referred 
to  in  the  Question.  I  have  consulted 
with  the  Chief  Secretary  on  the  subject ; 
and  I  am  in  a  position  to  state  that  a 
Bill  will  be  introduced  dealing  with  this 
matter  in  the  present  Session. 

LIQUOE  0EDINANCE8  (OEOWN 
COLONIES). 

Mb.  a.  M'ARTHTTR  rLeicester)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
If  he  will  accept,  as  an  unopposed  Re- 
turn, the  one  of  which  Notice  has  been 
given  relating  to  Liquor  Ordinances  in 
rown  Colonies,  or  among  the  Native 
Races  inhabiting  British  Dependencies, 
or  subject  to  the  control  or  influence 
of  the  British  Government  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henby  HoLLAio))  (Hampstead)  :  The 
Return  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
may  be  taken  as  unopposed.  I  have 
caused  a  Circular  to  be  sent  to  all  the 
Crown  Colonies  to  obtain  the  desired 
information ;  and  I  have  also  sent  a  Cir- 
cular to  the  Colonies  under  responsible 
Government  for  any  further  information 
in  addition  to  that  given  ia  the  Parlia- 
mentary Papers,  which  have  been  already 
presented. 

VACCINATION    LAWS  —  FINES,     &c.— 
BRADFORD  WEST  RIDINQ  COURT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Boards  Whether  during  this  month 

Mr.  Marum 


in  the  Bradford  West  Riding  Court 
there  have  been  some  dozen  persons, 
resident  in  Cleckheaton,  Scholes,  Wyke, 
and  Hunsworth,  fined  for  breach  of  the 
Vaccination  Laws,  and  whether  these  de- 
fendants severally  pleaded  the  con- 
scientious objection  that  vaccination  was 
injurious  to  the  health  of  their  infant 
children  ;  whether  Charles  Hayward,  of 
Ash  worth,  was,  on  the  31st  January, 
1888,  fined  for  the  27th  time  for  refusing 
to  have  his  two  children  vaccinated; 
and,  whether  the  total  fines  and  costs 
imposed  on  Charles  Hayward,  who  is  in 
a  humble  condition  of  life,  amount  to 
£44  18«.? 

The  president  (Mr.  RrrcHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Clerk  to  the  Justices 
that  during  the  present  month  21  per- 
sons resident  within  the  North  Bierley 
Union,  which  includes  Cleckheaton, 
Hunsworth,  and  Wyke,  were  proceeded 
against  for  neglecting  to  cause  their 
children  to  be  vaccinated.    None  of  the 

Eersons  appeared  either  personally  or 
y  solicitor,  and  no  one  attended  on  their 
behalf.  No  statement  was  made  before 
the  Justices  as  to  the  conscientious  ob- 
jection of  the  parents  to  vaccination, 
except  that  the  vaccination  officer  stated 
that  an  Anti-Vaccination  Society  had 
been  formed,  and  that  he  believed  that 
some  of  the  parents  that  were  summoned 
were  members  of  the  Society.  The  Local 
Gt)vemment  Board  have  received  no 
complaint  of  the  proceedings  in  any  of 
these  cases.  As  regards  the  case  of 
Charles  Hayward,  I  am  informed  that 
he  has  been  fined  for  the  non- 
vaccination  of  two  of  his  children 
25  times,  and  that  the  penalties  im- 
posed amount  to  £22  10«.,  and  the 
costs  to  £22  9«.  As  regards  these  re- 
peated proceedings,  the  Guardians  have 
informed  the  Board's  Inspector  that 
they  consider  that  there  is  no  hardship 
in  the  case,  as  Hayward's  fines  are  paid 
by  the  Anti-Vaccination  Society  for 
Kent.  Hayward,  I  believe,  is  employed 
at  the  works  of  the  South  Eastern 
Railway  Company. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked,  whether  it  was  not  the 
fact  that  Hayward  had  been  fined  twice, 
and  even  thrice,  within  the  limits  of  the 
same  borough ;  and  whether  such  prose- 
cutions were  not  inconsistent  with  a 
General  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ? 
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Mb.  BITOHIE  Baid,  it  was  a  matter 
entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  exercise  their 
jurisdiotion  in  Bach  matters  in  the  way 
they  thought  beat. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER-WEST- 
MINSTER HALL— THE  RESTORATION. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  give  any 
approximate  date  for  the  termination 
of  the  work  in  connection  with  the  altera- 
tions and  restoration  of  Westminster 
Hall? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  I  am 
informed  by  Mr.  Pearson  that  he  expects 
that  the  works  in  connection  with  West- 
minster Hall  will  be  completed  by  the 
end  of  this  year. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked,  whether  there  was 
any  hope,  in  view  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees being  revived,  of  their  being  ac- 
commodated in  Westminster  Hall  ? 

Mb.  PLUNEET  said,  he  was  afraid 
there  was  no  hope  of  those  Committees 
being  housed  there  this  year.  They 
would  require  to  provide  for  the  warmth 
of  the  Members. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887- SENTENCE  ON 
THE  MAYOR  OF  CORK. 

Mb.  PLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  been  in- 
formed of  the  fact  that  the  Chief 
Magistrate  of  Cork,  the  Mayor  of 
that  City,  was  sentenced  on  Tues- 
day, 14th  instant,  by  two  Besident 
Magistrates,  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
to  a  fortnight's  imprisonment,  for  an 
alleged  assault  upon  a  police  constable ; 
whether  the  aseault  was  of  a  purely 
technical  character,  and  occurred  while 
the  Mayor  was  engaged  in  trying  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  City,  and  no 
violence  of  any  kind  whatever  was  used 
by  the  Mayor;  whether  he  has  seen 
a  report  of  the  evidence  of  the  High 
Sheriff  of  the  City  and  of  the  borough 
engineer,  who  stated  that  the  Mayor 
acted  in  the  interests  of  peace  and  the 
preservation  of  order;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  said  constable  (Sergeant 
Ejdloz)  was  for  a  time  an  inmate  of  a 
lunatio  asylum ;  and,  forthermorey  that 


the  Besident  Magistrates  refused  to 
state  a  case  for  a  superior  Court,  or  to 
increase  the  sentence  for  purpose  of  an 
appeal,  or  to  express  an  opimon  that  the 
Mayor  should  be  treated  as  a  first-class 
misdemeanant;  and,  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  and  considering  the 
position  of  the  prisoner,  he  will  cause 
immediate  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
action  of  the  Besident  Magistrates,  and, 

{)ending    such   inquiry,   order  his   re- 
ease  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABT  UNDEB 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habmaw) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  case  against  the  Mayor  of 
Cork  was  not  an  assault  of  a  purely 
technical  character;  but  one  of  gross 
interference  with  a  police  sergeant  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty  in  the  public 
street,  and  in  presence  of  a  large 
crowd.  I  have  not  seen  a  report  of 
evidence  that  the  Mayor  acted  in  the 
matter  as  alleged.  Upwards  of  six 
years  ago  the  sergeant  was  admitted  as 
a  patient  when  suffering  from  a 
paroxysm  of  grief  through  domestic 
affliction;  but  the  Besident  Medical 
Superintendent  subsequently  certified 
that  he  had  not  been  able  to  discover 
the  slightest  trace  of  insanity.  The 
Court  refused  te  state  a  case,  as  they 
considered  the  application  frivolous  and 
that  no  question  of  law  was  involved. 
The  Court  considered  the  ends  of  justice 
were  satisfied  by  the  sentence  impoRcd, 
and  therefore  refused  to  increase  it. 
They  likewise  declined  to  make  any 
order  as  to  whether  the  Mayor  should  be 
treated  as  a  first- class  misdemeanant. 
The  Government  see  no  reason  to  inter- 
fere. 

Mb.  FLYNN  asked  why  the  Mayor 
was  not  tried  under  the  ordinary  Petty 
Sessions  Act  before  the  ordinary  Courts, 
or  why  civil  proceedings  were  not  taken 
against  him  r  TV  by  was  he  tried  before 
two  Besident  Magistrates  under  the 
Crimes  Act  ? 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  better  give  notice 
of  that  Question. 

De.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.) 
asked,  if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  constable 
had  previously  been  committed  to  a 
lunatic  asylum  on  the  evidence  of  two 
medical  men,  who  stated  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  take  his  life,  and  was 
prevented  by  his  men,  and  that  he  was 
disoovered  at  night  in  a  field  trying  to 
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feed  the  cow  of  the  Olerk  of  the  Peace 
ifith  bulls- eyes  ? 
Mb.  8PEAKEB  :  Order,  order  I 

LABOUR  STATISTICS. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Qreen,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  When  the  Betnm 
moved  for  and  promised  last  Session, 
with  respect  to  proseoutions  under 
1  Anne,  Stat.  2,  c.  22,  ss.  1  and  2,  and 
certain  other  Acts  of  Parliament  re- 
lating to  labour,  will  be  issued  to  Mem- 
bers? 

Thk  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  This 
Return  is  nearly  complete,  and  will,  I 
hope,  be  yery  shortly  in  the  hands  of 
Members. 

STATUTE  LAW  EEVI810N 
COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Wliether 
he  has  received  any  intimation  from  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee  to  the 
effect  that,  by  the  omission  of  certain 
unnecessary  and  oft-repeated  words  in 
numerous  ancient  Statutes,  the  first 
volume  of  the  new  and  revised  edition 
of  the  Statutes  may  be  considerably 
reduced  in  bulk,  without  in  any  way 
altering  the  effect  and  force  of  those 
Statutes  ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  consent  to  introduce  a  short  Bill,  at 
an  early  date,  to  give  effect  to  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  Statute  Law  Committee 
m  this  respect  ? 

Thk  attorney  general  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  :  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  the  suggestion  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
being  carried  out,  and  I  trust  about  60 
pages  will  be  saved  in  the  bulk  of  the 
first  volume.  I  think  the  change  may 
be  effected  without  any  Parliamentary 
authority ;  but,  if  necessary,  a  Bill  will 
be  introduced. 

FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  —  ITALY  —  SPEECH 

OF  ADMIRAL  SIR  WILLIAM 

HEWETT  AT  GENOA. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any.  truth  in 
the  report  published  in  Ths  Times  of 
yesterday  (15th  February),  that  Ad- 
miral Hewett,  in  a  speech  of  welcome 
to  an  Italian  dignitary,  who  came  on 
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board  the  English  flagship  at  G^noa, 
had  said  that — 

**  The  bonds  which  unite  ns  may  hereafter 
recaiye  a  practical  application  by  the  union  of 
the  Italian  and  Engluh  Fleets ;  " 

and,  if  these  words  were  need,  whether 
Admiral  Hewett  was  authorized  to  inti- 
mate in  this  manner  the  prospect  of  an 
active  alliance  between  this  conntry  and 
Italy? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geoboe  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Perhaps  as  the 
Question  relates  to  an  officer  connected 
with  my  Department  I  may  be  allowed 
to  answer  it.  The  paragraph  in  I%e 
Times  of  yesterday  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alludes  is  as  follows : — 

<*  An  exchange  of  compliments  between  Ad- 
miral Sir  William  Hewett  and  a  Genoa  digni- 
tary,  8ignor  Payesi,  has  been  exaggerated  by 
The  Caffaro  of  Genoainto  a  political demonsira- 
tion.*' 

It  not  unfrequently  happens,  as  all 
know  from  personal  knowledge,  that 
when  the  officers  of  one  nation  entertain 
those  of  another,  the  wish  is  expressed 
that  the  respective  forces  to  which  they 
belong  may  not  be  opposed  to  one 
another  in  actual  warfare;  and  the 
words  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  quotes, 
even  if  they  were  used  by  Admiral 
Hewett  (which  I  doubt),  seem  to  me  to 
be  only  expressive  of  this  kindly  and 
most  proper  sentiment. 

LAW  AND  JUSTIOE-THE  CONVICT 

BOWLES, 

Me.  H  anbury  (Preston)a8ked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, What  is  the  crime  for  which 
the  convict  Bowles,  recently  sentenced 
to  death  for  an  offence  which,  if  com- 
mitted, was  murder,  is  now  undergoing 
penal  servitude  for  life  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
convict  Bowles  was  found  guilty  of 
murder  by  the  jury.  The  learned  Judge 
who  tried  the  case  reported  to  me  that, 
in  the  present  state  of  our  information, 
this  verdict  could  not  be  said  to  have 
been  wrong ;  but  that  the  case  was  not 
one  in  which  the  irrevocable  sentence  of 
death  should  be  carried  into  execution, 
and  that  it  might  wisely  be  commuted 
into  penal  servitude  for  life,  for  if  far- 
ther inquiries  should  make  the  prisoner's 
innocence  manifest,  he  could  be  released, 
while  if  they  led  to  a  clearer,  oonviotion 
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of  his  g^ilt,  he  would  be  under  restraint 
and  punishment.  I  entirely  concurred 
in  this  opinion  of  the  learned  Judge ; 
and  I  am  still  making  inquiries  into 
those  parts  of  the  case  on  which  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  jury  was  in- 
complete. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  gave  Notice  that, 
on  going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply,  he 
womd  call  attention  to  the  present  sys- 
tem of  reviewing  the  verdicts  of  juries 
and  the  sentences  of  Judges  in  capital 
cases,  and  move  a  Besolution  that  such 
oases  should  be  formally  dealt  with  by  a 
regularly  constituted  Oourt  of  Appeal. 

RAILWAYS  (ACQDISITION  BY  THE 

STATE). 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlaohie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  take  into  consideration  the  desirability 
of  appointing  a  Select  Oommittee,  or 
Boyal  Commission,  to  inquire  into  all 
matters  relating  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  the  United  Kingdom,  having 
a  special  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
entire  community,  and  so  as  to  deter- 
mine the  advisability  of  purchase  of 
railways  by  the  State,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  General  Rail- 
way Act  of  1844? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  has 
already  been  introduced  in  the  other 
House;  and  the  Government  are  not, 
therefore,  prepared  to  take  into  con- 
eideration  the  advisability  of  appointing 
a  Select  Oommittee,  or  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, to  inquire  into  all  matters  re- 
lating to  railways,  as  such  a  course 
would  have  the  effect  of  postponing 
legislation  on  a  subject  in  which  the 
agricultural,  the  mercantile,  and  all 
other  classes  of  the  community  are 
deeply  interested.  The  question  as  to 
the  desirability  of  the  purchase  of  rail- 
ways by  the  State,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Genersl  Railway 
Act  of  1 844,  is  not  one  with  which  the 
Government  is  prepared  to  deal. 

Mb.  WATT  gave  Notice  that  on  an 
early  day  he  would  call  attention  to  the 
present  position  of  affairs  with  regard 
to  the  Railway  Companies  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  move — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  Ibis  House,  the 
time  has  axriyed  when  the  Govenunent  should 


appoint  a  Ck)mmittee  or  Royal  GommiBdon  to 
take  into  consideration  the  question  of  ac« 
quiring  the  Railways  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  contained  in 
the  General  Railway  Act  of  1844." 

IN8PE0TI0N  OF  QUARRIES— 
LEGISLATION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  E.  Elus  (Merion- 
ethshire), 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
had  received  no  information  as  to  a 
serious  accident  reported  in  the  evening 
papers  at  a  slate  quarry  in  North 
Wales.  He  must  adhere  to  his  answer, 
already  given,  that  the  Government 
could  not  see  their  way  to  legislate  this 
Session  for  the  better  regulation  or  in- 
spection of  quarries. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELUS  said,  owners  and 
quarrymen  were  agreed,  and  the  sub- 
ject would  not  be  a  contentious  one. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECtf. 

[adjourned  debate.]  [seventh  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [13th  Februaxy]. — [Seepage 
64.] 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leaye  oat  paragraphs  ten  and  eleyea, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  -~  "  Humbly 
to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that  the  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  Ses- 
sion, which  was  of  an  ameliorative  character, 
has  tended  to  diminish  agrarian  crime,  whereas 
the  repressive  legislation  of  the  Session  has  done 
much  to  alienate  the  sympathy  and  respect  of 
Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the  law  ;  and 
that  the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  as  well  as  much  of  the  action 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  has  been  harsh, 
partial,  and  mischievous."— (ifr.  Parnell,) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.'' 

Debate  resumed, 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887,  AND  LAND 
LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— ACTION 
OF  THE  EXECUTIVE.-RESOLUTION. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  tiir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
concluded  the  debate  last  night  (Mr. 
John  Morle7)on  behalf  of  the  Opposition, 
taunted  me  with  not  haying  risen  imme- 
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diatelj  after  tlie  speeoh  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-Eaet  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien) ;  but  I  confess,  though  I  lis- 
tened attentively  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  said,  I  failed  to  gather  the 
exact  ground  on  which  he  founded  that 
objection.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  been  perfectly  well  aware, 
if  he  had  consulted  the  ordinary  sources 
of  information,  that  it  had  been  decided 
that  it  would  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  that  I  should  speak  upon  the 
last  day  of  the  debate ;  that  being  the 
person  chiefly  implicated  in  the  govern- 
ment    of   Ireland,    it    was    therefore 
desirable  that  I  should  speak  at  a  time 
when  I  could  take  something  like  a 
general  survey  of  the    course  of  the 
debate;    and,  further,  he  must    have 
known  that  had  I  risen  after  the  hon. 
Member  at  half-past  7,  I  shoxdd  have 
been  obliged  to  confine  my  remarks  to  a 
reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, whereas  that  speech,  eloquent  and 
forcible  as  it  was,  is,  in  my  opinion,  only 
one  of  three  or  four  delivered  in  this  de- 
bale  which  requires  from  mo  some  notice 
and  reply.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  think  there  was  still  another 
reason  why  I  should  have  jumped  upon 
my  legs  at  once,  and  that  was  because  a 
violent  personal  attack  had  been  made 
upon  myself,   which  I   was   bound  to 
answer  on  the  spot.     I  do  not  think  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  was  violent.     Everything  in 
these  matters  turns  upon  the  standard 
you  go  by.    I  admit  that,  judged  by 
ordinary  Parliamentary  standards,  there 
was  considerable  vehemence  in  the  attack 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  as  compared 
with  the  weekly  attacks  which  I  receive 
from   United  Ireland^  his  criticisms  were 
pale  and  colourless.     The  necessity  of 
conforming  himself   to   Parliamentary 
usages  took  out  of  his  speech  all  those 
flowers  of  rhetoric  with  which  we  are 
familiar  in  his  newspaper,  and  the  re- 
sult was  that  his  attack  upon  me  and 
the  Government  bore  to  the  attacks  to 
which  wo  are  accustomed  somewhat  the 
same  relation — to  quote  the  poet— 

"  As  moonlight  aoto  sunlight. 
Or  as  water  unto  wine." 

I  will  give  the  House  an  example.  Per- 
haps the  severest  observation  made  upon 
me  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
yesterday  was  when  he  said  that  I  was 
guilty  of  a  spite  against  my  political 
opponents,  wMch  he  would  describe  as 
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feminine  if  he  had  not  thought  it  a  poor 
compliment  to  the  amiable  sex  referred 
to.    But  that,  after  all,  is  but  a  feeble 
replica  of  other  observations  of  a  similar 
kind  which  I  saw  in  the  hon.  Gentle« 
man's  newspaper.     Such  criticisms  have 
lost  their  effect.     My  jaded  palate  is  no 
longer  tickled  by  anything  so  lacking  in 
flavour.    For  what  is  the  diet  to  which 
I  have  been  accustomed  ?    I  have  been 
told  that  I  ''  lust  for  slaughter  with  a 
eunuchized  imagination."     I  have  been 
further  told  that  I  have  a  ''strange  plea- 
sure in  mere  purposeless  human  suffeo* 
ing,"  and  that  to  my  '*  languid  life  it 
imparts  a  delicious  excitement."     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  appeared   to  me 
to  attach  very  great  importance  to  the 
assault  made  upon  the  Gt)vemment  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North-East  Cork.    In  my  opinion  the 
value  and  importance  of  an  attack  de* 
pends  not  upon  its  violence,  but  upon  the 
quarter  from  which  it  comes.  Are  wo  to 
consider  that  the  attacks  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  are  of  a 
kind  which  require  the  instant  and  re- 
spectful attention  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?    The  hon.  Gentlemaa 
has  often  attacked  me  in  his  speeches, 
and  ho  did  so  yesterday,  as  one  who 
administered  a  brutal  Act  in  a  brutal 
manner.    I  do  not  quote  his  words ;  but 
that  was  their  meaning.     Well,  I  am 
consoled  by  finding  that  his  newspaper 
said  a  few  years  ago  of  other  states- 
men— 

"Mr.  Trovclyan  and  Earl  Spencer  are  the 
active  administrators  of  a  bloody  and  remorse- 
less Crimes  Act." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  has,  in  various 
ways  and  on  various  occasions,  expressed 
views  by  no  means  favourable  to  my 
personal  appearance ;  but  I  am  consoled 
by  finding  that  on  the  19th  of  April, 
1884,  he  said,  speaking  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  George  Trevelyan),  that — 

« If  nature  has  denied  to  our  Chief  Secretary 
the  resources  of  the  skunk  and  the  cattle  fish, 
art  has  enabled  him  to  supply  the  failure.*' 

Again,  I  am  consoled  when  I  fijid  that 
while  his  whole  speech  turned  upon  this 
argument,  that  I  was  using  the  Grimes 
Act  to  attack  my  political  foes,  the  same 
hon.  Gentleman  said  on  the  19th  of  July, 
1884,  that— 

*'For  the  sake  of  vengeance  on  a  political 
foe  a  superfine  Liberal  Executive^  filled  with  a . 
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fine  froDzy  against  the  Crimea  of  desperate  and 
starving  peasants,  threw  the  broad  shield  of 
England  at  the  last  moment  over  the  foulest 
brood  of  monsters  that  even  English  role  in 
Ireland  had  ever  prodaced." 

Whatever  unsavoury  parallel  the  hon. 
Memher  may  find,  I  shall  never  feel 
that  more  than  justice  has  been  done 
me  when  I  see  that  he  compared  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  a  hangman,  and 
drew  a  comparison  between  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  Judas  Iscariot,  and  that  for 
weeks  together  his  newspaper  insinu- 
ated, and  more  than  insinuated,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  and  Lord 
Spencer  were  engaged  in  a  conspiracy 
to  shield  men  guilty  of  horrible  and  un- 
nameable  offences. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) : 
That,  Sir,  I  most  undoubtedly  never 
did.  I  stated— and  I  stick  to  the  state- 
ment to  this  hour — that,  in  my  belief, 
the  consequences  of  their  action,  as,  I 
believe,  misguided  action,  were  to  have 
shielded  those  persons ;  but  I  never  in- 
sinuated that  they  did  so  with  wilful  in- 
tention. [''Oh,  oh!"  and  Home  Rule 
Checrc.'] 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTE:  The  hon. 
Member  has  wholly  misled  the  House 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  articles  I  have 
referred  to,  and  if  any  hon.  Gentleman 
doubts  that  let  him  refer  to  one  of  the 
issues  of  United  Ireland  in  July,  1885. 
\Loud  cries  of  *'  Quote  !  "  from  the  Home 
Mule  MemhersJ\  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
say  that,  at  all  events  in  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
blame  from  such  a  source  as  attacks  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  should  be  the 
highest  praise  which  an  Irish  Secretary 
can  receive.  Well,  Sir,  I  shall  have  to 
return  to  the  other  parts  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  at  the  later  stage 
of  my  remarks.  I  will  now,  however, 
proceed  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
opening  speech  made  upon  this  Amend- 
ment by  the  hon.  Member  who  leads 
the  Irish  Party  (Mr.  Pamell).  I  do  not 
propose  to  dwell  upon  the  very  singular 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
with  regard  to  the  course  which  his 
Friends  intend  to  take  in  future  in  the 
matter  of  Obstruction.  He  said  that 
they  wore  going  to  change  their  tactics, 
and  the  reason  which  he  gave  —  if  I 
understood  him  right  —  was  that  a 
democratlG  Beform  Bill  had  been  passed 
in  1885.      Why  a  democratic  Beform 


Bill  of  1885  should  only  begin  to  operate 
upon  the  Irish  Members  m  1888  does 
not  clearly  appear  to  my  mind ;  but  I 
am  most  unwilliuK  to  look  a  gift  horse 
in  the  mouth,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  as  good  as  his  word— and,  no 
doubt«  he  will  be  so — and  will  induce 
his  Friends  to  follow  his  advice,  I,  at 
all  events,  will  be  the  last  person  to  in- 
sinuate  that    the   action  of   the  hon. 
Member  is  due  to  his   sense  of  trhat 
is   judicious    as    a   matter    of    Party 
tactics  rather  than  to    any  argument 
founded  upon  the  so-called  democratio 
Bill    passed    three    years    ago.      But 
there  is  another  matter  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred  to   which  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  some  Member 
of  the  Government  to  allude.  It  is  rather 
an  old  story  now ;  it  is  that  famous  in- 
terview between  Lord  Oamarvon  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  himself.  There  was,  about 
two  centuries  ago,  a  very  famous  plot 
known  as  the  Popish  Plot.    One  pecu- 
liarity of  that  plot  was  that,  whenever 
it  suited  political  exigencies,  there  was 
always  some  new  revelation  at  the  ser- 
vice of  those  who  were  working  it  for 
their  own  political  objects.    There  is  a 
great  resemblance,    I  think,    between 
that   episode  and  the   history  of  this 
interview.    New  facts   are  always  ap- 
pearing,   and   it   is  most  unfortunate 
that  the  time  which  the  hon.  Member 
chose  to  take  us  into  his   confidence 
should   be   the   very    time  when    the 
chief  victim  of  his  revelation  was  at  the 
other  side  of  the  world.    Nevertheless, 
Sir,  we  have  sufficient  material  before  us, 
even  in  the  absence  of  Lord  Oamarvon, 
to  diow  the  absolute  futility  of  the  con- 
tention advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork.    I  would  refer  the 
House  to  the  speech  made  in  1886  by 
Lord  Salisbury.    Lord  Salisbury  said — 

'<  Lord  Oarnarron  treated  me  ahsolately  with- 
out reserre,  and  1  know — he  informed  me— 
what  passed  at  that  interview  with  Mr.  Pamell, 
and  his  statement  which  was  made  two  or  three 
days  afterwards  ahsolately  agreed  with  what 
he  stated  the  other  day  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  wished  for  ii^ormation  on  a  great  variety 
of  topics  and  statements  of  opinion.  He  re- 
ceivea  them.  He  asked  questions  ahout  them ; 
hut  the  statement  that  he  gave  any  ground  for 
helieving  that  the  Ck>nservative  Gkvemment 
would  favour  an  Irish  Legialatiire  is  ahsolutely 
without  foundation." 

Then  I  refer  to  the  speech  of  Lord 
Oamarvon  himself  in  the  House  of 
Lords.    He  said — 
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'*  Mr.  Pamell  is  reported  to  have  stated  that 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  of  the  late  Conserya- 
tiye  Government  had  conveyed  to  him  the  in- 
tention of  that  Government  to  offer  a  Statutory 
Parliament  with  power  to  protect  Irish  indus- 
tries. ...  I  therefore  heg  to  deny,  as  plainly 
and  as  broadly  as  I  can,  the  statement  to  which 
I  have  just  referred  as  having  been  made  by 
Mr.  Pamell. 


»> 


•  • 


Lord  Oamarvon  went  on  to  say — 

<'  First  of  all,  that,  as  I  say,  I  was  acting  of 
m^eU,  by  myself;  that  all  the  responsibility  was 
mine,  and  that  all  communications  were  from 
me  alone— that  is,  from  my  lips  alone.  Secondly, 
that  that  conversation  was  with  reference  to 
information  only,  and  that  it  must  be  under- 
stood that  there'  was  no  agreement  or  under- 
standing, however  shadowy,  between  us.  And, 
thirdly,  tiiat  I  was  there  as  the  Queen's  servant^ 
and  I  would  neither  hear  nor  say  one  word  that 
was  inconsistent  with  the  Union  of  the  two 
countries."— (3  Hansard,  [306]  1256-8.) 

I  hope,  Sir,  that  that  will  satiafy  the 
House  as  to  the  true  oliaracter  of  this 
so-called  agreement  between  the  hon. 
Member  and  Lord  Oamarvon.  There  is 
a  new  point  which  the  lion.  Member  has 
raised,  I  believe  for  the  first  time,  at 
least  I  have  never  heard  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  anybody  in  this  House 
has  heard  that  Lord  Carnarvon  is  said 
to  have  promised  (Mr.  Pamell)  to  re- 
lease the  Crossmaglen  prisoners.  We 
are  told — 

Mb.  FAHNELL  (Cork) :  I  said  that 
he  informed  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine  as 
to  his  intention  of  releasing  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  not 
Lord  Carnarvon's  habit — and  I  know  this 
upon  absolute  authority — to  settle  busi- 
ness outside  the  proper  official  routine. 
The  question  of  the  Crossmaglen  prisoners 
came  before  him,  I  believe,  more  than 
once.  I  have  had  the  official  file  con- 
sulted, and  on  that  file  there  is  not  the 
smallest  trace  or  beginning  of  a  trace 
that  it  was  ever  Lonl  Carnarvon's  in- 
tention to  release  those  prisoners.  I  am 
the  more  confirmed  in  that  view  when  I 
consider  that  if  it  was  possible  for  any 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  carry  out  the  wishes 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, those  wishes  would  surely  have 
been  carried  out  by  Lord  Aberdeen, 
who  succeeded  Lord  Carnarvon,  but 
who  took  no  steps  in  the  matter  and 
did  not  release  them.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  criticize  the  account 
I  gave  of  a  most  painful  and  abominable 
ease  of  Boycotting  dealt  with  in  tiie 
course  of  this  month  before  two  Eesi- 
dent   Magistrates— the   case    of   Mrs. 
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Connell — and  he  led  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  all  the  information  I  had 
given  was  absolutely  inaccurate.  Now, 
on  that  occasion  I  did  what  I  seldom  do, 
for  I  quoted  from  newspapers  and  not 
from  official  sources.  I  thought  I  was 
justified  in  so  doing  because  the  report 
of  the  case  showed  that  the  Magistrates 
considered  it  a  serious  case  of  Boycot- 
ting. I  have  since  inquired,  and  I  find 
that  the  facts  that  I  gave  to  the  House 
were  absolutely  accurate.  There  was  a 
poor,  decrepit  old  person  of  80. 

Mr.  J.  E,  BEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) : 
Nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUH :  I  have  only 
to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  my  statement  is  supported 
by  information  from  official  sources. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  saj  that 
this  woman  had  lived  on  the  charity  of 
the  shopkeepers  whom  she  prosecuted ; 
that  I  believe  also  to  be  wholly  untrue. 
He  went  on  to  say  also  that  she  had 
never  offered  money  for  the  provisions 
she  wanted,  and  that  were  refused  her. 
She  did  offer  money.  He  went  pn  to 
say  that  she  never  bought  bread  previ- 
ously at  the  shopkeepers 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDMOND :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon  Gentleman  where  he  is 
quoting  from  ?  [  Cries  of  **  Order,"  the 
Chief  Secretary  declining  to  give  way.] 

I    was    present [  lienewed  erin  of 

*'  Order  !  "  amid  whieh  the  hon.  Member 
resumed  his  seat.'] 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  not  think  me  discourteous 
in  not  giving  way,  for  they  will 
themselves  feel  that  it  will  be  more 
convenient  that  I  should  give  way 
only  in  favour  of  a  Member  who  thinks  I 
am  misrepresenting  him ;  to  do  otherwise 
would  not  conduce  to  the  regular 
order  of  debate.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  then  went  on  to  say 
that  the  woman  had  not  bought  bread 
previously  at  any  of  those  places  where 
she  was  refused ;  that  statement  is  abso- 
lutely inaccurate.  He  also  stated  that 
she  was  a  disreputable  old  woman,  and 
was  drunk  in  Court.  She  was  neither 
disreputable  nor  was  she  drunk.  She 
came  there  perfectly  sober — [^Hbme  Ruh 
cries  of  "  Oh !  "]— so  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, not  content  with  encouraging 
a  system  of  Boycotting  and  intimidation, 
actually  makes  use  of  a  fictitious  story 
to  destroy  the  character  of  its  victim.  1 
will  now  turn  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
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hoQ.    Baronet   the    Member   for   the 

Bridgeton  Division 

Mb.  J.  E.  EEDMOND  :  Mr.  Speaker 
-^{Minieterial  eriee  •/  "  Order!  "]— the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
to  a  statement  of  mine.  I  wish 
to  ask  you  whether  I  am  entitled 
to  interpose  for  a  moment  for  this 
reason,  that  the  statement  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  theOity 
of  Cork  was  made  upon  my  authority, 

and 

Mb.  FABNELL:  And  I  mentioned 
the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDMOND :  With  refer- 
ence  to  the  contradiction  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  was  present  at  the  trial, 
and  the  woman  was  undoubtedly*— — 

Mb.  8FEAE:EB  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber rises  to  a  point  of  Order,  doubtless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give 
way. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXJB  having  given 
way, 

Mb.  J.  E.  BEDMOND  continued :  I 
speak  as  a  person  who  was  present  and 
took  part  in  the  proceedings.  The 
woman  did  not  offer  money  at  any  of 
the  shops  in  question,  and  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  is 
not  taken  from  any  evidence  given  at 
the  trial.  The  woman  undoubtedly  was 
the  worse  for  liquor  when  she  came  to 
give  her  evidence,  because  she  had  to 
be  called  down  from  the  table  by  the 
Grown  Frosecutor  who  called  her.  {^Far- 
neUite  cheereJ] 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXJB :  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken 
advantage  of  my  giving  way  to  make 
a  short  speech  upon  this  subject.  Every 
word  I  have  said  to  the  House  I  have 
upon  official  authority.  If  there  is  any 
doubt  as  to  the  facts,  the  question  can 
be  raised  at  the  new  trial,  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  magistrates  has  been  ap- 
pealed against.  And  now,  Sir,  after 
that  rather  unfortunate  interruption,  I 
turn  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  tne  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow.  I  recollect  that  when  we 
were  debating  the  earlier  stages  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  ex- 
pressed great  impatience  at  my  having 
gone  back  to  the  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  of  1882,  which  he  said  was 
an  old  story.  I  perfectly  understand 
his  dislike  to  any  reference  to  the  Act 
Qf  1882  on  behalf  of  his  Friends,  if 


not  of  himself ;  but  his  Friends  do 
not  seem  to  share  that  view,  for 
his  right  hon.  Colleague  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  filled  his 
whole  speech  with  references  to  the  Act 
of  1882.  His  mind  always  reverts  to 
the  halcyon  days  when  he  and  Lord 
Spencer  were  in  Ireland.  He  cannot 
keep  either  his  mind  or  his  tongue  from 
it,  and  I  do  not  blame  him  in  this  case, 
because  he  said,  what  I  think  is  very 
true,  that  the  administration  of  the 
Act  of  1882  is  a  very  good  standard  by 
which  to  compare  the  administration  of 
the  Act  of  1887.  The  Act  of  1882  may 
have  been  a  mistake;  granted.  The 
Act  of  1887  may  also  have  been  a 
mistake;  ^ranted.  But  even  if  we 
assume  this,  you  will  hardly  deny 
that  the  Act  of  1882  was  administered 
by  high-minded  statesmen,  who  had  no 
other  object  in  view  than  the  advantage 
of  Ireland,  who  were  not  animated  by 
any  desire  to  persecute  their  opponents, 
who  had  no  desire  to  inflict  any  suffer- 
ing which  was  not  necessary ;  but  who, 
in  trying  to  put  down  crime,  were  doing 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  best  thing 
for  the  country.  But  if  you  admit  that, 
cannot  I  claim  that  this  Government, 
in  administering  an  Act,  which  differs 
from  the  Act  of  1882  only  in  being 
milder— are  animated  by  motives  not 
less  noble,  and  not  less  widely  removed 
from  the  motives  invariably  attributed 
to  us  by  members  below  and  above  the 
gangway?  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  famous  con- 
trorersy  as  to  the  alleged  creation  of 
new  crimes  by  the  Act,  Lord  Granville, 
on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  dis- 
interred that  ancient  argument  and 
subjected  it  to  a  poet'fnorUm  examina- 
tion, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
thought  fit  to  follow  his  example. 
I  will  not  now  argue  whether  our  Act 
created  a  new  offence  or  not ;  it  is 
sufficient  for  me,  being  no  lawyer,  that 
I  have  the  authority  of  Lord  oelbome 
for  saying  that  it  does  not  create  new 
offences.  ButwhetherourActoreatesnew 
offences  or  not,  one  thing  is  quite  certain 
^— that  the  Act  of  1882  did  create  new 
offences.  And  what  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  is  this :  that  whereas  a  yery  small 
proportion  of  our  prosecutions  were  for 
offences  which  were  created,  as  is 
alleged,  by  our  Act,  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  prosecutions  conducted  by  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  were  con- 
dncted  for  offences  which  undoubtedly 
were  created  by  the  Act  under  which  he 
worked.  I  notice  that  there  were  1,114 
persons  proceeded  against  by  Lord 
Spencer  in  the  half-year  from  ISth  Julf 
to  December  of  the  year  in  which  the 
Grimes  Act  of  1882  was  passed.  There 
were  two  offences  at  least  created  by  that 
Act— one  was  for  being  found  at  night 
under  suspicious  circumstances,  and  the 
other  was  for  a  stranger  found  anywhere 
under  suspicious  circumstances.  I  do 
not  desire  too  narrowly  to  criticize  the 
actions  of  a  Oovernment  engaged  in  a 
very  seyere  struggle  with  crime  and  dis* 
order ;  but  I  confess  I  do  think  that  to 
prosecute  men — after  all,  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty — ^for  nothing  else  than  being 
found  at  night  under  suspicious  circum- 
stances is  really  a  strong  order ;  and  for 
the  Liberal  party,  clamorous  as  they  are 
in  their  profession  of  love  for  the  liberty 
of  the  subject,  I  think  it  is  a  very  strong 
order  indeed.  Now,  what  was  the  pro- 
portion of  those  new  offences  proceeded 
against  by  Lord  Spencer  in  the  time  I 
have  mentioned?  Out  of  a  total  of 
1,114  cases  proceeded  against,  no  less 
than  505  were  under  the  two  sections 

• 

which  created  these  new  offences. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
What  were  the  results  of  the  prosecu- 
tions? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  think  it 
will  be  well  if,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
inteirupts  me,  he  will  interrupt  me  with 
something  relevant  to  the  argument. 
I  was  comparing  the  action  of  the  two 
Governments,  not  the  action  of  two  sets 
of  tribunals.  And  these  are  the  people, 
forsooth  !  who  come  down  to  the  House 
and  lecture  us  because,  in  an  incompar- 
ably smaller  number  of  cases,  we  have 
proceeded  against  persons  whose  offence 
they  allege  was  created  by  the  Act  of 
last  year.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  was  very  much 
exercised  at  the  manner  in  which 
we  had  suppressed  public  meetings. 
It  is  an  anctent  subject  of  attack,  and 
every  term  of  abuse  has  been  heaped 
upon  me  for  interfering  with  the  inalien- 
able rights  of  Englishmen  or  Lrishmen 
to  hold  public  meetings.  This  question 
was  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in 
the  debate  on  February  8,  1884,  and  he 
protested  against  the  action  of  the  then 
Government,  and  the  defence  of   the 
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action  of  the  Gk)veniment  fell  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (then  Mr.  Trevel- 
yan),  and  this  is  what  he  said — 

"  Nor  did  the  syBtem  eztinguiah  '  the  right 
of  exerdfle  of  free  epeech,*  hecaase  t^e  meetiiigs 
of  the  League,  at  the'very  leaet^  had  been  held 
for  every  one  which  was  prohibited." — (3  Htm' 
$ard,  [284]  380.) 

I  observe  that  for  every  one  prohibited 
by  this  Government,  no  less  than  17  or 
18  were  held ;  so  that  we,  at  least,  have 
been  three  times  as  careful  to  preserve 
the  inalienable  right  of  free  speech  to 
Irishmen  as  were  the  freedom-loving 
Government  which  preceded  us.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
give  us  a  lecture  upon  the  danger  that 
attended  the  prosecution  of  Members 
of  Parliament  and  others  for  their 
speeches,  lest  the  Government  should 
be  betrayed  into  prosecuting  as  criminal 
that  which  was  disagreeable  to  them 
politically.  Yes,  Sir,  but  that  was  not 
always  his  view.  I  have  another  quota- 
tion ' 


''The  condaeion  to  which  the  Qoyemment 
have  arrived  is  that,  if  each  speeches  continue 
to  be  made,  there  is  no  hope  for  peace  and  order 
in^  IreUnd,  and  that  it  is  impossible  to  keep 
crime  in  check  by  any  system  of  ponishment  aa 
long  as  these  speeches,  which  eiperience  tells 
ns  lead  to  crime,  are  freely  and /generally 
uttered.  The  G-ovemment  are  adyised  that  Mr. 
Bedmond*s  language  came  under  the  7th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act,  and  a  prosecution  will  forth- 
with be  instituted." 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  now, 

as  then,   that  these  speeches  lead    to 

crime,  but  that  his  virtue  and  that  of 

Lord  Spencer  was  sufficient  to  prevent 

them   attacking   men   merely   because 

they    were    political    opponents,    why 

does  he  refuse  to  credit  us  with  an  equu 

amount  of  virtue?    Why  does  he  say 

that  he,  in  attacking  precisely  the  same 

evil    in    precisely    the    same    manner, 

might  be  tempted  to  pursue  them  as 

criminals    because    they    are    political 

opponents  ?      And  that  leads  me  direct 

to  the  very  singular  defence  of  himself 

given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North* 

East  Cork  yesterday.    He  admitted  that 

he  broke  the  law ;  I  may  say  he  even 

gloried  in  the  fact.    He  said — 

"  I  was  face  to  face  with  a  great  crisis.  I 
saved  certain  tenants  from  eviction,  and  the 
way  I  saved  them  was  by  telling  them  to  resiat 
so  that  it  frightened  the  Government,  and  they 
did  not  dare  to  go  on  with  the  eviction  proceed- 
ings before  the  new  Act  came  into  operation." 

NoW|  I  absolutely  deny— I  categorically 


729 


Maj0ityU  Moii         {F£Bbx7Abt  17,  1888}       Oraeioui  Spmh.         730- 


deny— that  the  action  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  waa  influenced  in  the  sli^^htest 
degree  by  the  fear  which  he  attributes 
tp  them.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
ahadow  of  a  ground  for  it,  and  I  uiould 
be  glad  to  know  why,  at  that  moment, 
the  Oovernment  were  supposed  to  be 
terrified.  He  tells  us  there  was  that 
by-election  at  Northwich.  Why,  we 
are  constantly  having  by-elections.  Yet 
am  I  not  always  being  told  that  I  am 
remorselessly  bent  on  destroying  Irish 
tenants,  and  turning  out  Irish  families 
to  perish  on  the  roadside  ?  If  that  be  so, 
why  should  we  be  terrified  on  this  parti- 
cular occasion  and  on  no  other  ?  But  that 
IB  not  all.  The  hon.Qentleman  gave  us  to 
understand  that  his  preaching  resistance 
on  this  occasion  was  an  isolated  act, 

i'ustified  by  the  fact  that  the  Land  Act 
lad  passed  but  had  not  come  into 
operation.  But  his  preaching  of  resist- 
ance to  eviction  is  not  an  isolated  act.  It 
is  a  policy  the  Irish  Members  have 
pursued  for  years,  which  they  have 
never  disavowed  in  Ireland  or  in  this 
House.  I  was  the  witness  of  a  re- 
markable scene  in  the  House  yester- 
day. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  accused 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  of  promot- 
ing violence  at  evictions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
was  so  concerned  at  what  he  regarded 
as  a  misrepresentation  of  hon.  Members' 
views  that  he  made  an  interruption,  in 
the  hope,  apparently,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  would  get  up 
and  disavow  the  doctrine.  The  hon .  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  waited ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waited;  the 
House  waited;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Oork  never  got  up ;  he 
never  disavowed  that  policy ;  nor  do  I 
believe  that  any  Member  on  those 
Benches  will  declare  that  he  will  on 
every  occasion,  except  under  the  peculiar 
and  isolated  conjunction  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  himself,  do  all  he  can  to 
stop  any  kind  of  resistance  to  legal  pro- 
cess on  the  ground  of  eviction.  If  that 
is  true,  may  I  ask  what  becomes  of  the 
excuses  made  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  by 
himself?  Take  the  Act  for  which  we 
prosecuted  him.  It  was  no  isolated  act ; 
it  is  in  pursuance  of  a  settled  policy. 

Mb.  W.  O'BEIEN  :  I  did,  and  do 
meet  distinetly  say  that  my  advice  was 
given  under  the  special  circumstances  of 
that  particular  case. 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE:  Yes;  but  that 
is  not  the  point. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN:  I  have  not 
further  than  this  specified  instance  coun- 
selled active  resistance. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  the 
hon.  Member  has  given  the  House  an 
assurance  in  carefully  framed  words; 
but  though  I  accept  his  declaration,  I 
cannot  accept  it  on  behalf  of  his  friends. 
He  stated  that  he  was  the  worst  of  the 
Parliamentary  offenders  under  this  Act. 
Now  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Water-' 
ford  (Mr.  Pyne),  speaking  at  Wexford  on 
the  15th  of  October,  referring  to  a 
tenant  of  Lord  Waterford,  named 
Shanahan,  points  out  that  '*some  of 
these  trees  growing  round  about  me 
with  a  few  iron  gates  judiciously 
placed" 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  I  beg  to  ask  whether  it  is 
competent  to  quote  language  with  re- 
spect to  my  hon.  Friend  Mr.  Pyne,  who 
has  been  sentenced  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment, and  whose  case  is  now 
pending  on  appeal.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  allowed  to  make  his 
envenomed  comments  upon  the  case  f 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  not  a  case  in 
any  sense  for  the  Chair  to  intervene. 
It  is  entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  A,  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  there 
is  something  in  the  observation,  and  I 
have  not  the  slightest  wish  to  press  it. 
But  I  think  that  what  I  have  said  will 
not  prejudice  the  case.  I  believe  it  never 
was  denied  that  Mr.  Pyne  made  the 
speech  for  which  he  was  prosecuted  ; 
that  the  tenant  Shanaban,  who  obeyed 
the  speech  by  resisting,  is  now  in  prison, 
and  that  he  is  now  suffering  in  conse- 
quence. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  do  not  believe 
it.    Has  he  been  convicted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  he  has. 
I  understand  that  Mr.  Shanahan  is  in 
prison  for  obeying  the  speech  to  which 
I  refer.  I  thins:  that  disposes  com- 
pletely of  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  is  the  worst  offender 
under  the  Act,  and  that  nobody  has 
counselled  illegal  resistance  to  the 
powers  of  the  law,  except  to  bridge 
over  the  hiatus  between  tne  passing  of 
the  Land  Bill  and  its  being  carried  into 
effect.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  said  it  was  a  sicken- 
ing thing  that  Mjsmbers  of  Parliament 
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should  be  put  in  prison.  It  is  a  still 
more  sickening  thing  that  Members  of 
Parliament  should  do  that  which  deserres 
prison.  It  is  a  still  more  sickening  thing 
that  those  who,  of  all  others,  should 
promote  to  the  best  of  their  powers  the 
observance  of  the  law,  should  be  the 
leaders  of  those  who  returned  them  to 
Parliament  in  breaktnp^  the  laws  passed 
by  Parliament;  and,  m  my  opinion,  if 
it  is  a  sickening  thing  that  Members  of 
Parliament  should  be  guilty  of  an 
offence  for  which  they  were  put  in  prison, 
it  would  be  most  sickening  if,  while  their 
victims  are  treated  according  to  the 
ordinary  prison  rules,  they  themselves 
should  be  marked  off,  forsooth,  by 
superior  privileges  from  the  common 
throng  of  those  whom  they  seduced 
from  the  path  of  legality.  That  brings 
me  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
William  O'Brien),  in  which  he  dealt  with 
his  own  treatment  and  a  certain  letter 
which  I  wrote  while  he  was  undergoing 
imprisonment.  His  whole  speech  was 
marked  with  considerable  vehemence; 
but  the  point  at  which  he  was  most 
vehement  was  when  denouncing  me  for 
the  monstrous  and  unqualified  act  of 
writing  that  letter.  Now,  what  was 
going  on  at  the  time  I  wrote  that 
letter  ?  The  hon.  Qentleman  was  acting 
in  prison  in  a  manner  which  I  thought 
then,  and  still  think,  was  extremely 
undignified.  I  have  always  been  of 
opinion — and  I  am  still  of  the  opinion 
— ^that  the  theatrical  display  about  the 
prison  clothes  was  extremely  foolish, 
f  **  No,  no  !  "][  It  is  my  personal  view ; 
X  grant  it  is  a  matter  of  taste,  on 
which  we  may  differ.  What  was  hap- 
pening was  this— certain  friends  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  spreading  every 
kind  of  falsehood  as  to  his  treatment. 
They  were  spreading  statements  as  to 
which  there  was  not  one  single  word  of 
truth ;  and  they  were  doing  it  in  order 
to  stir  the  passions  of  the  British  demo- 
cracy. I  wrote  the  letter,  in  which  I 
stated  the  pure  facts  of  the  case.  ["  Oh ! "] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I  accused 
him  of  sheltering  himself  under  the  plea 
of  ill-health. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Insinuated,  not 
accused. 

Mk.  a.  J,  BALFOUR :  Insinuated, 
not  accused.  If  he  means  by  that  that  I 
insinuated  or  stated  that  he  was  not  in 
a  weak  state  of  health  when  he  was  so, 
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he  has  only  to  get  the  letter,  and  he  will 
find  that  I  there  asserted,  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  doctor,  that  he  was  suffering 
from  a  weak  heart,  weak  lungs,  and  an 
extremely  excitable  disposition. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN :  The  point  of  my 
complaint  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  letter,  most  distinctly  inti- 
mated, without  actually  stating,  that  I 
had  sheltered  myself  under  the  plea  of 
ill-health,  and  pleaded  ill-health  as  an 
excuse  for  not  being  forced  to  wear  the 
prison  clothes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  stated 
was — [An  hon.  Mehbeb  :  Read  the 
letter.]  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
read  the  letter  yesterday.  \_Criet  of 
'' Oh,  oh!  "1  I  do  not  understand  why 
I  am  to  be  dictated  to.  I  allowed  the 
hon.  Member  to  make  his  speech  without 
interruptions. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN:  I  corrected  you. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  the  interruptions  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  refer  to  the  interruptions 
of  others.  What  I  stated  was,  that  it  was 
because  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  this 
weak  heart  he  was  excused.  If  he 
had  not  had  this  weak  heart  he  would 
have  been  compelled  to  wear  the  prison 
clothes  like  others.  I  am  perfectly 
unable  to  understand  why  he  has  at- 
tached so  much  interest  to  the  ques- 
tion of  wearing  the  prison  clothes, 
considering  all  the  others  not  in  delicate 
health  have  been  obliged  to  indue  these 
garments.  On  analysis,  what  is  all  this 
foolish  talk  about  torture?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  describes  himself  and  his 
friends  as  having  been  tortured  in  prison 
because  they  were  subjected  to  precisely 
the  same  prison  rules  as  any  other  per- 
son suffering  their  sentences.  Is  that 
torture,  or  is  it  not?  If  it  is  torture, 
alter  the  prison  rules.  If  it  is  not  tor- 
ture, do  not  grumble.  I  am  utterly 
unable  to  understand  the  distinction 
which  it  is  attempted  to  draw.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  talk  as  if  everybody  who 
was  sent  to  prison  had  been  guilty  of  a 
disgraceful  offence.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  what  constitutes  disgrace.  Is  the 
pointsman  who  falls  asleep  and,  by  mo- 
mentary carelessness,  uses  the  wrong 
signals,  and  by  his  mistake  produces  an 
accident,  guilty  of  a  more  or  less  dis- 
graceful offence  than  the  man  who  in- 
cites the  unfortunate  tenantiy  of  Ire- 
land to  pour  boiling  water  upon  the 
police  ?    Is  there  any  intelligent  Gbntle- 
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man  lifltening  to  me  who  is  prepared  to 
Bay  that  he  would  compel  the  pointsman 
to  put  on  prison  clothes,  to  submit  to 
the  ordinary  prison  diet,  to  do  without 
books,  ink,  and  paper,  and  who  would 
not  treat  in  the  same  way  a  man  who  is 
guilty,  in  my  opinion,  of  a  ten  thou- 
sand times  darker  offence?  So  much 
has  been  said  about  this  prison  disci- 
pline that  I  think  I  must  weary  the 
House  by  reading  part  of  a  Beport  of 
an  English  Prison  Inspector  whom  I 
requested  to  go  over  to  Ireland  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  that  no  hardship 
should  be  inflicted  upon  any  prisoner 
under  my  care. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Some  question 
has  arisen  as  to  the  terms  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  letter.  If  he  will  allow 
me  I  will  quote  two  sentenoee  from  it. 
One  of  them  is  this — 

"  The  fact  is  that  he  is  dealt  with  exactly  as 
any  other  criminal  would  be  dealt  with  who, 
like  him,  conld  snoceed  in  sheltering  himself 
under  a  medical  opinion." 

The  other  sentence  is  this — 

''The  only  principle  involyed  would  seem  to 
be  one  upon  which  there  need  not  be  any  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  us.  It  is  Uiis — When 
a  convicted  prisoner  who  is  able  to  plead  a  weak 
heart  and  delicate  lungs  refuses  to  attire  him- 
self in  the  prescribed  dress,  force  will  not  be 
applied  to  him." 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  quoted  perfectly  accu- 
rately, and  it  fully  bears  out  the  state- 
ment I  have  just  made.  When  the 
hon.  Member  interrupted  me — ^I  do  not 
object  to  his  interruption  at  all — ^I  was 
about  to  read  to  the  House  part  of  a 
Beport  made  by  Captain  Stopford.  one  of 
the  Commissioners  of  English  Prisons. 
This  is  an  official  document,  and  if  any 
hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  see  it  he  has 
only  to  ask  me.  In  that  Beport,  he, 
Captain  Stopford,  said — 

**  That  the  Irish  rules  for  local  prisons  were  in 
effect  almost  the  same  as  those  in  England ;  but 
where  any  difference  does  occur,  su(£  diversity 
is  properly  due  to  local  causes  and  peculiarities 
wMch  do  not  exist  elsewhere.  The  clothing 
and  bedding  closely  corresponded  in  quality  and 
quantity  to  the  English  ones  in  use  ;  while  in 
regaiti  to  diet  there  was  in  Irish  prisons  a  large 
addition  of  new  milk,  which  iGtmed.  an  im- 
portant part  of  all  the  classes  and  was  not  to  be 
found  in  the  English  dietary.  In  the  Tulla- 
more  prison  the  governor  was  labouring  under 
oonsiaerable  difficulty  owing  to  the  daily  publi- 
cation in  newspapers  by  persons  having  access 
to  the  prisoners  of  sensational  paragraphs  re- 
lating to  the  endeavours  of  the  officials  to  carry 
out  the  mle«." 


[Chesrs.'}  I  do  not  know  why  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  congratulate  them- 
selves or  the  House  that  anything  has 
been  done  to  increase  the  difficulties  of 
an  Irish  official.  Well,  Sir,  to  return 
to  the  treatment  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  have  been  freely  abused  for  enter- 
taining a  desire  to  put  an  end  to  his 
existence.  But  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  no  one  watched  the  health  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  greater  interest 
or  anxiety  than  I  did.  During  the 
whole  course  of  his  imprisonment  it  was 
a  subject  of  daily  solicitude.  I  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  when 
he  was  restored  to  his  admirers  he  was 
2lb.  heavier  than  he  was  at  the  time  he 
went  in. 

Mb.  W.  O'BBIEN  :  It  is  not  a  mat- 
ter of  much  importance,  but  as  a  matter 
of  fact  I  was  weighed  upon  the  morning 
I  went  in,  and  on  the  morning  I  went  out 
I  was  5lb.  lighter  than  when  I  went  in. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  curve,  a  graphical  represen- 
tation of  the  rise  and  fall  of  the  hon. 
Member's  weight.  If  the  House  will 
allow  me,  I  will  now  turn  to  the  most 
important  part  of  this  discussion,  which 
turns  upon  the  results  in  Ireland  of  the 
working  of  the  Grimes  Act  and  the 
condition  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment  as  compared  with  what  it  was 
before.  In  particular,  I  observe  with 
regard  to  statistics  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  seem  to  go  through  three 
stages.  The  first  stage  is  before  they 
have  seen  the  statistics.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  told  us 
that  it  was  on  statistics  that  successive 
Irish  Governments  had  based  their 
views  of  the  progress  and  condition  of 
Irish  crime.  At  this  stage  they  believe 
and  hope.  The  second  stage  comes 
when  the  figures  are  produced.  They 
still  believe,  but  tremble  and  entertain 
some  doubt.  Then  comes  the  third  stage 
— the  stage  in  which  they  are  at  present 
— when,  on  the  whole,  they  find  it 
most  convenient  to  disbelieve  the 
figures  altogether.  Then  they  set 
their  wits  to  work  to  discover 
some  other  method  by  which  the  result 
has  been  brought  about  than  the  Ooer- 
cion  Act.  The  Coercion  Act  can  cause  no 
good.  If  good  there  has  been,  it  must 
be  due  to  something  else.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
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Lothian  has  expressed  his  g^eat  belief 
in  statistics.  I  recommend  him  this 
particular  statistical  exercise.  Let  him 
take  the  statistics  of  crime  and  draw  a 
curye  rising  when  crime  rises  and  fall- 
ing when  crime  falls,  and  let  him  put 
above  that  the  dates  of  the  various 
Coercion  Acts.  Let  him  make  another 
curve  showing  the  number  of  evictions, 
rising  and  falling  as  the  number  of 
evictions  rises  or  falls.  He  will  find 
that  the  cause  of  the  diminution  of  crime 
in  Ireland  has  not  been  the  diminution 
of  evictions,  but  always  the  introduction 
of  a  Coercion  Bill.  So  it  has  been  since 
1 872 ;  so  I  doubt  not  it  was  before  1 872 ; 
so  in  those  happy  days  when  Coercion 
Bills  were  not  passed  by  the  British  Go- 
vemment  but  by  the  Home  Bule  Parlia- 
ment sitting  at  Dublin.  The  rival 
theory  is  that  the  diminution  in  crime 
in  Lreland — where  they  are  reluctantly 
forced  to  admit  that  it  has  occurred — is 
due  not  to  theCrimes  Act,  but  to  the  Land 
Act.  I  should  like  to  know  at  what  exact 
period  of  time  these  Gentlemen  dis- 
covered that  the  Tory  Government  had 
produced  a  great  remedial  measure.  I 
perfectly  recollect  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  was  received  in  the  House.  I 
remember  that  the  stock  theme  of  the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was  that 
this  Government  only  existed  in  order 
to  collect  impossible  rents  for  the  land- 
lords. Unless  my  memory  deceives  me, 
by  far  the  most  interesting  contribution 
to  the  Autumn  campaign  was  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that  the 
omission  from  the  Land  Act  of  one  par- 
ticular provision  with  which  he  was  in 
love  constituted  a  desperate  provocation 
to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  No,  no  I 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  took  down 
the  words. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  said  it 
was  part  of  a  series  of  proceedings  which 
amounted  to  provocation. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  read  the 
speech  to-day  myself,  and  I  think  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  refer  back  to 
it,  he  will  find — no  doubt  it  is  wrong — 
that  the  interpretation  I  put  upon  it  was 
not  only  the  natural  one,  but  the  one 
which  everybody  up  to  this  moment  has 

Sut  upon  it.     Now,  we  discover  that 
lis  Bill,  which  by  its  omissions  was  one 
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of  a  series  of  desperate  provocations,  is 
a  great  remedial  measure  which  has  re- 
duced by  a  large  and  material  amount 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  and  is  hav- 
ing almost  miraculous  effects  upon 
Boycotting  and  intimidation.  I  think 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  see  all  these  vir- 
tues in  the  Bill  they  ought  not  to  have 
been  so  reticent  in  the  country  when 
they  wore  denouncing  the  wicked  people 
who  were  administering  the  government 
of  Ireland ;  they  might  have  put  in — as 
a  kind  of  make- weight — some  few  com- 
plimentary epithets  about  the  great 
remedial  measure  of  which  wo  were 
accidentally  the  authors.  Then  they 
adduced  another  reason  for  the  diminu- 
tion of  crime.  There  is  the  union- 
of-hearts  theory.  But,  Sir,  would  not 
the  union  of  interests  describe  the 
union  in  question  far  better  than  the 
union  of  hearts  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen, 
I  think,  greatly  underrate  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  Irish  peasantry.  They 
assume  that  the  Irish  peasantiy  have 
forgotten — as  no  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  tried  to  forget— every  event  preced- 
ing the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886.  But 
the  Irish  people  recollect  well  enough  the 
circumstances  under  which  this  union 
came  about.  They  know  that  one  of  the 
Parties  to  that  union  had  been  courting 
another  bride  immediately  before.  It 
was  only  because  that  match  had  been 
broken  off,  and  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  not  succeed  in  winning  the  favour 
of  English  constituencies  they  turned 
to  the  Irish  as  a  pi»  oiler.  They 
know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  was  up  till  the 
last  moment  employing  his  ponderous 
rhetoric  in  forbidding  the  banns.  The 
truth  is  that  the  Irish  people  are  making 
good  use  of  the  English  Radicals,  who,  in 
their  turn,  are  making  good  use  of  the 
Irish;  but  so  soon  as  that  union  of 
interest  ceases  we  shall  then  have  applied 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
on  that  side  of  the  House  all  the  epitheto 
which  are  now  bestowed  upon  us,  and  a 
few  years  ago  were  bestowed  upon  them. 
Have  hon.  Gentlemen  who  attribute  these 
paoiGo  eff^ects  to  the  visits  of  Englishmen 
to  Ireland  considered  carefully  the  kind 
of  speeches  that  those  Englishmen  de- 
livered when  they  got  to  Ireland  ?  I  will 
read  a  few  short  extracts.  Here  is  from 
a  speech  quoted  in  The  FYeeman^e  Journal 
by  Mr.  Heald — who  came  over  from 
England — an  English  Radical — . 
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"  Garry  out  tKe  Plan  of  Campaign  to  the 
letter,  Boycott  the  land-grabbers,  starve  them 
out  of  the  land." 

\_Che$r9,']  Yes;  you  oheer  that.  That 
may  be  very  good  doctrine;  but  it  is 
not  doctrine  tending  to  put  down  crime. 
And  my  precise  point  is  that  the  visit  of 
these  gentlemen  did  not  tend  to  put  down 
orime,  and  that  the  diminution  of  crime 
must  be  attributed  to  other  causes.  Then 
I  find  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Qreen  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  is  quoted  in  The 
Freeman^ 9  Journal  as  saying — 

'*  In  theie  oircamatanoes  he  would  not  be  the 
one  to  condemn  the  men  or  women  who  kept  a 
firm  grip  upon  their  homes." 

We  all  know  what  keeping  a  "  firm 
grip  "  on  their  homes  means.  It  is  a 
technical  expression  :for  pouring  boiling 
water  on  bailiffs  and  policemen.  Then . 
I  find  that  the  chairman  of  a  deputa- 
tion from  the  Kettering  and  Welling- 
borough Liberal  Federation,  a  Mr.  J.  L. 
White,  at  a  place  in  County  Oork,  on  the 
14th  December,  said,  as  quoted  in  The 
Natum^ut — 

'*  He  wanted  their  English  friends  to  take 
back  to  Korthamptonshire  this  reflection.  There 
exists  a  large  party  of  Irishmen,  the  majority  of 
our  own  race,  the  world  over,  who  not  only  de- 
sire separation  from  England,  but  long  to  stab 
Ungland  in  the  back  at  the  first  favourable  op- 
portunity (and  a  voice  in  the  crowd  called  out, 
'  More  power,  White  ;  that's  the  truth  *)." 

An  hon.  Membbb  :  Who  is  Mr.  White  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  B ALFOUB :  I  am  not  aware 

that  he  is  generally  known  to  fame ;  but 

he  was  the  chairman  at  the  reception  of 

this  deputation  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Then  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 

Division  of  Oornwall  (Mr.  Oonybeare),  at 

Westport,  County  Mayo,  is  introduced  as 

the  man  who  represents  the  English  de- 

znocraoy,  and  having  been  introduced  in 

that   character    he    explained    to    the 

meeting — 

''  That  he  always  advocated  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  hoped  again,  if  necessary,  it 
would  be  adopted." 

He  also  said — 

"  He  represented  the  miners  of  Cornwall,  and 
he  comnared  himself  to  Burleigh  and  Hampden, 
who  did  not  hesitate  to  cut  off  the  King's  head. 
Let  your  battle  cry  be,  '  Remember  Michels- 
town.' " 

The  same  hon.  Member  said  at  Castle- 
reagh — 

"  Tou  are  justified  as  Christians  not  to  pay 
rent,  whether  it  be  fair  rent  or  not.*' 

That  is  the  Christianity  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  regards  himself  as  repre- 
senting the  En^sh  democracy.    Then  I 

VOL.  CCCXXII.    [thiap  bbbies.] 


find  a  gentleman  from  Glasgow — ^I  must 
come  to  my  own  countrymen — of  the 
name  of  Ferguson.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
He's  an  Irishman.]  Well,  he  hails  from 
Glasgow.  I  am  glad  to  find  he  is  an  Irish- 
man. ''  We  will  settle  this  question  of  the 
rent,"  said  this  gentleman  at  a  place  in 
Armagh,  ''when  we  have  a  National 
Parliament."  I  commend  that  observa* 
tion  to  the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley),  who  thinks  it 
should  be  settled  before  they  have  a 
National  Parliament.  This  gentleman 
went  on  to  say — 

''No  man  can  set  bounds  to  the  aspirations 
of  a  nation.  If  a  National  Parliament  and  a 
Federal  Union  could  not  accomplish  the  pros- 

Serity  of  Ireland,  then  it  would  be  Ireland's 
uty   to   further  that  struggle    for  absolute 
separation." 

Then  I  find  at  Boyle,  County  Boscom- 
mon,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division,  who  spoke— not  this  time  as 
the  representative  of  the  English  de- 
mocracy, but  in  the  name  of  the  people 
of  England — after  thanking  the  meet- 
ing for  the  magnificent  reception  given 
him,  characterized  the  defence  of  their 
homes  bj  the  tenants,  and  resistance  to 
the  police,  as  acts  which  every  just, 
brav«,  and  honourable  man  would  do. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  papers  are 
you  quoting  from  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Some  are 
from  the  official  reporters,  one  from  The 
Freeman^9  Journafy  and  some  from  Ths 
Ifationalitt.  1  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that,  whatever  other  effect  the  speeches 
I  have  read  might  produce  on  the  Irish 
people — whether  they  did  or  did  not 
conduce  to  the  union  of  hearts  of  which 
we  hear  so  much — at  ail  events  they  did 
not  conduce  to  putting  down  agrarian 
crime  in  that  unhappy  country.  I 
believe  that  it  is  a  principle  of  dyna- 
mical science  that  where  two  bodies  are 
drawn  together  by  mutual  attraction, 
the  smaller  body  moves  the  faster 
of  the  two.  This,  however,  does  not 
appear  to  be  the  rule  in  political  science. 
The  body  which  has  moved  the  faster 
in  the  present  case  is  the  larger  Party 
which  sits  above  the  Gangway  opposite. 
The  Party  below  the  Qangwaj  opposite 
have  long  held  views  in  regard  to  Irish 
outrages  which  I  hoped  were  confined 
to  Gentlemen  of  that  nationality.  They 
have  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  withdrawn 
or  retracted  any  of  them ;  but  they  havo 
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converted  their  allies  above  the  Gang^- 
-way.  They  have  not  altered  their 
jnorality;  it  is  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  who 
have  altered  theirs.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  was 
throughout  a  triumphant  poean  on  suc- 
cessful lawlessness ;  but  it  was,  never- 
theless, loudly  cheered  above  the  Gang- 
way. Every  alleged  triumph  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  —  which  is  little 
better  than  highway  robbery  —  which 
is  itself  a  crime  and  also  the  fruitful 
parent  of  many  crimes,  was  cheered 
by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
above  the  Gangway  to  the  echo.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  ad- 
vocated Boycotting  —  what  he  terms 
*'  legitimate ''  Boycotting ;  but  he  gave 
us  no  definition  of  what  he  means  by 
legitimate  Boycotting.  I  apprehend 
that  he  regards  any  Boycotting  as 
legitimate  which  has  as  its  result  the 
strengthening  of  the  National  League 
and  forwarding  the  National  cause.  Are 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  above 
the  Gangway  opposite  prepared  to  advo- 
cate Boycotting?  Are  they  prepared, 
not  merely  to  sit  silent  when  Boycotting 
is  being  defended,  but  to  get  up  and  de- 
sire— as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cam- 
borne Division  of  Cornwall  desired — ^to 
see  the  system  extended?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, in  his  speech  last 
week,  asked  me  to  give  him,  if  possible, 
information  with  regard  to  the  number 
of  Boycotted  or  derelict  farms,  on  the 
ground  that  such  information  afforded  a 
valuable  indication  as  to  the  state  of  the 
country ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meaning  that,  if  the  number  of  dere- 
lict farms  were  reduced,  we  might  infer 
that  the  state  of  the  country  was  im- 
proving. Is  it  not  sickening— to  use 
the  word  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Tre- 
velyan) — to  find  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  his  eminent  position  getting  up 
and  implying  that  a  diminution  in  the 
number  of  derelict  farms  would  show  an 
improvement  in  the  country,  while  their 
allies  below  the  Gangway  are  sparing 
no  effort  to  increase,  as  far  as  they  can, 
the  number  of  these  derelict  farms, 
and  to  make  the  life  of  any  man 
who  shall  have  the  audacity  to  come 
into  the  open  market  and  hire  land 
absolutely     intolerable  —  if,      indeed, 
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they  even  allow  him  to  exist  at  all.  I 
confess  it  gives  me  great  pain  to  see 
this  gradual  degradation,  as  I  think  it, 
of  the  morality  of  the  Liberal  Party.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  people  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  not 
advocate  crime-*!  believe  they  hate  it ; 
but  I  appeal  to  any  man  whether  the 
condemnation  of  crime  we  hear  from 
the  responsible  Members  of  the  Party 
above  the  Gangway  opposite  ever  rises 
above  a  whisper,  and  whether  they 
do  not  reserve  the  loudest  thunder 
of  their  eloquence  for  the  denun- 
ciations of  Judges,  magistrates,  or 
police  ?  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  asked  me  what  answer  I  had  to 
give  to  the  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign ; 
and  by  the  tone  in  which  he  asked  that 
question,  and  by  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  received  by  his  Friends  behind 
him,  I  really  almost  began  to  believe 
that  he  hoped  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  succeeding,  as  was  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork, 
and  that  he  would  rejoice  if  this  Plan, 
which  has  been  condemned  by  the 
highest  judicial  authorities  that  have 
had  to  deal  with  it,  as  utterly  and 
grossly  illegal — that  he  would  rejoice  if 
that  conspiracy  had  extended  its  fell 
sway  successfully  to  every  comer  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
need  not  entertiEiin  any  hope  of  that,  for 
I  do  not  believe  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  destined  to  be  a  very  formidable  factor 
in  the  future  of  Ireland.^  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  in  one  or  two  oases  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  this  scheme  of  spoliation  has  met 
with  a  success  which  it  certainly  did  not 
deserve;  but  I  greatly  doubt  whether 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  have  any  reason 
whatever  to  congratulate  themselves — 
putting  morality  altogether  aside — upon 
the  inspiration  which  suggested  to  its 
authors  this  method  of  robbing  the 
landlords.  At  this  moment  I  am  sure 
that  curses,  not  loud,  but  deep,  are 
going  up  against  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  from  evicted 
tenants  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  stated  that  the 
Plan  had  been  successful  on  all  except 
three  estates — namely,  the  Olanricarde, 
the  Massereene,  and  the  Brooke ;  but  I 
do  not  see  any  sign  of  sucoefls  on  the 


'*  That  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  the  branch 
not  Buffioient  to  cover  its  liabilities." 
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O'Grady  or  Ponsonbj  estates.  ("An 
hon.MEMBEB:  Wait.]  Quite  so.  We 
are  now  told  to  wait  by  those  who  last 
night  boldly  asserted  that  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  had  been  already  successful. 
On  the  Luggaourran  and  the  Ponsonby 
estates  the  unhappy  tenants  are  suffer- 
ing acutely  from  having  taken  the  ad- 
vice which  was  given  them  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  adopt  the  Flan  of 
Oampaign.  It  is  rather  a  singular  cha- 
racteristic of  this  Flan  of  Oampaign 
that  in  the  case  of  Luggaourran  one 
effect  of  the  working  of  the  Flan  had 
been  to  induce  the  tenantry  of  the  neigh- 
bouring estates  to  pay  their  rents  more 
promptly  than  ever  they  did  before ;  they 
rushed  in  with  a  haste  which  is  not 
usual  with  Irish  tenants  for  fear  lest 
the  Flan  of  Oampaign  would  be  forced 
down  their  throats.  Then,  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  discuss  the  posi- 
tion of  the  National  League,  and  he  j 
said — 


"How  hopeless  is  yoar  position  when  you 
try  to  suppress  this  League,  when  really  it  con- 
sists of  the  whole  population  of  Ireland." 

Well,  I  do  not  think  it  does  consist 
of  the  whole  population  of  Ireland. 
Ferhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow 
me  to  read  a  speech  which  appeared  in 
The  People  newspaper  on  the  llth  of 
February  of  this  year,  only  a  few  days 
ago.  It  is  a  speech  made  by  the  Bev. 
Feter  Doyle  at  a  meeting  of  the  Oulart 
(Oounty  Wexford)  district  Oounoil  of  the 
League.    He  said — 

"They  would  pardon  him  if  he  expressed 
himself  a  little  disappointed  at  the  state  of  the 
organization  in  a  large  portion  of  the  district. 
In  some  localities  the  National  League  had 
collapsed  completely,  in  others  it  was  in  a 
langaishin^  condition,  and  the  branches,  if  they 
could  be  said  to  exist,  did  not  come  up  in  num- 
bers and  efficiency  to  what  should  be  expected.'' 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
Is  that  a  suppressed  district  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  are  very  singular. 
They  expect  me  to  deal  with  two  branches 
of  &e  subject  together.  That  may  be 
possible  for  an  Irishman,  but  for  an  un- 
fortunate Scotchman  I  regret  to  say  it  is 
not.  Here  is  another  very  interesting 
notice  which  appeared  in  The  Western 
NewSy  a  Nationalist  newspaper  published 
in  the  county  of  Oalway,  on  January 
28th,  1888,  of  a  meeting  held  in  Ballin- 
asloe  on  the  22nd  of  January,  1888. 
The  treasurer  stated — 


Then  another  gentleman  got  up  and 
said — 

"  Their  principal  business  was  to  devise  the 
best  means  of  getting  funds.  Some  people 
objected  to  sending  out  deputations  *'— 

unhappy,  misguided  people — 

''personally  he  was  in  favour  of  sending  out 
deputations  to  the  several  districts.  There  wore 
people  in  the  town  of  Ballinasloe  who  had  not 
joined  the  League,  and  who  had  not  given  it  the 
support  of  either  their  presence  or  their  money. 
These  people  should  be  waited  upon  by  members 
of  the  committee.  They  should  be  asked  to  join 
the  branch,  and  the  names  of  those  who  would 
join  and  who  would  refuse  could  be  hung  up  in 
the  hall.  They  would  show  up  those  men  who 
refused.  They  would  show  up  those  men  who 
were  an  injury  to  the  National  cause.  There 
was  no  alternative,  and  any  punishment  that 
would  be  inflicted  on  them  they  would  deserve 
it." 

Now,  Sir,  the  gentleman  who  made 
that  speech  was,  I  believe,  one  of  the 
persons  who  presented  an  address  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oentral  Bradford  (Mr.  Sbaw  Lefevre) 
when  he  went  to  Loughrea. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFfiVEE  (Bradford, 
Oentral) :  May  I  ask  the  gentleman's 
name? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Byrne.  I 
believe  he  is  in  prison  now. 

An  hon.  Member  :  He  is  not  in  prison 
now. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  rather  think 
he  has  been  convicted  and  sent  to 
prison,  but  I  am  not  positive.  Now, 
Sir,  the  quotations  I  have  given  are 
very  happy  illustrations  of  that  uni- 
versal and  increasing  power  attributed 
to  the  National  League  all  over  the 
country  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Oork.  Now,  I  come  to  the  hon. 
Member's  assertion  that  in  suppressed 
districts  the  League  is  even  more 
flourishing.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
under  a  misapprehension.  The  informa- 
tion I  have  received  leaves  absolutely  no 
doubt  upon  the  subject.  Beyond  question, 
the  National  League  in  Olare  and  Kerry 
is  redaced  to  impotence.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
the  case  of  a  meeting,  which  he  said 
took  place,  from  the  columns  of  United 
Ireland  of  the  28th  of  January,  1888. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  presume, 
not  sufficiently  conversant  with  the  work 
of  the  Press  in  Ireland  lately  for  him  to 
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know  that  reports  of  bogus  meetings  of 
the  National  League  are  one  of  the 
Gommonest  incidents.  Let  me  give  an 
illustration.  The  Cork  Examiner  of  the 
10th  of  January,  1888,  published  what 
purports  to  be  a  report  of  proceedings 
of  the  usual  weekly  meeting  of  the 
Mitchelstown  (Davitt)  branch  of  the 
League.  It  says : — '*  There  was  a  large 
and  representative  attendance,"  and 
gives  the  names  of  a  number  of  persons 
who  were  present.  It  also  reports  a 
speech  made  by  the  chairman  and  reso- 
lutions passed.  The  local  police  report 
that  no  such  meeting  could  possibly 
have  taken  place,  as  they  kept  the  per- 
sons mentioned  in  the  newspaper  report 
in  view  all  day,  and  it  was  impossible 
they  could  have  held  any  meeting.  On 
the  28th  of  January,  1888,  United  Ireland 
published  at  length  the  proceedings  at 
meetings  of  five  branches  of  the  League 
in  County  Kerrv.  The  local  police  care- 
fully watched  the  movements  of  the  per- 
sons named  in  these  reports  as  being 
the  officers  of  these  branches  on  the  day 
on  which  it  was  stated  that  the  meetings 
were  held,  and  they  positively  assert  in 
every  case  that  no  such  meetings  were 
held  at  all.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
House  will  be  able  to  form  its  own 
estimate  of  the  assertions  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  in  his 
speech  yesterday  evening.  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
get  up  and  say  that  the  League  is 
stronger  than  ever.  Yes ;  but  they  have 
always  done  that.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther hon.  Gentlemen  recollect  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment  the  other  day.  In  that 
speech  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell)  drew  a  parallel  between  my- 
self and  the  late  Mr.  Eorster — I  need 
not  say  altogether  to  my  disadvantage. 
I  observe  that  all  Chief  Secretaries  go 
through  well-marked  phases.  When  they 
are  in  Office  history  is  ransacked  to  find 
parallels  to  their  enoxmous  infamy,  and 
the  English  language  is  ransacked  for 
epithets  in  which  to  describe  it.  But 
if  they  are  dead  they  immediately 
become  saints,  and  their  names  ap- 
pear in  the  Calendar ;  if  they  are 
merely  out  of  Office  they  are  quali- 
fying for  canonization.  I  already  see 
an  aureole  growing  round  the  head 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach).    I  see  him  gradually  becoming 
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the  idol  of  the  Irish  Party.    I  see  him 

looked  back  to  as  a  man  who  really 

understood  the  Irish  problem,  and  who, 

if,  happily,  he  had  only  remained  in 

Office  a  little  longer,  would  have  settled 

the  Irish  Question.     In  this  parallel 

between   Mr.  Forster  and  myself,  the 

particular    point    was  —  according    to 

the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  —  that  Mr. 

Forster  had  absolately  crushed  the  Land 

League,  and  I  had  totally  failed  even  to 

injure  the  National  League.  That  is  the 

opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  looking 

back    calmly  and    impartially  on   the 

course  of  history,  and  with  no  other  bias 

than  that  which  affects  every  Irishman, 

when  he  is  comparing  the  present  holder 

of  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  with  his 

Predecessor.   But,  although  that  ia  now 

the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

Cork,  it  was  not  the  opinion  of  his  Party 

at  the  time.    Allow  me  to  quote  ^m 

United  Ireland  the  views  of  the  Irish 

Party  upon  the  crushing  of  the  Land 

League  by  Mr.  Forster.    On  the  7th  of 

January,    1882 — nearly   three    months 

after  the  date  of  the  Proclamation — 

United    Ireland,  in    a    leading  article, 

said — 

*'  Bat  Gladstone  and  FoiBter  destroyed  the 
last  chance  of  the  Land  Act  being  a  snccesa. 
They  struck  a  blow  in  their  blind  and  f  ariooa 
jealousy  against  the  Land  League;  bat  the 
Land  League  is  admitted  by  Tones  and  Whigs 
to  be  more  powerful  than  ever.  ...  If  the 
unbroken  organization  of  the  Land  League 
were  not  in  existence  ....  the  outlook  would 
be  terrible  for  the  nation.*' 

Well,  is  not  that  statement,  which  we  now 
know  on  the  authority  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Cork  to  be  an  untrue  statement, 
exactly  parallel  to  the  position  taken  up 
with  regard  to  the  present  €K>yemment 
and  the  National  League  ?  Hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  attempted  to  cast  doubt  on  the 
figures  by  which  I  have  proved  beyond 
controversy  that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is  improved,  but  they  only  attempted  to 
cast  doubt  upon  them  when  they  found 
that  the  figures  conclusively  proved  a 
conclusion  to  which  they  have  politieal 
reasons  for  objecting.  The  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  BridgeUm 
Division  of  Glasgow  attempted  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  the  figures  with 
regard  to  agrarian  crime  and  the  figures 
with  regard  to  Boycotting,  and  said  that 
the  Boycotting  figures  could  be  oooked, 
and  probably  were  cooked. 

8iE  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Qlas- 
gow,  Bridgeton) :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  is  oonfusing  my  remarks  with 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Well,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone) said  BO,  among  others.  But  if 
one  set  of  figures  can  be  cooked,  the 
other  set  of  figures  upon  whioh  the  hon. 
Gentleman  relied  can  be  cooked  with 
equal  facility.  They  are  collected  by  the 
same  person  and  put  forward  upon  the 
same  authority,  and  if  you  choose  to 
accept  the  figures  for  agrarian  crime, 
not  less  are  you  bound  to  accept  the 
figures  with  regard  to  Boycotting  put 
forward  by  the  same  person,  f  Cries  of 
"  No,  no ! "]  But  if  you  doubt  the  accu- 
racy of  the  figures  when  you  find  the 
figures  tell  against  you,  there  is  an 
argument  whidi,  I  think,  on  reflection, 
wul  commend  itself  to  hon.  Gentlemen. 
There  is  a  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion in  Ireland — a  loyal  minority — 
having  no  interest  in  Party  controversies 
and  ^arty  politics.  They  have  no 
interest  in  P^y  politics  and  Party  con- 
troversies, except  in  so  far  as  the  result 
of  those  conflicts  and  controversies  may 
be  to  put  them  into  a  position  more  or 
less  of  freedom  and  security.  They  have 
no  interest  in  saying  that  the  Tory 
Government  is  doing  its  duty  if  the 
oppression  under  which  they  groan  is 
increasing,  if  they  find  life  more  in- 
tolerable day  by  day,  and  if  illegal  asso- 
ciations are  day  by  day  becoming  more 
powerful  from  one  end  of  the  Island 
to  the  other.  If,  therefore,  you  find 
every  man  in  Ireland  who  has  anything 
to  lose— every  man  who  by  training  or 
by  temperament  is  not  either  the  ally  or 
the  resigned  victim  of  force  arrayed 
against  the  authority  of  the  law — if  you 
find  that  all  these  men  concur  in  saying 
that  an  improvement  has  come  over 
the  state  of  the  people,  surely  you 
may  believe  that  the  objects  which 
we  have  had  in  view  are  in  pro- 
cess of  being  accomplished.  I  appeal 
to  every  man  who  has  any  acquaintance 
with  or  knowledge  of  the  class  to  which 
I  refer  if  they  difl'er  from  the  testimony 
which  I  give.  Whatever  their  politics, 
whatever  their  creed,  from  whatever 
part  of  the  country  thoy  come,  they  are 
unanimous  in  saying  that  the  authority 
of  law  is  more  respected ;  that  freedom 
exists  in  larger  measure  ;  and  that  the 
forces  antagonistio  to  law  and  antago- 
nistic to  freedom  are  in  process  of  de- 
cay.   Some  hon.  Friends  of  mine  on  this 


side  of  the  House  have  been  good 
enough  to  attribute  this  state  of  things 
to  the  action  of  the  heads  of  the  Irish 
Executive.  But  there  are  other  classes 
in  Ireland  to  whom,  in  my  opinion, 
more  credit  is  due  for  this  happy  result 
— the  Judges,  the  magistrates,  and  the 
police,  who  under  the  greatest  difilcul- 
ties,  and  subject  to  a  storm  of  obloquy, 
have  stood  between  society  and  ruin. 
They  have  been  assailed  in  language  of 
the  virulence  of  which  no  Member  of  tliis 
House  who  does  not  hail  from  Ireland 
has  the  slightest  idea.  They  have  re« 
mained  absolutely  faithful  to  the  trdst 
imposed  upon  them  by  the  law;  they 
have  fearlessly  performed  their  duties 
in  the  face  of  difficulties  of  which  few 
who  live  in  the  midst  of  law-loving  com- 
munities can  form  a  conception;  and. 
Sir,  they  have  their  reward.  They  have 
their  reward  in  the  respect,  in  the  admi- 
ration of  every  true  friend  of  liberty  and 
of  law  and  order,  from  whatever  part  of 
the  country  he  may  hail. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  ADMI- 
BALTT  (Lord  George  Hamilton^ 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  have  to  call 
your  attention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  cir- 
cumstance that  an  hon.  Member  has 
made  use  of  the  words  *'  Tory  skunks." 
I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  such 
language  is  regular  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEH  :  Such  language  is 
highly  improper  and  un-Parliamentary, 
and  if  I  knew  the  name  of  the  Member 
who  used  it  I  would  bring  it  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  Following  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  debate,  I 
shall  only  notice  those  portions  of  his 
speech  which  appear  to  me  to  go  to  the 
heart  of  the  question;  and  those  por- 
tions of  his  speech  which  do  really  go  to 
the  heart  of  the  question  constitute,  in 
my  opinion,  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  speech.  Oriminatory  and  recrimi- 
natory matter,  however  amusing  it  may 
be  to  a  portion  of  the  House — and  such 
matter  is  always  amusing — really  assists 
us  very  little  in  getting  to  the  centre 
and  the  root  of  the  great  question  that 
is  before  us.  I  do  think  that  in  this 
particular  case  there  is  a  great  difficulty, 
owing  to  the  enormous  range,  to  the 
multitude  and  diversity  and  weight  of 
the  points  involved,  in  oonBning  this 
debate  within — I  will  not  say  reasonably 
narrow  limits — but  within  the  narrow 
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limits  to  which  we  all  desire  to  confine 
it.    My  hon.  and  learned   Friend  the 
Member  for  Inverness    (Mr.    Finlay) 
last  night,  at  a  time  when  no  Member 
of  the  Oovernment  appeared  to  be  in  a 
condition  to  follow  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Oork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien),  gallantly  stepped  into  the 
breach,  and  performed  that  office  on  be- 
half of  the  Goyernment  which  has  been 
BO  often  performed  by  those  who,  some- 
times called  Dissentient  Liberals,  have 
found  means  of  defence  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Government,   which  they    and 
their  adherents  behind  them  have  not 
been  able  to  discover.     My  hon.  and 
learned    Friend,    complaining    of    the 
length  of  the  debate,  said  it  was  high 
time   it  should  draw  to  a  conclusion. 
Now,  I   can  perfectly  understand  the 
reasons  why  my  hon.  Friends  should 
even  desire  that  there  might  be  no  de- 
bate at  all  upon  this  question.     But 
when  he  said  that  it  had  extended  to  an 
unreasonable  length,    I  point  to    the 
speech  of  the   Attorney  General  last 
night— to  the  length  of  which  I  am  as 
far  as  possible  from  complaining — but 
which  was  evidently  in  sharp  contra- 
diction  with  the  view  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Inver- 
ness.   Why,  Sir,  it  has  not  been  pos- 
sible to  include  in  this  debate  a  number 
of  questions  which   deserve,  and  may 
yet  have  to  receive,  detailed  criticism. 
For  example,  the  law  of  public  meeting 
has  hardly  been  touched  in  this  debate  ; 
and  yet  it  is  gravely  involved  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Kecess.     The  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant  have 
hardly  been  touched,  and  to  that  not- 
withstanding a  similar  observation  will 
apply.  The  treatment  given  to  prisoners 
of  a  particular  class  has  not  been  made 
a  subject  of  discussion.     I  will  make 
none  of  these  matters  a  subject  of  dis- 
cussion ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
none  can  doubt  that  all  of  them,  and 
many   more    besides,   are  fit    for    the 
attention    and     consideration    of    the 
House.     I  must  proceed,  therefore,  Sir, 
by  the  method    of  selection  ;   and   I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned,  if  it  had  not  been 
lor  the  pointed  reference  made  to  me, 
and  for   the    perfectly  fair    and   just 
challenges    delivered    against   certain 
portions  of  my  conduct  or  speeches  in 
the  Eecess,  I  should  gladly  have  re- 
mained outside  the  contest.    I  am  of 
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opinion  that  such  speeches  as  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  in  moving  the 
Amendment,  and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North-£ast  Cork  on  the 
msmorable  occasion  of  the  opening  of 
last  night's  debate,  are  more  important, 
and  go  more  to  the  heart  of  the  matter 
and  more   to   the   heart  of  the  coun- 
try, than  anything  that  can  be  said  or 
urged  by  those  who,  whatever  else  may 
be  said  of  them,  cannot  deny  that  they 
stand  in   a  position  of  Leaders  of  a 
Party,  and  are  liable  to  an  imputation 
of  Party  interests,  which  is  taken  by 
Gentlemen   like  the  Irish  Secretary  to 
be  their  sole  actuating  motives ;  whereas, 
on  the  other  hand,  these  Gentlemen  are 
in  a  position   to   say   that  they  have 
shown  their    independence    of   Party. 
They  have  dealt  a  death-blow  to  Liberal 
Administrations,  and  the  Members  of 
those    Liberal    Administrations    never 
have  complained,  and  would  not  have 
been  justified   in  complaining.      They 
are  the  advocates  and  organs  of  a  nation. 
As  the  organs  of  a  nation  they  are  in  a 
position  to  speak  with  an  effect  to  which 
we  cannot  make   any  just  pretension 
when   they   address  themselves  to  the 
heart  and    understanding    of    another 
nation,   to  whose    judgment  they  are 
appealing.     But,  Sir,  there  was  a  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,   which    he    introduced    with    an 
apology,   into  which  I   think    it  right 
briefly  to  follow  him.      He  referred  to 
the  communications  which  had  passed 
between  Lord  Salisbury  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Lord  Car- 
narvon. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Quite  so ; 
Lord  Carnarvon  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  ;  and  I  am  not  going 
to  question  for  a  moment  the  denials  he 
conveyed.  But  what  were  those  denials  ? 
I  attended  as  well  as  I  could  to  his  state- 
ment, and  the  denials  appear  to  be  three. 
In  the  first  place,  he  denied  that  any 
engagement  or  agreement  had  been 
made.  Sir,  I  am  not  aware  of  its  having 
been  asserted  that  any  engagement  or 
agreement  had  been  made.  He  denied, 
secondly,  that  it  ever  had  been  stated  to 
be  the  intention  of  the  Conservative  Go- 
vernment to  grant  a  measure  of  Home 
Bule.  I  am  not  aware.  Sir,  that  it  ever 
was  stated  that  a  Conservative  Gt>vem- 
ment  was  about  to  grant  a  measure  of 
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Home  Bule.    Thirdly,  he  denied,  on  the 
part  of  Lord  Carnarvon — and  I  accept 
the  denial  with  all  my  heart — that  Lord 
Gamaryon  had  ever  used  any  words 
inconsiatent  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
Union.    But,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  those 
three  denials  leave  entirely  untouched 
the  material  parts  of  the  case.     What 
are  these  material  parts  ?    If  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   wishes  to  dispose  of 
them  I  can  only  say  that  they  are  not 
disposed  of  by  what  he  has  said  to*night, 
ana  that  he  must  set  about  a  new  series 
of  statements  and  a  new  set  of  denials 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  them.    It  was 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  that  he  found  himself  in  sub- 
stantial— I  may  say  in  entire— agree- 
ment with  Lord  Carnarvon  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Home  Bule.    That  has  not  been 
denied.    It  was  stated  that  Lord  Car- 
narvon spoke  for  himself ;  that  I  do  not 
question,  in  so  far  as  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  can  speak  for  himself.    He 
was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland;  and, 
being  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  on  the 
part    of    a    Conservative    Qovemment 
which  now  holds  that  to  preach  Home 
Bule  in  any  shape  is  to  preach  the  sepa- 
xation  of  Ireland  from  the  Empire,  he 
was  in  association  and  agreement  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
on  the  policy  of  Home  Bule.     Is  that 
all.  Sir  ?    When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  has  just  had  an   opportunity  of 
making  his  statement — and  what  I  say 
is  in  perfect  conformity  with  that  state- 
ment —he  did  not  deny  in  the  speech  he 
has  just  made — and  certainly  he  had 
space  enough  in  it  for  denial — that  Lord 
Carnarvon  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  were  in  substantial  agree- 
ment on  the  policy  of  Home  Bule. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  challenges  me,  I  must 
say  that  the  extract  I  read  from  what 
Lord  Carnarvon  said  in  the  House  of 
Lords  clearly  implied  that  Lord  Carnar- 
von did  not  express  his  opinion  about  a 
Home  Bule  policy  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  I 
Bay  is  this — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  declared  that  he  had  an 
interview  with  Lord  Carnarvon,  and  that 
he  found  himself  in  agreement  with 
Lord  Carnarvon  on  the  subject.  The 
righthon.  Gentleman  has  not  denied  that. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  infer  from 
liord  Carnarvon's  statement  a  distinct 


denial.    Of  course,  we  cannot  communi- 
cate with  him. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  1  ask  for 
the  words  of  Lord  Carnarvon's  state- 
ment which  contained  that  denial. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  very 
sorry ;  but  they  have  been  taken  out  of 
the  House.  I  could  not  foresee  this 
occurrence. 

An  hon.  Mbmber  :  Send  for  them. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  a 
very  dangerous  practice  to  make  state- 
ments of  that  kind  and  importance  with- 
out the  material    on  which    they   are 
founded.    I  af&rm,  and  I  am  in  the  re* 
collection  of  the  House,  that  whatever 
inference  or  interpretation  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  place  on  the  declaration 
of  Lord  Carnarvon,  there  was  not  a  word 
in  the  passage  he  read  which  contained, 
or  which  approached  to  containing,  a 
denial   of   the    statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  that  he 
and  Lord  Carnarvon  were  in  substantial 
agreement  on  the  policy  of  Home  Bule. 
In  addition  to  that,  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  he  thinks  of  another 
statement  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  within  the  memory 
of  all  of  us,  in  which,  speaking  of  the 
measures  of  extended  government  that 
ought  to  be  granted  to  Ireland,  he  said 
that  they  ought  to  meet  all  the  just 
demands  of  that  country  for  local  self- 
government,   and  that  those  measures 
ought  to  be  adapted  in  some  degree  to 
give  reasonable  satisfaction  to  National 
aspirations.     Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  that  he  is  in  favour  of  giving 
reasonable  satisfaction  to  National  as- 
pirations ?    On  the  contrary,  that  is  the 
very  phrase  and  idea  that  on  no  con- 
sideration will  they  recognize  or  admit ; 
and  it  is  the  phrase  and  idea  which 
formed  the  basis  of  the  views  of  Lord 
Carnarvon,   and    here    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  contradict  me.    Hav- 
ing got  so  far — and  I  intend  to  go  further 
— the  Lord  Lieutenant,  being  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  and  being  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet — or  whether  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  or  not — was 
absolutely  bound  to  make  known    his 
views  to  Lord  Salisbury,  if  not  to  the 
Cabinet  at  large.     He  did  make  known 
his  views  to  Lord  Salisbury  in  the  ful- 
filment of  a  primary  duty,  and    Lord 
Salisbury  continued  to  repose  his  confi- 
dence   in    the    Lord    Lieutenant ;    for 
months  afterwards  Lord  Carnarvon  con- 
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tinned  to  be  Lord  Lientenant ;  and  when 
he  retired,  principally  on  account  of  ill- 
health,  he  did  so  amid  the  express  regrets 
of  his  Colleagues.   Now,  Sir,  we  are  called 
Separatists.     [^Ministerial  cheers."]    We 
are  denounced  as  such.  [^Renewed  Minis- 
terial cheers,']    I  am  grateful  for  having 
my  assertions  supported  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite    in  that   semi-articulate 
manner  that  they  find  so  congenial ;  we 
are  called  Separatists  because  we  wish 
to  give  effect  to  National  aspirations  in 
Ireland,  within  the  limits  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  with  supreme  regard  to  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.     Lord  Salisbury, 
as  Head  of  a  Conaeryative  Government, 
was  content  to  stand  before  the  country, 
having  in  Ireland  a  Lord  Lieutenant  who 
was  prepared  to  give  satisfaction,  reason- 
able satisfaction — as  we  are— to  National 
aspirations,  and  was  content  to  go  to  the 
Guildhall  at  the  same  time  and  to  say 
that  everything  in   the  way    of  local 
self-government  ought  to  be  conceded  to 
Ireland  which  was  consistent  with  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.     It  appears,  then, 
that  a  Tory  Lord  Lieutenant  may  dally 
as  he  pleases  with  the  Sirens  of  Home 
Bule ;  and  that  when  a  General  Elec- 
tion is  pending,  a  Tory  Prime  Minister 
may  regard  the    entertainment    of   a 
Home  Bule  policy  as  no  objection  what- 
ever to  placing  unbounded  confidence  in 
a  Tory  Lord  Lieutenant.     But  when  the 
Election  is    over!      When   the    Lord 
Lieutenant  is  gone,  and  when  Liberals 
declare  that  they  desire  to  meet  the  na- 
tional aspirations    of  Ireland    with  a 
reasonable  and  safe  satisfaction — then, 
forsooth !  they  are  to  be  denounced  as 
Separatists.     Well,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  other  things  to  which  I 
must  refer;   but  I  have  first  to  say  a 
word  upon  the  entertaining  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson),  who  was 
pleased  to  exhibit,  to  the  great  amuse- 
ment of  the  House,  even  of  those  who 
were  his  victims,  our  delinquencies  and 
inconsistencies  to  an  admiring  House. 
After  all  these  assaults  upon  us,  the 
hon.   and   gallant    Gentleman   gravely 
concluded  with  an  enunciation  in  favour 
of  law  and  order,  and  a  declaration  that 
his  countrymen  were  not  very  much  dis- 
posed to  adopt  those  doctrines.    I  do 
not  agree  with  him  about  his  country- 
men ;  but  I  confess  that  if  I  were  en- 
gaged in  an  endeavour  to  show  that 
Irishmen  were  not  sufficiently  given  to 
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recognizing  the  principles  of  law  and 
order,  undoubtedly  the  prominent  in- 
stance to  which  I  should  refer  would  be 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  himself. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oomea 
here,  forsooth  I  to  instruct  and  educate 
us  on  the  subject  of  law  and  order, 
while  he  reserves  to  himself  the  right  of 
declaring,  and  more  than  once  declaring 
— not,  I  think,  in  this  House,  so  far  as 
I  remember 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON:    Oh,  yes, 
I  have* 

Mr.'w.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Very 
good;  so  much  the  better;  all  right 
Declaring  that  if  Parliament  passed  a 
certain  Act  to  which  he  objects — 
namely,  an  Act  for  granting  to  Ireland 
a  carefully  guarded— ["  Oh ! "]— well,  I 
will  leave  out  the  '* carefully  guarded" 
— portion  of  the  independence  she  once 
possessed,  he  would  be  the  man  to  resist 
it,  and  to  recommend  resistance  to  it,  in 
others.  [Colonel  Saunderson  assented.] 
Tet  when  he  is  dealing  with  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  he  has  the  consum- 
mate art — and  I  must  say  the  consum- 
mate courage—to  pose  as  an  apostle  of 
law  and  order.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  alluded  to  a  speech  of  mine 
in  which  I  referred  to  the  lamentable 
murder  of  Constable  Whelehan  in 
County  Clare.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  not  ashamed  to  say — not  in 
this  House,  but  where  he  could  not  be 
answered — that  I  had  made  adverse 
comments  on  the  conduct  of  Constable 
Whelehan,  a  man  who  lost  his  life  in 
the  service  of  his  country. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  said  it  in 
this  House,  and  I  say  it  again. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  When? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  said  it  on 
Friday  last. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Then  I 
withdraw  the  observation.  I  have  no 
intention  of  charging  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  anything  which  is  not 
true  in  fact,  and  I  am.  very  glad  he  has 
contradicted  me.  I  did  not  recollect  the 
statement,  or  I  did  not  hear  ft ;  but  it 
was  totally  and  absolutely  untnie. 
Either  he  had  not  read  what  I  said,  or 
if  he  has  read  it— and  the  same  applies 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh — they  have  absolutely 
misrepresented  the  purport  of  the  speech 
they  professed  to  quote.  For  I  have 
never  named  Whelehan  except  to 
deplore  his  death;  and  to  express  a  hope 
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that  his  morderors  would  be  punished. 
In  my  reference  to  that  speech,  there 
is  not  a  word  to  show  that  Whelehan 
was  the  man  who  was  the  unhappy 
organ  of  the  police  in  ministering 
pecuniary  payment  to  the  infamous  in- 
former; nor  is  there  one  word  in  all 
that  reference  of  blame  to  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment.  On  the  contrary,  tliere  is 
an  express  declaration  that  I  laid  no 
blame  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Whelehan. 
Why,  then,  Sir,  did  I  refer  to  it?  I 
referred  to  it  on  this  account.  The  bon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  in  the  careless 
way  in  which  he  refers  to  these  things, 
said  that  I  must  have  been  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  a  price  was  paid  for  obtain- 
ing information.  I  said  at  Nottingham 
that  I  made  no  reference  at  all  to  the 
rather  difficult  question  of  the  payment 
of  price  for  obtaining  information. 
What  I  did  refer  to  was  the  payment  of 

Erice,  not  for   obtaining  information, 
ut  for  concocting  and  concerting  crime. 
After  the  gradual  revelations  that  are 
made  to  us  of  the  mode  in  which  Ireland 
is  administered  according  to  the  tradi- 
tions  of  that  country — it  is  perfectly 
possible  that  such  things  may  have  been 
done  before,  though  I  never  heard  of 
them — but  when  I  did  learn,  in  a  par- 
ticular instance,  of  that  foul  and  loath- 
some practice  of  paying  money  for  such 
a  purpose  to  a  man  who  was  to  attend, 
so  far  as  we  are  yet  informed,  a  meeting 
of  the  criminals  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting the  finishing  hand  to  tne  arrange- 
ment and  the  execution  of  it,  then  I  aid 
think  it  was  time  to  protest  on  the  part 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  if  not  of  the  whole 
country,  against  a  practice  which,  in  my 
opinion,  is  in  itself  odious  to  the  last 
degree,  which  would  not  for  a  moment 
be  tolerated  in  England,  and  in  refer- 
ence to  which  I  thought  it  wise   and 
right  to  point  out  that  it  was  danger- 
ous   as   well    as    odious  ;    for   in    a 
similar  case,  where  the  population  of 
England   had   become  cognizant  of  a 
similar   practice,  they  had  themselves 
resorted  to  the  commission  of  crime  for 
the  purpose  of  marking  the  detestation 
with  which  they  regarded  it.    I  pass 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  8e« 
cretary  for  Ireland ;  and  I  think  he  will 
agree  that  I  am  bound  to  refer  to  the 
speech  which  he  made  in  the  general 
debate  on  the  Address  with  respect  to 


the  practice  of  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  Mouse  in  making  statements  outside 
the  House  which  they  are  not  prepared 
to  repeat  in  it,  and  especially  to  his 
adverse  and  rather  angry  comments  on 
the  pacific  tone  of  the  speech  which  I 
had  just  delivered.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman overflows  with  pugnacious  mat- 
ter. He  is  young  and  inexperienced  in 
debate,  bold  as  I  confess  him  to  be,  and 
able  as  I  confess  him  to  be ;  but  when 
he  has  been  56  years  in  the  service  of 
his  country  it  is  possible  that  his  stock 
of  contentious  eagerness  may  be  a  little 
abated.  Now,  Sir,  the  reason — and  I 
had  many  reasons— but  if  I  must  deal 
with  any  reason  why  I  was  particularly 
anxious  to  avoid  the  needless  introduc- 
tion of  contentious  or  polemical  and 
accusatory  matter  in  speaking  in  the 
opening  debate  on  the  Address,  I  be- 
lieved, in  the  first  place,  that  an  Irish 
debate  was  impending;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  great  object  which  I 
had  in  view  was  to  assist  in  promoting 
the  purposes  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  I  wUl  also  say  to  promote,  as 
I  think,  the  honour,  the  dignity,  and  the 
efficiencv  of  the  House  by  giving  what 
I  may  in  simple  language  call  a  g^od 
start  to  the  Business  of  the  Session,  and 
to  detach  it,  so  far  as  I  was  able,  from 
everything  like  controversy  and  Party 
conflict.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man laments  the  non-combative  cha- 
racter of  that  discussion,  I  think  he  will 
derive  probably  ample  satisfaction  for 
the  future.  There  is  no  fear,  I  believe, 
that  Irish  debates  will  be  wanting  in 
animation,  possibly  even  in  a  little  ani- 
mosity, so  long  as  he  continues  to  hold 
the  Office  of  Ohief  Secretary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  even  on  that  occasion, 
found  in  my  pacific  speech  matter  de- 
serving of  his  indignant  rebuke.  I  had 
lamented — if  I  must  repeat  my  lamenta- 
tion^ that  the  nicest  and  most  difficult 
parts  of  law  are  removed  under  the 
operation  of  the  Ooercion  Act  of  last 
year  from  Judge  and  from  juries  to  men 
whom  I  termed  of  an  inferior  stamp. 
That  was  the  observation  I  ventured  to 
make,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  rather  wrathnil  over  it.  I  fully 
admit  that  he  is  a  perfect  master  of 
tu  quoqne.  He  said — "Whoever  they 
are,  they  are  the  men  whom  you  and 
Lord  Spencer  appointed."  Now,  Sir,  in 
the  first  place,  it  is  quite  inaccurate; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  if  it  were  ac- 
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eurate,  it  would  be  totally  irrelevant.  It 
is  perfectly  inaccurate.  The  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
the  whole  body,  as  I  understood  him 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said  that  fiO 
out  of  73  were  appointed  mostly  by  Lord 
Spencer,  or  else  were  the  appointments 
of  preyiouB  GoTernments  revived  by 
him. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Oh ;  re- 
vived by  him  !  And  so  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  that  what  he  calls 
reviving — that  is  to  say,  not  dismissing 
— ^is  the  same  thing.  Now,  if  there 
were  60  out  of  73,  ail  I  can  say  is  this 
— that,  in  the  first  place,  the  gentlemen 
to  whose  conduct  I  have  seen  taken  the 
greatest  objection  as  Resident  Magis- 
trates are  five — Mr.  Eaton,  Oaptain 
Beagrave,  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  Mr.  Meldon, 
and  Mr.  Oarew.  Undoubtedly  these 
are  the  gentlemen  whom  I  had  specially 
in  view  when  I  spoke  of  men  of  inferior 
fltamp.  Not  one  of  these  men  was 
appointed  by  Lord.  Spencer.  But,  sup- 
posing they  had  been  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer,  the  retort  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  absolutely  and  even 
ludicrously  irrelevant.  What  I  was 
speaking  of  was  this — not  the  discharge 
by  Resident  Magistrates  of  their  ordi- 
nary judicial  duties ;  but  their  discharge 
of  extraordinary  duties  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Government 
had  insisted  in  putting  upon  them. 
That  is  a  totally  di6ferent  matter.  Sup- 
pose, for  example,  I  have  a  set  of  men 
in  the  Army  who  are  very  good  corporals 
and  sergeants,  and  I  affirm  that  they 
are  very  good  corporals  and  sergeants, 
and  suppose  I  had  appointed  them  all, 
but  by  some  freak  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  those  corporals  and  sergeants 
are  appointed  to  do  the  duty  of  generals 
and  colonels,  and  then  I  take  the  objec- 
tion that  those  duties  of  generals  and 
colonels  are  handed  over  to  men  of  an 
inferior  stamp.  That  was  the  point  of 
the  objection  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  see ;  and,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  a  just,  and  true,  and  solid,  and 
perfectly  unanswerable  objection.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  especially 
indignant  with  me  because  at  a  given 
date  in  the  Recess,  or  before  the  ter- 
mination of  the  Session,  I  had  tele- 
graphed to  some  correspondent  the 
words,  "  Remember  Mitchelstown,'' and 
that  I  had  in  a  speech  at  Nottingham 
developed  my   meaning  in  using  that 
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phrase  and  gave  whatever  force  I  could 
to  the  meaning  of  my  words.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  fit  to  point  at 
me  the  reproach  that  I  was  not  disposed 
to  maintain  here  what  I  have  said  else- 
where. Now,  Sir,  I  have  referred — a 
task  which  has  always  been  to  me  the 
most  irksome  I  know — ^to  my  own  state- 
ment at  Nottingham  with  regard  to 
Mitchelstown ;  and  I  have  to  say,  here 
and  now,  that  I  not  only  adhere  to  it, 
but  I  strengthen  it.  And  if  I  use  words 
here  about  it,  and  as  few  as  possible, 
undoubtedly  they  will,  if  anything,  be 
not  weaker  but  stronger  than  the  words 
I  formerly  used.  I  never  in  my  life 
uttered  words — or  sent  words  by  letter 
or  telegram — which  I  more  rejoiced  to 
have  used,  and  am  better  content  to 
have  used,  than  the  words  ''  Remember 
Mitchelstown."  It  was  not  done  incon- 
siderately. It  was  done  considerately, 
for  the  sake  of  Ireland  and  the  country, 
and  for  the  sake  of  lamenting  the  enor- 
mous mischief,  the  probable  suffering 
and  bloodshed,  and  the  consequent 
resistance  to  the  law  that  might  arise 
in  Ireland  in  consequence  of  what  had 
occurred  at  Mitchelstown,  and  of  its 
adoption  and  appropriation  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  Sir,  what  was 
it?  It  was  this.  A  legal  meeting  of 
4, 000  people  was  assembled.  The  police, 
under  the  plea  of  following  the  usual 
practice  of  having  an  official  reporter 
at  the  meeting,  instead  of  prior  com- 
munication with  those  who  held  it, 
instead  of  going  to  the  platform  at  a 
point  where  it  was  open  and  acces- 
siblo,  the  police  formed  a  wedge 
of  20  men  and  endeavoured  by  force  to 
drive  the  wedge  into  the  middle  of  the 
meeting.  I  am  here  to  say  that  a  public 
meeting  is  an  orderly  assembly,  and  to 
observe  order  is  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  the  driving  of  that  wedge  into 
the  middle  of  that  meeting  was  an  ille- 
gality on  the  part  of  the  police,  and  that 
the  police  who  drove,  or  attempted  to 
drive,  that  wedge  into  the  crowd  were 
themselves  guilty  of  illegality,  and  ought 
to  have  been  given  into  custody.  On  this 
deplorable  occasion  the  agents  of  the  lav 
were  the  breakers  of  the  law ;  and  these 
breakers  of  the  law,  in  the  first  instance, 
acting  under  subordinate  authority^  were 
adopted  and  sanctioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  by  the  full  authority  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  That  was 
the  first  act  of  the  police.    What  was  tiie 
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aeoond  ?    The  second  was  this.     Their 
wedge  was  not  strong  enough.     They 
were  heaten  hack ;  pressed  back  out  of 
the  crowd — it  seems  to  me  with  perfect 
legality  and  propriety — whereupon  they 
brought  np  a  large  force  of  police  and 
charged  the  crowd,  because  the  crowd 
had  not  concurred  and  and  co-operated 
in  the  former  illegality.     Well,  Sir,  this 
was  a  fresh  illegality  committed  by  the 
police — ^that    charge    upon  the    crowd. 
Then  the  yiolence  began.    Then  began 
the  use  of  batons ;  the  use  of  sticks  and 
cudgels;   then  began  the  sufferings  of 
men  in  the  crowd,  the  sufferings  of  in- 
dividual members  of  the  police,  as  to 
which  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  is  so 
eloquent,  and  which  I  regret  as  much  as 
he  does.     But  the  police  in  this,  their 
second  illegality,  were  beaten  back  by 
the  crowd  and  again  defeated.  The  crowd 
did  not  pursue  them.    According  to  all 
informations  before  us  the  crowd  was 
recalled,  and  again  took  their  places  in 
the  square.     The  merest  scattering  and 
sprinkling,  for  the  most  part  of  boys, 
probably — we  know  not  who,   but  we 
know  to  what  extent — went    into  the 
street  where  the  police  barracks  are  to 
be  found,  and  these  boys  or  others  suc- 
ceeded in  breaking  three  windows  in  the 
police  barracks— [CVt^M  o/'*  Panes !  "]— 
and  those  three  windows  were   exalted 
and  uplifted  by  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
into  a  general  attack  on  the  barracks, 
compelling  the  police  in  self-defence  to 
fire  upou  the  people.    In  one  sense  the 
police  did  not  fire  upon  the  people — that 
is  to  say,  there  was  no  mass  of  the  people 
there  to  fire  upon.    I  stated  at  Notting- 
ham, and  it  is  the  result  of  all  the  inquiry 
I  have  made,  that  there  did  not  appear 
to  have  been  more  than  20  people  in  the 
street  where  the  police  barracks  are ;  and 
it  was  there,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  the  police  actually  fired  into  the 
windows  of  the    opposite    houses— the 
houses  of  peaceable  people — where  there 
were  women  and  children,  and  they  fired 
deliberately ;  and  as  to  the  two  old  men 
and  the  boy  whom  they  destroyed,  I  do 
not  hesitate  here  to  denounce  it  as  cruel, 
wanton,  and  disgraceful  bloodshed ;  be- 
cause, in  the  language  of  Lord  Sidmouth 
on  another  occasion,  so  far  as  I  know, 
there  is  no  example  in  wantonness  and 
causelessness  since  the  memorable  occa- 
sion in  Manchester,  popularly  known  as 
the  Massacre  of  Peterloo.     I  hare  now 
given    the   right  hon.   Gentleman  my 
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▼lews  about  Mitohelstown.    It  was  time 
I    should    say    **  Bemember  Mitchels- 
town,"  particularly  when,  owing  to  a 
particular  class  of  language,  Mitchels- 
town  might  have  become  what  is  called 
a   '' prerogative  instance.''      Mitohels- 
town was  commended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  held  up  to  the  police  of  Ire- 
land as  a  pattern  they  were  to  follow ; 
that  they  had  acted  only  in  self-defence ; 
and  the  extent  of  self-defence  and  the 
meaning  of  self-defence  is  exhibited  at 
Mitohelstown.    I  believe  it  was  reason- 
able to  fear  the  meaning  which  the  police 
would  put  on  that  self-defence,  and  that 
they  would  legally  or  illegally  act  up  to 
it  whenever  they  got  an  opportunity  of 
coming  into  collision  with  the  people. 
I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  frankly 
that  I  am  of  opinion  that  he  has  become 
by  clear  implication  a  breaker  of  the 
law ;  breaking  the  law  by  authoritative 
assent  and  approval ;  and,  not  only  so, 
he  did  that  under  circumstances  where 
that  authoritative  approval  conveyed  to 
the  mind  of  the  police  would  naturally, 
justly,   excusably,    almost   necessarily, 
have  pointed  out  to  them  that  that  was 
to  be  the  model  and  the  rule  of  their  con- 
duct in  every  example  of  the  kind .    It  was 
in  the  interests  of  law  and  order  that  I 
denounced  the  conduct  of  the  police.     I 
think  it   wiU   be   a  long  time    before 
he  can    discover  an  instance   on   this 
Bench,  or  from  any  of  our  Friends,  in 
which  law  and  order  and  the  security 
of  the  lives  of  the  people  were  treated 
with    such  recklessness    as   was    then 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
by  his  Colleagues.     I  may  be  wrong. 
I  know  that  all  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
are    infallible ;    but  I    have  not  that 
happy  privilege.    I  have  done  my  best 
to  inform  myself;    and   in  conformity 
with,  I  believe,  uncontradicted  and  con- 
sentient statements,  I  contend  that  the 
inferences  I  have  drawn  from  these  facts 
are  just  inferences,  and  that  it  was  not 
only  natural  but  necessary  to  adopt  pre- 
cautions on  the  part,  I  will  say,  of  Eng- 
land, against  the  fatal  imitations  which 
Mitohelstown    might    have    produced, 
and  to  tako  securities  for  law  and  order 
in  Ireland — ^first  of  all,  as  I  pointed  out 
to  the  people  of  England,  that  these 
thingsought  to  be  watched;  and,  secondly, 
by  making  known  to  the  Government, 
and  to  their  agents,  and  their  organs 
beyond  the  Channel,  that  if  such  occur- 
rences did  happen,  they  would  not  pass 
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uncensured.  Therefore,  Sir,  I  believe 
I  never  spoke  more  useful — ^I  will  go 
further,  and  say  I  believe  I  never  spoke 
more  fruitful  words  than  when  I  tele- 
graphed— "  Bemember  Mitchelstown." 
Now,  I  oome  to  the  statistios  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  will  make 
hardly  any  reference  to  Boycotting.  At 
least,  I  will  refer  to  it  only  in  the  briefest 
terms.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
been  stingy  in  his  statistios ;  but  he  has 
given  us  statistics  of  Boycotting.  I  do 
not  recollect  that  Boycotting  was  ever 
made  a  portion  of  Government  statistics 
before.  I  cannot  recollect  it.  I  can  re- 
member police  protection. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  We  have 
laid  statistics  of  Boycotting  on  the  Table 
before. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes ;  but 
I  am  speaking  of  the  ancient  and  tra- 
ditional  practice  which  this  Conservative 
Government  is  always  so  indisposed  to 
follow.  I  repeat  I  am  not  aware  that 
Boycotting  was  ever  before  made  the 
subject  of  a  Beturn.  He  said  if  these 
statistics  were  falsified  other  statistics 
could  be  falsified.  That  is  not  the 
point  at  issue.  The  point  is  this.  Sta- 
tistics of  crime  deal  with  facts  and  with 
matter  of  record.  Statistics  of  Boycott- 
ing, as  far  as  I  can  understand,  deal 
with  matters  of  opinion.  How,  I  should 
like  to  know,  in  the  multitudinous  Re- 
turns can  they  distinguish  between 
totally  and  partially  Boycotting?  I 
should  like  to  have  an  account  of 
that  process.  What  is  the  test  ? 
There  must  be,  and  will  be,  cases  of 
harsh  and  unreasonable  persecution 
under  the  name  of  Boycotting.  It  is 
never  to  be  forgotten,  though  it  is  very 
common  to  forget  it,  that  when  you  have 
a  state  of  things  such  as  prevails  in  Ire- 
land— old  and  sore  relations  of  friction 
between  class  and  class,  the  sense  of  still 
remaining  suffering  or  grievance,  and 
consequent  instability  of  social  order — 
the  criminal  elements  that  will  always 
subsist  in  every  community  (though  I 
thank  God  to  say  that  I  believe  they 
subsist  in  Ireland  more  narrowly  than 
almost  anywhere  else)  will  find  their 
way  into  social  questions;  and,  un- 
doubtedly, you  will  have  bad,  and  very 
bad,  cases  exhibited  in  matters  such  as 
these.  Therefore,  the  exhibition  of  par- 
ticular instances  is  a  very  unsafe  and  in- 
sufficient test.  They  ought  to  be  quoted 
with  great  aoeuracy.    The  right  hon.  J 
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Gentleman  has  been  defending  to-night 
his  chosen  instruments  of  the  present 
year.  [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  Yes ;  but  he 
was  met  immediately  with  point  blank 
contradictions  on  matters  of  fact;  and 
at  present  I  shall  enter  no  further  into 
that  question,  which  evidently  must  be 
made  the  subject  of  further  examina- 
tion. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  us  last  year  a  case  of  Boycotting 
which  was  touching  to  the  last  degree— 
the  case  of  the  Galway  midwife.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
instance  he  selected  last  year — the  in- 
stance of  the  Galway  midwife — ^is  worthy 
of  credence? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Absolutely  cor- 
rect in  every  particular. 

Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE :  AU I  can 
say  is,  that  here,  likewise,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  met  with  this  point 
blank,  this  flat  contradiction ;  but  what, 
Sir,  are  we  to  say  to  Boycotting  statis- 
tics as  a  basis  for  legislation,  or  for  a 
criterion  of  the  rising  felicity  of  the 
country,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
out  of  the  thousands  of  oases  he  has  had 
before  him,  can  only  select  for  us  two, 
upon  which  he  is  at  once  met  by  having 
his  facts  challenged  and  his  conclusions 
falsified?  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  well 
remarked  on  a  former  occasion  that  there 
is  a  chapter  of  statistics  which,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to 
enter  upon,  it  would  have  been  far  more 
to  the  purpose  than  those  which  he  has 
laid  before  us — that  is,  the  statistics  of 
evicted  or  derelict  lands.  There  could 
have  been  no  difficulty  whatever  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  call  for  Betums 
of  the  acreage  of  the  farms  which  in 
different  counties  all  over  Ireland,  or  in 
selected  counties,  had  been  dereliot  a 
year,  or  two  years,  or  three  years  ago, 
in  the  time  of  Lord  Spencer,  and  down 
to  the  present  date,  and  to  show  how, 
under  the  recovered  liberty  of  the  Irish 
people  of  which  he  boasts,  the  acreage 
of  these  derelict  farms  had  been  |^;reatly 
diminished.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  only  avoided,  but  shirked  that 
question,  and  I  say  he  has  shirked  it, 
because  he  substituted  for  any  attempt  at 
a  rational  answer  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  a  jeremiad  upon  the  state  of 
feeling  which  he  thought  might  be  pro- 
duced in  Ireland  when  he  found  my 
right  hon.  Friend  using  language  whidi, 
in  his  opinion,  was  capable  of  being  in- 
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terpreted  into  sympathy  with  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  League,  and  with  law- 
lessness.   A  more  unjust  charge  never 
was  made.    But,  just  or  unjust,  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  founds  himself, 
and  the  Queen  has  been  instructed  to 
found  herself  in  her  Speech,  and  the 
organs  of  the  GoTemment  have  based 
themselves,  in  their  articles,  upon  the 
assertion  that  liberty,  as  they  phrase  it, 
is  returning  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
If  that  liberty  were  returning,  it  would 
be  exhibited  in  a  proportionate  diminu- 
tion of  derelict  farms,     f  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
poxjb:  Hear,  hear!  1    Then,  why  have 
you  not  shown  it  ?     We  can  very  seldom 
get  even  the  smallest  information  from 
the     Qovemment     unless     we     apply 
the  moral  torture,  which  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House  allow,  to  draw  it 
from  them.    Now,  there  is  one  part  of 
the    statistics  we  have  read  with  in- 
creased satisfaction — that  is,  the  dimi- 
nution of  crime — limited  as  that  diminu- 
tion is.    I  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  constructing  his  artificial 
Beturn,  gave  his  statistics  in  a  very  arti- 
ficial manner  for  a  special  purpose.    It 
is  the  first  time  I  have  known  the  month 
of  January  do  such  good  service.    And 
when  I  looked  into  the  Beturn  I  found 
out  the  cause.    The  Beturn  of  offences 
reported  to  the  Constabulary  are  reported 
under  three  major  heads,  if  I  may  so 
call  them.    There  are  offences  against 
the  person,  ofifences  against  property, 
and  ofiPences  against  the  pubuo  peace. 
With  regard  to  the  offences  against  the 
person  and  against  property,  I  find  that 
if  I  take  the  five  months  only  of  last 
year,  after  the  passing  of  the  Coercion 
Aot^  and  compare  them  with  the  corre- 
sponding five  months  of  the  year  before, 
there  is  no  diminution  whatever.    But 
in  the  month  of  January  there  was,  in 
offences  against  the  person,  a  sudden, 
a  most  well-timed  and  fortunate  and 
rapid  decline,  for  they  fell  from  10  to 
three.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew 
January  into  his  service  by  means  of 
that  declension  of  seven,  and  he  was 
able  to  draw  a  diminution  of  6  per  cent 
of  offences  against  personal  property. 
I  am  extremely  glad  of  it,  and  wish 
there  had  been  a  great  deal  more.    The 
offences  which  have  sensibly  and  really 
diminiBhed  are  those  against  the  public 
peaoe,  and  I  rejoice  that  they  have  dimi- 
nished.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 


the  cause  of  the  diminution  is  the 
Coercion  Act;  but  I  think  I  have  shown 
that,  whereas  the  diminution  of  crime 
proper  as  directed  against  personal  pro- 
perty is  an  exceedingly  small  diminu- 
tion, the  diminution  of  offences  against 
the  public  peace  is  much  larger.  I  make 
it  out  to  be  that  they  fell  in  these  six 
months  from  324  to  238,  or  a  diminution 
of  23  per  cent.  These  are  exactly  the 
offences  that  would  diminish  under  the 
operation  of  a  conciliatory  Land  Act. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the 
boldness  to  say  that  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  never  gave  any  credit  to  the 
Land  Act.  Why,  Sir,  the  Land  Act, 
imperfect,  and  grossly  imperfect  as  it 
was — culpably  imperfect  as  it  was  in  the 
matter  of  arrears,  contained  a  great  and 
important  provision,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in  vain 
had  proposed  in  September  of  the  year 
before,  but  which,  if  it  had  then  been 
granted,  you  probably  never  might  have 
heard  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  It  was 
denounced  to  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  Government  of  that  day  as  being  a 
provision  totally  incompatible  with  that 
morality,  forsooth,  on  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  prided  themselves. 
[  Opposition  Laughter?]  I  speak  of  that 
provision  which,  under  a  great  respon- 
sibility. Her  Majesty's  Government, 
though  far  too  late,  introduced  as  a 
most  valuable  gift.  It  was  quite  evi- 
dent that,  so  far  as  offences  against  the 
public  peace  were  concerned,  the  re- 
opening of  the  judicial  rents  and  the 
concessions  made  to  leaseholders  could 
not  but  operate  in  the  most  powerful 
manner  in  favour  of  that  diminution. 
I  have  here  a  declaration  of  a  County 
Court  Judge,  Mr.  Ferguson,  who  last 
month  used  these  vrords — 

« I  am  glad  to  say  that  on  the  present  occa- 
sion I  am  sufficiently  informed  on  the  subject, 
and  have  good  reason  to  believe  that  respect  for 
the  law  and  the  disposition  to  obey  the  law, 
without  which  no  social  freedom,  si^ety,  or 
happiness  can  exist,  is  steadily  increasing  in 
this  extensive  riding.  I  believe  circumstances 
are  now  in  operation  calculated  to  extend  them 
and  render  them  permanent.  I  refer  to  the 
settlement  of  the  Land  Laws  of  the  country 
now  so  generally  taking  place,  and  for  which 
valuers  and  others  are  extensively  employed.'' 

I  hope,  now  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  a  good  humour  for  granting 
statistics,  that  he  is  preparing  statistics 
of  the  working  of  the  Act,  showing  us 
who  have  been  evicted,  that  we  may 
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have  the  means  of  ezeroising  our  judg- 
ment on  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  diminution  of  crime  has  taken  place. 
There  are  two  other  questions  which 
go  to  the  heart  of  the  whole  matter — 
namely,  how  the  law  has  been  adminis* 
tered,  and  how  the  administration  of  the 
law  has  succeeded.     Has  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  been  of  a  character  to 
reconcile,  or  has  it  been  to  estrange ;  has 
it  been  calculated  to  teach  respect  for 
the  GK>Temment,  or  to  bring  the  Govern- 
ment into  hatred  and  contempt?    Has 
it  been  of  a  character  to  render  that 
law  national,  or  has  it  been  of  a  cha- 
racter to  render  it  more  anti-national  ? 
Now,  I  am  not  going  into  the  details  of 
the  oases  of  prison  treatment ;  but  I  shall 
examine  the  cases  of  two  Members  of 
Parliament  in  reference  to  matters  other 
than  prison  treatment.  I  am  not  answer- 
ing for  these  facts  personally;  but  I 
have  received  them  from  quarters  that 
ought  to  be  thoroughly  well  informed. 
Mr.  Sheehy,  a  Meinber  of  this  House, 
was  arrested  and  remanded  without  bail. 
It  was  a  thing  that  might  have  been 
taken  into  consideration  that  his  wife 
was  ill  at  the  time  with  scarlatina  or 
scarlet  fever.    He  was  offered  bail  by 
the  Government,    represented    by  the 
Besident  Magistrate,  on  the  condition 
that  he  should  promise  not  to  open  his 
lips  in  public.    By  Government,  that,  I 
presume,  means  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment ;  and  I  want  to  know  what  title  the 
Besident  Magistrate  has  to  make  such  a 
condition  as  that?    Most  dangerous  is 
this  introduction  of  a  new  discretion  for 
Besident  Magistrates — a  discretion  to 
impose  novel  restrictions.  If  Mr.  Sheehy 
had  been  allowed  bail,  and  if  he  were 
•to  commit  an  offence  while  under  that 
bail,   he  could  be  taken  up  for  that 
offence.    I  want  to  hear  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  or  some  other 
Member  of  the  Government,  a  distinct 
account  of  the  new  doctrine  that  these 
conditions  may  be  imposed,  which  are 
written,  as  I  believe,  in  no  law,  nor  in 
any  custom,  but  which  have  been  set  in 
action  in  Ireland,  but  which  in  England 
we  know  are  not  heard  of,  and  would 
not  be  heard  of  or  tolerated  for  a  mo- 
ment.    Mr.  Sheehy,  I  must  say  very 
properly,  entirely  declined  to  accede  to 
that  condition,   and  he  was  tried  and 
sentenced  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment.   He  appealed,  as  he  was  entitled 
to  do,  and  bail  was  aoeepted  for  his  ap- 
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pearanoe  at  Quarter  Sesnona,  so  that  he 
would  have  been  able  to  obey  the  almost 
sacred  domestic  form  of  tie  which  was 
at  the  time  incumbent  upon  him.  Bat 
as  he  was  going  out  of  the  door  of  the 
Court  he  was  arrested  agun  on  another 
charge,  and  brought  away  immediately 
to  a  distant  part  of  the  country,  his  wife 
being  in  the  very  crisis  of  her  illness, 
and  ner  life  seriously  threatened.  On 
this  second  charge  he  was  sentenced^  not 
to  three  months,  which  would  have  en- 
abled him  to  appeal,  but  to  one  month's 
imprisonment,  depriving  him  of  the 
power  of  appeal. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Which  had  been 
promised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
perfectly  aware  of  that  promise.     He  is 
perfectly  aware  that  in  the  debate  of  last 
year  he  was  charged  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me^Sir  William  Haroourt) 
with  breach  of  faith  in  regard  to  that  pro- 
mise, and  to  that  charge  of  breach  of 
faith  he  has  remained,  I  must  say,  very 
patiently  silent.    I  have  nothing  to  add 
on  that  subject  now ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  at  the  moment  when  this  gen- 
tleman, whose  wife  was  in  danger,  was 
naturally  anxious  to  repair  to  his  home, 
a  new  charge  was  brought  against  him, 
a  sentence  of  a  month  was  passed,  his 
right  of  appeal  was  taken  away,  and  he 
was  prevented,  not  only  from  preparing 
his  defence  in  the  first  case,  but  also 
from  repairing  to  his  home,  where  not 
only  difficulty  and  pain,  but  actual  dan- 
ger threatened  him.    Is  that  the  sort  of 
administration  of  the  Act  of  last  year 
which  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
defend  ?    Is  it  thus  that  Ireland  is  to  be 
reconciled?    Is  it  thus  that  the  Irish 
nation  is  to  be  converted  ?    Is  it  in  this 
House  of  Commons — the  most  andent 
and  the  noblest  of  all  the  temples  of 
freedom — that  such  operations  as  these 
are  to  be  either  passed  over  in  silence, 
or  defended  by  those  engaged  in  them 
— the  responsible  Executive  ?    I  cannot 
understand  the  extraordinary  severity 
of  treatment  in  certain  particulars  which, 
if  I  am  rightly  informed,  has  been  meted 
out  to  this  gentleman;    but  I  wish  to 
keep  for  the  present  to  what  relates 
most  distinctly  to  the  question  of  the 
administration  of  the  law,  as  separate 
from  the  question  of  prison  discipline, 
and  in  that  point  of  view  I  will  mention 
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namara  in  Ennis,  a  man  named  Moroney 
m  Tralee,  Brosnan  and  Breen  in  Kil- 
larney,    and    another.      Four    of    the 
defendants  were  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  and  two  were 
discharged  upon  a  promise  not  to  offend 
agam.      Here  we  see  once  more  this 
method  of  interfering  with  private  free- 
dom by  arbitrary  restriction  goyemed 
by  no  law,  justified  by  no  usage,  de- 
vised by  the  spirit  of  Irish  adminis- 
tration,   and  with   respect  to  which  I 
want  to  know  how  far  this  importa- 
tion into  the    law  and   jurisprudence 
of  the  country  is  to  bo  carried  under  the 
a^pices  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
Well  now,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  from  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  he  is  to 
speak  to-night,  does  he  see  nobleness  in 

XV  v    xu-     1 T" — 7  — "-  *•    *"fi  prosecution  of  these  men  ?    Does  he 

mon^  by  this  clever  device  it  was  con-    think  it  rational  to  prosecute  these  men  ? 

Sj±r  of°E  ?Po?  ^•-  ^-^^P"''  !  I>oe«  he  think  it  rilht  to  require  oT  the 

Member  of  this  House,  imprisonment  vendor  of  a  newspaper  that  he  should 

for  two  months,  and  at  the  same  time  have  read  its  contents ;  that  he  should 

todepme  him  of  his  right  of  appeal,  have  formed  a  judgment  of  its  conten?s; 
And  there  agam,  Sir,  I  say  I  am  sorry ,  that  he  should  have  made  up  his  mind 

to  utter  s^ong  words ;  and,  as  I  may  be  as  to  whether  the  proceedin/s  described 

tempted  to  do  so  out  of  this  House,  I  in  the  newspapers  weTOorX^^^^ 

will  speidc  them  in  the  House.    I  have  Is  that  a  responsibility  whkh  he  think^ 

no  heaitahon  m  descnbmg  this  adminis-  ought  to  be  imposed  upon  the  vendor  of 

tratipn  of  the  Act,  not  only  as  a  dear  a  newspaper  under  pdn  of  being  e^n- 

evasion  of  the  spint  of  the  law,  but  as  demned  to  one  or  two  months'  impri^n- 

anmoredible  meanness.  In  this  method  — *«    til  .  .    .,        vu^uo  impnoon 
of  administoring  this  Crimes  Act,  that 
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proceeded  against    and    sentenced  for 
publishing  reports  of  National  League 
branches    that  had    been  suppressed  * 
although,  as  I  understand,  there  have 
been  plenty  of  these  reports  published 
within  the  cognizance  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  respect  to  which  those  who 
published  them  have  not  been  sentenced 
and  have  not  been  proceeded  against. 
Alderman  Hooper  was  sentenced  to  the 
term   of  one  month,  which  would  not 
allow  him  a  right  of  appeal ;    but  he 
was,  I  believe,  simultaneously  charged 
with  publishing  another  report.  Another 
sentence  of  one  month  was  pronounced 
against  him,  and  these  sentences,  though 
cumulative  as  regarded  him,  were  not 
cumulative  in  respect  of  the  right  of 
appeal.    Therefore,  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professes  to  give  an  appeal 
the  case  of  all  sentences  above  a 
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ment  ?    That  is  the  administration  oC-^ 
the  Aritmes   Act   to    wnioii  ti    must 
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people  had  in  them  but  a  hundre 
part  of  trne  courage  and  heart  and>^uck 
and  pefteveranoe  that  they  h8;,^fe  snown 
for  se^en  centuries,  could  axjnly  tend  to 
alieoAto  and  estrange  thg,nn  from  those 
who^  attempt  so  to  gopfern  them.  The 
worfds  that  I  have  thnrfs  used  I  am  going 
to  Jise  again.  ly^m,  therefore,  very 
destoous  to  mvite  Jthe  concurrence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  th^  Exchequer  in  the  pro- 
priety of  my yappUoation  of  it,  or  to 
know  whe^li^  he  thinks  that  nobleness 
would  beiTa  better  description  — [Mr. 
Hear,  hear  Ij-^of  the  circum- 
hich  I  am  about  to  describe, 
knowing  what  I  am  going  to 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accepts 
enge;    and,  therefore,  I    am 

^ in  exhibiting  a  specimen  of  the 

^obleness  with  which  this  administration 
of  Ireland  is  conceived  and  executed. 
I  have  before  me  a  list  of  six  people 
prosecnted,  not  for  publishing  the  re- 


QOBGBES 

stances 
Withou 
say,  th 
my    c 


instructed,  the  term  meanness.  The 
remaining  point  relating  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  upon  which  I  shall 
comment  is  of  a  different  character.  It 
has  reference  to  exclusive  dealing.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  in  our  charges 
against  the  Bill  last  year  we  did  not  say 
that  the  measure  justified  proceedings 
for  exclusive  dealing.  I  do  not  believe 
we  did  say  that  it  did,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Act  does  justify  pro- 
ceedings of  that  kind.  But  this  I  am 
bound  to  say — that  the  Act  with  ito 
interpretation  appears  to  be  deliberately 
applied  in  a  variety  of  instances  for  the 
punishment  of  simple  exclusive  dealing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
ought  to  know — if  he  does  not-— that 
when  I  spoke  of  the  dismissal  of  curates 
by  rectors,  of  the  men  with  wives  and 
children  being  deprived  of  their  daily 
bread.  I  was  not,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  charges  me,  comparing  such 
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have  the  means  of  exercising  our  judg- 
ment on  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  diminution  of  crime  has  taken  place. 
There  are  two  other  questions  which 
go  to  the  heart  of  the  whole  matter — 
namely,  how  the  law  has  been  adminis- 
tered, and  how  the  administration  of  the 
law  has  succeeded.  Has  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  been  of  a  character  to 
reconcile,  or  has  it  been  to  estrange ;  has 
it  been  calculated  to  teach  respect  for 
the  Government,  or  to  bring  the  Govern- 
ment into  hatred  and  contempt?  Has 
it  been  of  a  character  to  render  that 
law  national,  or  has  it  been  of  a  cha- 
racter to  render  it  more  anti- national  ? 
Now,  I  am  not  going  into  the  details  of 
the  cases  of  prison  treatment ;  but  I  shall 
examine  the  cases  of  two  Members  of 
Parliament  in  reference  to  matters  other 
than  prison  treatment.  I  am  not  answer- 
ing for  these  facts  personally;  but  I 
have  received  them  from  quarters  that 
ought  to  be  thoroughly  well  informed. 
Mr.  Sheehy,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
was  arrested  and  remanded  without  bail. 
It  was  a  thing  that  might  have  been 
taken  into  consideration  that  his  wife 
was  ill  at  the  time  with  scarlatina  or 
scarlet  fever.  He  was  offered  bail  by 
the  Government,  represented  by  the 
Besident  Magistrate,  on  the  condition 
.that  he  should  promise  not  to  open  his 
^  in  public.     By  Government,  that,  I 

atfcemprmSael^se'ip  ^T^h^ 


pearance  at  Quarter  Sessions,  so  that  he 
would  have  been  able  to  obey  the  almost 
sacred  domestic  form  of  tie  which  was 
at  the  time  incumbent  upon  him.    But 
as  he  was  going  out  of  the  door  of  the 
Court  he  was  arrested  again  on  another 
charge,  and  brought  away  immediately 
to  a  distant  part  of  the  country,  his  wife 
being  in  the  very  crisis  of  her  illness, 
and  ner  life  seriously  threatened.     On 
this  second  charge  he  was  sentenced,  not 
to  three  months,  which  would  have  en- 
abled him  to  appeal,  but  to  one  month's 
imprisonment,    depriving    him  of   the 
power  of  appeal. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Which  had  been 
promised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  House. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
perfectly  aware  of  that  promise.  He  is 
perfectly  aware  that  in  the  debate  of  last 
year  he  was  charged  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me,(Sir  William  Uaroourt) 
with  breach  of  faith  in  regard  to  that  pro- 
mise, and  to  that  charge  of  breach  of 
faith  he  has  remained,  I  must  say,  very 
patiently  silent.  I  have  nothing  to  add 
on  that  subject  now ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  at  the  moment  when  this  gen- 
tleman, whose  wife  was  in  danger,  was 
naturally  anxious  to  repair  to  his  home, 
a  new  charge  was  brought  against  him, 
a  sentence  of  a  month  was  passed,  his 
right  of  appeal  was  taken  away,  and  he 
was  prevented,  not  only  from  preparing 
efence  in  the  first  case,  but  also 


airing  to  his  home,  whore  not 
in  Ireland  that  w>ii«KV^";TJr*  *"*  ^"*^g  I  will^^l^dty  and  pain,  but  actual  dan- 
lawful  L  Sffl  a^^^^^^^^  i;  that  the  sort  of 
believe  to  bTSeSll  i  ^^^\  ''^'''^  ^  ^^^  CoriRpf  the  Act  of  last  year 
Ireland  mider  C  fS?;^?''^''^  ^^^  Plea.  WhyS^  are  prepared  to 
the  Coen,ion  AcS^f  tt  ri^^C  gX  ^^f --    ^^  ^^T^^^  £iJh 

Has    it    succeeded    or  h^^ 

I  do  not  think  GentL^^  f:,/!l^?^    ^^  the  House  tha^fS!^^  "'^^^^ 


goUx^    tS 
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the  case  of  Alderman  Hooper.    He  was   ports  of  suppressed  branches,  but  for 


proceeded  against    and    sentenced  for 
publishing  reports  of  National  League 
branches    that  had    been  suppressed; 
although,  as  I  understand,  there  have 
been  plenty  of  these  reports  published 
within  the  cognizance  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  respect  to  which  those  who 
published  them  have  not  been  sentenced 
and  have  not  been  proceeded  against. 
Alderman  Hooper  was  sentenced  to  the 
term  of  one  month,  which  would  not 
allow  him  a  right  of  appeal ;    but  he 
was,  I  believe,  simultaneously  charged 
with  publishing  another  repozt.  Another 
sentence  of  one  month  was  pronounced 
ag^nst  him,  and  these  sentences,  though 
enmulative  as  regarded  him,  were  not 
cumulative  in  respect  of  the  right  of 
appeal.    Therefore,  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professes  to  give  an  appeal 
the  case  of  all  sentences  above  a 


lO 


m.onth,  by  this  clever  device  it  was  con- 
trived to  inflict  upon  Mr.  Hooper,  a 
ICember  of  this  House,  imprisonment 
fo7  two  months,  and  at  the  same  time 
to    deprive  him  of  his  right  of  appeal. 


selling  them— two  men  named  Mac- 
namara  in  Ennis,  a  man  named  Moroney 
in  Tralee,  Brosnan  and  Breen  in  Kil- 
larney,  and  another.  Four  of  the 
defendants  were  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  and  two  were 
discharged  upon  a  promise  not  to  offend 
again.  Hero  we  see  once  more  this 
method  of  interfering  with  private  free- 
dom by  arbitrary  restriction  governed 
by  no  law,  justified  by  no  usage,  de- 
vised by  the  spirit  of  Irish  adminis- 
tration, and  with  respect  to  which  I 
want  to  know  how  far  this  importa- 
tion into  the  law  and  jurisprudence 
of  the  country  is  to  bo  carried  under  the 
auspices  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
Well  now.  Sir,  I  want  to  know  from  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  he  is  to 
speak  to-night,  does  he  see  nobleness  In 
the  prosecution  of  these  men  ?  Does  he 
think  it  rational  to  prosecute  these  men  ? 
Does  he  think  it  right  to  require  of  the 
vendor  of  a  newspaper  that  he  should 
have  read  its  contents ;  that  he  should 
have  formed  a  judgment  of  its  contents ; 


And  there  again.  Sir,  I  say  I  am  sorry  i  that  he  should  have  made  up  his  mind 
to  utter  strong  words ;  and,  as  I  may  be  I  as  to  whether  the  proceedings  described 
tempted  to  do  so  out  of  this  House,  I    in  the  newspapers  were  legal  or  illegal  ? 


oe 


tempted 

will  speak  them  in  the  House.    I  have 
noheaitation  in  describing  this  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act,  not  only  as  a  clear 
evasion  of  the  spirit  of  the  law,  but  as 
an  iaoredible  meanness.  In  this  method 
of  af  sninisteriog  this  Crimes  Act,  that 
spirit     i<  displayed  which,  if  the  Irish 
people  had  m  them  but  a  hundre^^jr  im- 
part ol^  t^he  courage  and  heart  »n4'it  matter 
and  perseverance  that  they  hiu  should  be 
tor  sewexi  centuries,  could  ainister  of  the 
alienato   c^d  estrange  than  who  is  put  in 
who  a,tt^^l^  so  to  ga'orsooth !  we  are  to 
words  tbA^  I  ^ftve  thuid  a  shrinking  from 
to  use    ^gain.     I  deal  with  *  them.    But 
denrous   '^  ^iiviter  putting  him  in  prison, 
fifiAl^'  of  th  apology  of  the  right  hon. 
tpd  my      when  the  hon.  Member 
^JH~«fith£-Ea8t    Cork — admitting    the 
at^tt'^4ct  plea  of  the  naked  illegality  of 
*  ^^%jct  he  did — pointed  to  the  attend- 
I/ordJV^P^mQg^i^Qces  and  consequenoes  of 
f  failed  y^^^^^  ^^^  ,jg|j|.  j^^j^^  Gentleman,  in- 

^  ^  of  admitting  the  value  and  virtue 
7B '  ^^  Ase  pleas,  generalized  his  charge, 
jWd  it  was  the  habitual  practice  of 
VJf^'  ^f^^hers  to  do  these  things.  Why, 
f  of  '^^ijlg  to  ey  select  for  prosecution  this 
^  *"^v  tnatt-^r  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
boir^^^^^tti-   Cork  is  able  to  state,  with- 

^  *^*mS^ ^^  lOXXII.    [thibd  sebies.] 


Is  that  a  responsibility  which  he  thinks 
ought  to  be  imposed  upon  the  vendor  of 
a  newspaper  under  pain  of  being  con- 
demned to  one  or  two  months'  imprison- 

mentf -*->That  is  the  administration  of -7 
the'6es  not  exist;  it  is  a  wanting  to  set 
about  restoring  them.  This  is  not  the 
only  case  where  extra-legal  combination 
and  anti-legal  combination  have  been 
brought  into  existence  for  the  purpose 
of  mitigating  social  disorder.  You  will 
recollect  the  Swing  riots — sheer  offences 
against  the  law  in  England.  But 
those  offences  had  the  most  impor- 
tant and  powerful  effects  in  bringing 
about  wide,  sweeping,  essential  reforms 
of  the  law,  which  without  them  pro- 
bably never  would  have  been  got. 
We  know  what  lynch  law  is  in  America 
—completely  extra-legal— completely  in 
the  abstract  anti-legal,  a  sign  of  imper- 
fect organization — not  of  inveterate  mis- 
chief, but  of  imperfect  and  insufficient 
growth  of  the  social  organism.  And  a 
much  worse  and  more  remarkable  case, 
though  one  little  known,  perhaps,  to  most 
of  the  hon.  Members  in  this  House,  but 
well  known  to  those  who  know  the  history 
of  Italy,  is  the  Italian  Camorra— the 
underground  government  in  Italy.    I' 

2  0  \^8ev$nth  Night.'] 
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do  not  think  it  passed  throagh  the 
country,  but  in  the  Southern  part  of 
Italy  it  passed  through  the  whole  of 
society.  It  existed  side  by  side  with  the 
Oovemment;  it  overrode  the  Govern- 
ment, and  fulfilled  that  condition  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Bichard  Webster)  regards  as  so 
aatislactoryi  and  even  desirable — a  com- 
pletely secret  society.  These  are  all  of 
them  in  their  nature  evils ;  but  such  is 
the  condition  of  man  and  the  imper- 
fection of  his  institutions,  that  sometimes 
things  which  are  evils  in  themselves  are 
the  cure  or  mitigation  of  greater  evils. 
With  respect  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
what  is  to  be  shown — I  am  not  assum- 
ing any  conclusion — about  it  is  that 
without  the  Plan  of  Campaign  Ireland 
would  have  been  happier  and  more 
tranquil  than  it  is  at  the  present  moment. 
Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork — with  a  gallantry  that  did 
him  honour,  and  a  sincerity  of  convic- 
tion which  quickened  his  whole  speech, 
able  and  eloquent  as  it  was,  into  an  in- 
tense vitality — grappled  with  the  whole 
of  this  question  and  delivered  these  six 
propositions,  which,  so  far  as  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  concerned,  gave  to  the. 
Government  the  amplest  opportunity  of 
scrutiny  and  contradiction.  First,  he 
says  that  in  every  single  instance  at 
least  its  terms  have  been  granted. 
He  says  that  there  are  only  three  cases 
in  which  absolutely  no  settlement  has 
been  arrived  at.  He  says  that  when  the 
settlement  has  come  it  has  come  in  some 
cases  on  the  terms  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  in  some  cases  on  still  better 
terms  for  the  tenant.  He  says,  secondly, 
that  every  evicted  tenant  has  been  rein- 
stated. He  says,  thirdly,  that  every 
shilling  of  costs  has  been  borne  by  the 
landlords. 

Mh.  W.  O'BRIEN :  To  make  it  quite 
dear,  let  me  explain  that  these  three 
propositions  refer  only  to  cases  which 
have  been  actually  settled  up  to  the 
present  time. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  How  many  cases 
do  you  say  have  been  settled  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  can- 
not  tell. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  can  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  if  he  wishes  to  know. 
About  40  cases  have  been  settled. 


Mr.  W.  K  Gladstone 


I 


Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon. 
Member  said,  fourtbly~and  no  argu- 
ments or  facts  were  brought  against  this 
statement,  that  a  single  Campaign  estate 
is  sufficient  to  keep  the  peace  of  a  whole 
county — an  allegation  that  where  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  worked  the  peace 
of  the  coimty  is  best  preserved.    The 
Government  had  it  in  their  power  to 
contradict  that  statement  if  the  faots 
would  enable  them  to  do  so,  but  they 
did  not  offer  a  word  of  contradiction .    In 
the  fifth  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Ireland,  not  an  outrage  can  be  traced 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.    The  (Govern- 
ment have  not  offered  the  smallest  con- 
tradiction,  except,    indeed,    that    very 
small     contradiction    offered    by     the 
hon.    and    learned    Attorney  General, 
who  said  that  in  a  particular  instance, 
where   he    could    not    say    what     the 
cause  of  a  certain  crime  was,   he   in- 
ferred that  it  was  due  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.     That  is  the  sort  of  con- 
tradiction, and  the  only  contradiction 
offered  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
In  the  sixth  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said — ^and  this  has  not  been  contradicted 
at  all--that  whereas  we  now  appear  to 
know  that  there  are  40  cases  that  have 
been  settled  under  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign,  there  is  no  case  in  which  thie 
demands  made  under  that  Plan  have 
been  censured  as  rapacious  or  unreason- 
able  by  a  single  Land  Commission.     I 
am  not  arguing  at  this  moment  upon 
the  propriety  of  the  Plan  ;*  I  am  arguing 
upon  its  success— I  am  arguing  wiui  the 
Government  who  introduced  a  Bill  to 
put  it  down.      I  have  shown  that  in  re- 
spect to  these  allegations  directly  made 
there  is  hardly  the  smallest  shred  of 
contradiction     or     qualification    made 
against  any  one  of  them,  and  that  these 
allegations— taken  as  they  stand,  and 
without  a  contradiction — show  at  this 
moment  that,  notwithstanding  the  boasts 
of  the  Administration,  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign stands  in  Ireland  at  the  hour  we 
speak  entire,  successful,  and  triumphant. 
With  regard  to  the  National  League, 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman,    I    think, 
succeeded  in  showing  with  great  effort, 
by  elaborate  quotations  from  a  given 
newspaper,    that  there  was  one  sup- 
pressed branch  of  the  National  League 
out  of  the  whole  1,800  branches,  and 
out  of  the  300  that  had  been  suppressed, 
which,  in  respect  of  pecuniary  matters — » 
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and  I  yentore  to  suggest  that  it  is  a 
▼erj  considerable  test  of  the  whole — was 
in  a  sickly  condition.  I  am  not  dis- 
cussing the  character  of  the  League.  I 
said  last  year  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Goverameat  to  watch  it  closely  and 
jealously,  but  to  watch  it  legally.  I 
am  not  discussing  its  character;  I  am 
speaking  of  its  success.  But  how  does 
that  matter  stand  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  asserts  that  the  branches  have 
increased,  that  they  are  now  over  1,800 
in  number,  and  that  the  suppressed 
branches  are  flourishing  and  are  freely 
reported.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  said — 
''  Oh,  no  ;  we  are  driving  them  into 
secrecy."  If  you  were,  you  would  be 
doing  one  of  the  greatest  mischiefs. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  totally  forgot 
another  part  of  his  speech,  in  which  he 
said  that  in  the  week  ending  the  7th  of 
January,  1888,  there  were  in  four  news- 
papers alone  60  reports  of  meetings  of 
suppressed  branches.  He  brought  up 
an  article  from  one  newspaper  stimu- 
lating the  people  to  subscribe,  and  an- 
other article  stimulating  the  people  to 
attend.  He  does  not  seem  to  be  aware 
of  what  is  the  known  and  habitual  mode 
of  existence  of  religious  and  benevolent 
societies.  They  all  of  them  subsist 
upon  difficulties  and  debt,  and  by  con- 
tinual and  moving  representations  of 
their  deficits.  By  means  of  these  deficits 
and  representations  they  draw  forth 
these  constantly -increasing  subscrip- 
tions which  make  these  remarkable 
British  institutions  the  hope  of  this 
country.  No  doubt  the  branches  in  many 
cases  are  preaching  the  necessity  of  in- 
creased subscriptions,  and,  in  some  cases, 
they  feel  that  necessity;  but  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  NewcasUe- 
upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  showed 
last  night  that  for  the  first  fortnight  of 
February,  1885,  the  Irish  subscriptions 
were  £242,  and  that  they  had  increased 
regularly  from  February.  1885,  through 
the  intervening  years,  until  February, 
1888,  they  had  grown  to  the  compara- 
tively respectable  amount  of  £520.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary referred  to  the  weight  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork.  I  think 
if  he  weighs  the  National  League  now, 
since  it  has  been  under  his  proscription 
for  a  certain  time,  it  will  appear,  accord- 
uig  to  the  f^cts  before  us,  that  it  will 


weigh  considerably  heavier  than  before. 
There  is  this  one  other  important  point 
— that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
no  attempt — in  the  course  of  his  pro- 
perly protracted  speech — to  connect  the 
National  League  or  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign with  the  commission  of  crime  and 
outrage.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  did  make  the  attempt;  and 
what  was  the  narrow  basis  of  his 
attempt  ?  It  was  one  on  which  a  tight- 
rope dancer  might,  perhaps,  find  the 
means  of  standing,  but  on  which  no  man 
with  only  the  ordinary  powers  of  loco- 
motion could  hardly  avoid  a  tumble  and 
a  fall.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
got  hold  of  two  cases  of  crime— one  for 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  the  other  for 
the  National  League.  One  was  the  re- 
fusal of  a  dispensary  order !  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  equipped  with 
this  magni6cent  and  marvellous  appa- 
ratus, gravely  laid  the  foundation  on 
wliich  his  charge  against  those  institu- 
tions rests.  He  evolved  it  out  of  his 
own  inner  consciousness,  and  because  he 
could  not  see  the  cause  of  an  outrage, 
he  said  he  had  a  right  to  put  it  down  to 
those  institutions ;  and  that  there  might 
be  no  jealousy  between  them,  he  gave 
one  to  the  National  League  and  the 
other  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Let  me 
tell  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man what  course  was  open  to  him  and 
the  Government  if  they  intended  de- 
liberately and  seriously  to  show  a  con- 
nection between  crime  and  outrage  on 
tho  one  side,  and  those  considerable 
powers  which  they  are  labouring  to  put 
forth  on  the  other  side.  There  are  two 
courses  which  they  might  pursue.  If 
they  think  there  is  ground  for  their 
assertion,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men ought  to  have  searched  the  evidence 
given  in  all  the  numerous  prosecutions 
which  the  Government  has  instituted, 
and  shown  us  upon  the  testimony  of 
witnesses  and  the  declarations  of  judicial 
authority  that  there  is  a  connection  be- 
tween crime  and  the  National  League 
and  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Not  the 
smallest  attempt  have  they  made  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind ;  and  I  must  sup- 
pose, until  I  am  better  informed,  that 
the  reason  is  they  could  find  no  such  evi- 
dence in  existence.  I  g^ve  no  credit  to 
the  National  League — I  give  no  credit 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  for  the  absence 
of  such  evidence ;  because  to  encourage 
crime  on  the  part  of  either  of  those  in- 
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fititutions,  or  even  to  tolerate  orime  so  far 
as  they  are  concerned,  would  be  suicidal. 
That  is  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  pursued.  I  once  pur- 
sued it  myself  in  arguing  the  case  of 
that  unhappy  Bill  of  1881  —  un- 
happy as  to  the  nature  of  its  pro* 
visions,  adopted  for  meeting  what, 
nevertheless,  at  the  time  was  a  most 
threatening  evil.  I  argued  that  the  Land 
League  was  a  league  as  it  operated  then 
importing  danger  to  the  country,  and  I 
showed,  or,  at  any  rate,  elaborately 
tried  to  show,  by  following  the  forma- 
tion of  the  branches  of  the  League 
through  various  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
comparing  the  formation  of  those 
branches  with  the  figures  of  orime  in 
the  same  neighbourhoods;  and  I  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  wherever  you 
traced  the  steps  of  the  Land  League 
there  you  traced  the  increase  of  crime. 
Why  did  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  take  that  course? 
Why  did  he  not  say,  I  find  here  a 
county  where  the  National  League  is 
especially  strong,  and  I  find  there  that 
crime  abounds;  I  find  another  counfcy 
where  the  National  League  is  weak, 
and  there  I  find  that  crime  is  small  in 
amount;  I  find  another  county,  and  I 
apply  a  similar  process  in  regard  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  acting  as  he  always 
does,  with  the  greatest  acuteness  and 
ability  on  the  part  of  the  Gt)vernment, 
carefully  eschewed  those  methods  of 
proceeding,  because  he  knew  very  well 
that  any  attempt  of  the  sort  made  by 
them  would  only  result  in  utter  failure. 
I  think  that  the  evidence  before  us,  as 
far  as  it  goes,  and  it  goes  pretty  far, 
shows  that  as  regards  those  great  ob- 
jects which  the  Government  have  in 
view,  the  putting  down  of  the  National 
League  and  the  putting  down  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  their  efforts  have 
resulted  in  total  failure.  Whether  it  be 
through  the  Land  Act— by  its  beneficial 
but  imperfect  provisions — or  whether  it 
be  that  the  dawning  rays  of  hope  are 
the  beginning  of  a  knitting  of  the  hearts 
of  the  one  nation  to  the  other,  there  is  a 
diminution  of  crime,  suchasitis,  stiligrad- 
ually  taking  place— and  we  wish  it  were 
greater,  and  we  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  countty  upon  it,  and  we 
trust  that,  under  the  influence  of  benefi- 
cent and  benevolent  agencies,  crime 
may   continue   to   decrease.    Such    is 
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the  retrospect.  Well,  if  that  is  the 
retrospect,  what  is  the  prospect  be- 
fore us — what  is  to  come?  Will  the 
Government  ever  continue  to  deal 
with  signs  and  never  look  at  the  sub- 
stance— will  it  for  ever  deal  with  exter- 
nal symptoms,  and  never  search  out  the 
source  and  seat  of  the  malady ;  to  tear 
from  a  diseased  and  luxuriant  vegetation 
here  a  twig  and  there  a  leaf,  but  never 
to  ask  themselves  whether  the  proper 
course  is  not  to  bring  it  out  by  the 
roots  ?  There  are  many  things  said  by 
the  Government  in  debate,  but  there  is 
one  thing  that  they  and  their  supporters 
most  rarely  say — I  think,  indeed,  as  far 
as  my  own  recollection  and  experience 
are  concerned,  I  might  go  further  and 
assert  that  they  never  say.  We  never, 
I  think,  hear  them  express  a  confidence 
that  they  will  be  able  to  establish  a  per- 
manent resistance  to  the  policy  of  Home 
Eule.  I  am  glad  not  to  be  met  with  an 
adverse  challenge,  although,  no  doubt, 
the  kindness  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  listening  to  me  while  speaking  at,  I 
fear,  intolerable  length,  dictates  their 
silence.  What  I  would  say  to  them  is 
this.  If  this  be  a  question  of  time  at 
all,  then  it  is  most  important  to  consider 
what  is  the  right  time.  I  do  not  dis- 
guise from  myself  any  more  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nordi-East  Cork  does 
the  strength  of  the  combination  that  is 
opposed  to  us.  They  are  very  strong 
indeed.  They  have  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  wealth  of  the  country ;  they  hare 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  high  stations  of 
the  country;  they  have  most  of  the 
elements  of  social  strength  that  abound 
among  them  ;  they  have  with  these  all 
the  influence  w*hich  belongs  to  wealth, 
rank,  and  station  in  this  country,  which 
is  vast  in  its  amount,  and  which  I  most 
say  is  systematically  and  boldly,  but 
which  is,  in  most  instances,  deservedly 
possessed  in  connection  with  them. 
They  are  very  strong,  and  by  their 
strength  they  may  secure  delay.  But, 
Sir,  delay  on  a  subject  of  this  kind — a 
controversy  between  nations — is  no  ob- 
vious or  unmixed  good.  It  has  ita 
dangers  and  its  inconveniencies.  Tou 
are  happily  free  at  this  moment  from  the 
slightest  shadow  of  foreign  complica- 
tions. Tou  have  at  this  moment  the 
Constitutional  assent  of  Ireland,  pledgped 
to  you  in  the  most  solemn  form,  for  the 
efficacy  of  the  policy  which  I  am  con* 
sidering.    But  the  day  may  come  whea 
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your  condition  may  not  be  so  happy.    I 
do  not  expect,  any  more  than  I  desire, 
these  foreign  complications.     Still,  it  is 
not  wise  wholly  to  shut  them  out  of 
Tiew.    What  we  have  to  fear  is  rather 
this — ^that  if  resistance  to  the  national 
Yoice  of  Ireland  be  pushed  too  far,  those 
who  now  guide  the  mind  of  that  Nation 
may  gradually  lose  their  power  and  be 
supplanted  by  ruder  and  more  dangerous 
agencies  and  spirits,  and  that  these  very 
institutions — the  National  League  and 
the  Plan   of  Campaign — which  would 
Tanisb  into  thin  air  in  a  rational  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question,  may  drive 
such  deep  root  into  the  soil,  may  acquire 
such  a  mastery,  not  only  over  the  under- 
standing but  over  the  passions  of  the 
people— for  passion  in  all  these  cases 
will  always  be  let  loose,  and  cupidity  to 
urge  unjust  claims  will  always  march  in 
the  rear' of  just  and  fair  disposition  to 
urge  just  claims — these  institutions  may 
grow  to  a  dangerous  power  which  have 
been  themselves  in  the  first   instance 
the  offspring  of  bad  government,  that 
they  may  acquire  a  strength  that  will 
enable  them  hereafter  to  offer  the  most 
serious  hindrances  to  government  which 
is  good.  I  hope  that  there  will  be  deeper 
reflection  upon  these  matters.    In  the 
present  administration  of  Ireland  it  is 
quite  plain  that  you  are  endeavouring 
to  do— and  the  language  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury himself  in  his  speeches  shows  too 
clearly  the  intention — you  are   endea- 
vouring, in  substance,  to  do  what  has 
long  been  attempted,  but  under  circum- 
stances wholly  different.  For  700  years, 
with.  Ireland  practically  unrepresented, 
with  Ireland  prostrate,  with  the  forces 
of  this  great  and  powerful  Island  ab- 
solutely united — for  these  700  years  you 
have  tried  and  failed  to  do  that  which 
you  are  now  trying  to  do  with  Ireland 
fully  represented  in  your  Parliament — 
with  Ireland  herself  as  a  people  raised 
to  a  position  which  is  erect  and  strong, 
and  with  the  mind  of  England  so  divided 
that  if  you  look  to  the  elections  of  the 
last  12  months  the  majority  of  the  people 
have  voted  in  favour  of  the  concession 
of  her  desire  for  Home  Bule.    How  long 
is  this  to  continue  ?    I  would  venture  to 
ask    hon.   Qentlemen    opposite,   under 
ftuoh  circumstances  as  these,  and  with 
the  experience  which  you  have,  is  your 
persistence  in  this  system  of  administra- 
tion— I  will  not  say  just,  because  I  know 
that  you  contest — but  is  it  wise,  is  it 


politic,  is  it  hopeful,  is  it  Conservative  ? 
Or  will  you  now  at  length  bethink  your- 
selves to  change,  and  consent  to  ad- 
minister and  finally  to  legicJate  for 
Ireland  as  you  legislate  for  England 
and  Scotland,  in  conformity  with  the 
Constitutionally  expressed  wishes  and 
the  profound  and  permanent  convictions 
of  the  people,  and  will  you  thus  at  last 
consent  to  present  to  the  world  the 
blessed  spectacle,  of  a  truly,  and  not  a 
nominally,  united  Empire  ? 

Lord  HENEY  BEUCE  (Wilts, 
Chippenham)  said,  that  however  much 
they  might  differ  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  still  they  could 
not  help  on  that — the  Conservative — 
side  of  the  House,  if  not  on  the  other, 
admiring  his  great  oratorical  powers. 
He  (Lord  Henry  Bruce)  rather  thought, 
however,  after  seeicg  the  mote  in  the 
eye  of  his  brother,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  regardless  of  the  beam  in 
his  own.  .  Nothing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  see  could  divert  the 
attention  of  the  British  people  from  the 
fact  that  he  and  his  Party  had  prac- 
tically had  control  of  Irish  affairs  for 
the  last  20  years,  and  that  they  had  com- 
pletely failed  to  put  them  in  order.  He 
agreed  with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated — that  the  question  was 
a  most  dangerous  and  difficult  one  to 
handle.  Even  now  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  no  scheme  which  he  could 
submit  to  them,  and  which  he  could 
assure  them  would  be  certain  to  make 
the  Irish  people  satisfied.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  produce  such  a 
scheme,  the  ease  might  be  entirely  dif- 
ferent ;  but,  as  he  could  not,  it  was  too 
much  for  him  to  ask  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  to  follow  his  lead  blindly.  They 
had  been  overdosed,  as  regarded  this 
question  of  Ireland,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  and  not  only  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  acted  upon  the 
principle,  "The  King  wills  it,"  but  by 
his  son,  the  little  Crown  Prince.  They 
would  remember  the  words  of  Mr. 
Froude — that  the  Irish  difficulty  had 
arisen,  in  a  very  great  degree,  from  our 
good  nature,  and  that  a  more  peremp- 
tory and  less  scrupulous  people  would 
have  ended  it  long  ago.  They  should 
not  lose  sight  of  that  view,  although  it 
was  their  wish,  in  every  sense  of  the 
word,  to  rule  Ireland  in  a  Coustitutiuual 
manner.    While  they  did  that,  however, 
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it  was  necessary  to  protect  those  who 
were  under  the  despotism  of  the  Na- 
tional League — under  what  was  called 
the  unwritten  law.  They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  lately  about  the  policy  of  the 
union  of  hearts ;  and  this  was  the  sort 
of  thing  they  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
speaking  at  Dover,  on  Boxing  Day.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  said — 

"  Orangemen  have  been  for  three  generationa 
the  g^reatest  plague  in  Ireland,  and  the  soarce 
of  its  greatest  mischief." 

Was  that  the  sort  of  language  calcu- 
lated to  bring  about  the  union  of 
hearts  ?  Not  so ;  and  he  (Lord  Henry 
Bruce)  thought  he  might  say,  with 
Shakespeare — "The  lady  doth  protest 
too  much,  methinks.''  No  one  would 
contend  that  the  Orangemen  had  not 
faults;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  were  the  thriving  section  of 
the  community.  The  House  should  not 
forget  that  in  Belfast  the  population  had 
increased,  during  the  past  50  years, 
from  70,000  to  240,000.  They  had 
been  informed  in  this  House  that  the 
movement  g^ing  on  at  the  present 
moment  in  Ireland  was  a  Constitu- 
tional one  ;  but  what  was  the  keystone 
of  the  policy  of*  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  and  the  Gladstonian  Party? 
Why,  it  was  this.  Speaking  at  the 
Chicago  Convention,  m  1886,  these 
words  were  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Wexford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Eed- 
mond) — 

"I  assert  here  to-day  that  the  government  of 
Ireland  hy  England  is  an  impossibility,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  our  duty  to  make  it  so.'* 

It  was  evident  from  this  that  national 
independence  was  what  was  held  out ; 
and  it  was  asked  that  this  and  similar 
language  should  be  satisfactorily  ''  ex- 
plained away "  before  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  assented  to  any  proposal 
for  the  ostension  of  local  self-govem- 
ment  in  Ireland.  He  remembered  that 
a  great  admirer  of  G-aribaldi's,  when  the 
Oeneral  came  over  to  England,  advised 
him  to  get  married.  The  only  objection 
to  that  course  was  that  General  Gari- 
baldi was  already  married.  "Oh,  no 
matter  about  that,"  said  the  gentleman, 
"  we  will  get  Mr.  Gladstone  to  explain 
it  away."  No  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
would  be  able  to  explain  away  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wexford 
which  he  had  quoted.    But  these  words 

Lord  Jffmry  B^uee 


did  not  stand  alone.  They  had  the  fol- 
lowing account  of  the  return  home  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
(Mr,  W.  O'Brien)  in  the  newspapers  of 
the  day : — 

'*  Mr.  William  O'Brien  left  New  York  for 
Queenstown  yesterday  in  the  steamer  Adriaiie. 
He  takes  with  him  25,000  dels,  for  the  Pamell 
Fund." 

The  Daily  Netcs  correspondent  says  that 
at  the  dose  of  the  farewell  banquet  to 
Mr.  O'Brien  on  Tuesday  night  Mr. 
O'Brien  found  the  69th  Militia  Begi- 
ment,  known  as  the  Irish  Regiment, 
waiting  outside  the  hotel,  with  a  band 
of  music,  to  escort  him  to  the  steamer. 
A  large  crowd  of  people  had  gathered 
in  the  square,  and  he  stepped  upon  the 
balcony  of  the  hotel  and  made  a  brief 
speech,  saying — 

•<  <  Men  of  New  York,  I  am  setting  out  to- 
night to  the  old  land,  and  I  am  more  than 
glad  before  I  go  to  have  this  opportanity  of 
thanking  the  working  men  of  New  York  for 
such  a  glorious  demonstration.  I  know  yoa 
have  it  in  your  hearts  that  it  is  for  Ireland,  I 
know  of  no  higher  honour  than  to  be  surrounded 
by  the  Irish  hearts  and  the  Irish  bayonets  of 
the  gallant  69th  Regiment.  Only  one  greater 
pleasure  could  be  given  to  me,  and  that  would 
be  to  be  with  them  on  the  Irish  hillside  with 
their  bayonets  flashing  and  the  green  flag  float- 
ing over  them,  and  their  gallant  Colonel  to  lead 
them.*  This  speech  excited  uproarious  cheer- 
ing. Mr,  O'Brien  was  escorted  to  his  cazriage 
at  the  head  of  the  regiment,  and  passed  down 
Broadway  to  the  White  Star  Pier,  where  he 
went  on  Doard  amid  renewed  cheering/' 

They  had  the  evidence  of  the  spirit  of 
the  Irish  Leaders  and  their  reverence  for 
the  Oonstitution  and  the  law  of  the 
country  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Ennis* 
corthy  Guardians,  because  on  December 
the  11th,  1886,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wexford  had  said — 

"  Home  Rule  was  defeated  at  the  last  Election 
of  Great  Britain,  and  I  say  advisedly  that  if, 
in  the  face  of  that  defeat,  the  Tories  had  been 
able  to  rule  Ireland  with  the  ordinary  law,  the 
result  would  have  been  in  England  and  Scot- 
land to  throw  back  our  cause  for  a  generation. 
We  have  been  able  to  force  the  Gk>vemment  to 
give  up  t^e  ordinary  law." 

This  was  a  most  barefaced  admission. 
For  hon.  G-entlemen  now  turn  round 
and  upbraid  the  Government  for  what 
they,  out  of  their  own  mouthsi  admit 
they  compelled  them  to  do.  How 
haa  the  Home  Bule  Members  been 
able  to  defeat  the  ordinaxr  law  ?  Why, 
simply  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and 
the  system  of  Boycotting.  The  shame- 
ful and  horrible  results  of  the  system  of 
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Boycotting  practised  in  Ireland  was 
shown  by  tho  proceedings  of  the  Wood- 
ford branch  of  the  National  League  and 
in  the  case  of  "  Blunt  r.  Byrne/'  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Murphy  had  said — 
'<  There  are  23  families,  comprising  92 
persons,  Boycotted  in  my  district."  The 
Lord  Chief  Baron  had  asked— '*  What 
do  you  mean  exactly  by  being  Boy- 
cotted?" and  the  witness  went  on  to 
recount  several  outrages.  He  said,  for 
instance,  that  on  the  7th  of  October, 
1887,  the  hair  was  cut  off  the  mane  and 
tail  of  a  mare,  the  property  of  a  Boy- 
cotted man  named  Began,  and  the  fol- 
lowing questions  were  asked  in  the 
course  of  the  case : — 

"  Mr.  Atkinson :  Mr.  Murphy,  were  yon 
Boycotted  yonrBelf  P— Yes ;  yery  closely  indeed. 

•<  When  did  it  cease  F— In  April,  1887. 

"  Were  yon  severely  Boycotted  ?—  I  could  not 
he  more  seyerely  Boycotted. 

"  To  what  extent  were  you  Boycotted  P — ^To 
the  extent  of  near  depnnng  me  of  every- 
thing they  could  depriye  me  of. 

"Were  you  able  to  obtain  food  for  your 
family  and  your  children  P — Not  always.  I 
will  ffive  one  instance.  I  saw  my  child  crying 
one  day  for  bread,  and  could  not  get  it. 

**  For  how  long  could  you  not  get  it  P— For 
a  couple  of  hours;  it  could  not  be  obtained 
until  night. 

*<  Did  you  try  to  get  it  P— I  did  not,  but  my 
senrant  did,  and  she  was  refused. 

*'  How  did  you  get  it  at  last  P — ^When  night 
came  on  the  breiul  was  got  through  a  poor 
simpleton  who  would  not  be  suspected.  I  could 
get  very  little  meat,  and  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  procuring  milk;  one  of  my  own 
men  had  to  bring  milk  in  to  me  from  his  station 
seyeral  miles  off  in  the  despatch  case.  Sooner 
than  see  my  child  fasting,  I  had  to  put  my 
horse  myselz  into  the  trap  numbers  of  times 
and  drive  several  miles  to  Boycotted  persons 
to  get  milk  from  them.  I  could  have  fought  it 
out  myself,  but  my  wife  and  ohild  could  not.*' 

The  reroltiDg  system  demonstrated  in 
that  report  was  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  described  in  the  mild  language 
of  '*  exclusive  dealing."  All  this  was 
exactly  what  the  Government  meant  to 
stamp  out— it  was  the  work  of  the 
National  League.  That  League  had 
been  declared  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  to  be  the  apostolic  successor 
of  the  Land  League,  of  which  he  had 
said  that  crime  dogged  its  footsteps.  In 
view  of  the  crime  which,  there  could  be 
no  reasonable  doubt,  would  not  have 
been  perpetrated  but  for  the  League,  he 
believed  that  the  country  would  stand 
by  the  Government  in  putting  down  the 
Lefiigue*  This  disturbed  district  had 
been   die  scene  of  the  most  horrible 


murders.  County  Inspector  O'Brien  had 
said — 

"He  knew  Woodford,  Loughrea,  and  the 
surrounding  district,  in  whidi,  within  13 
months,  he  had  seen  the  bodies  of  eight 
murdered  men." 

The  vast  majority  of  these  murders  was 
due  to  the  League,  and  he  would  ask 
how  long  was  this  oar  of  the  National 
League  Juggernaut  to  devastate  the 
land  ?  Boycotting,  or  ''  exclusive  deal- 
ing," as  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
fond  of  calling  it,  was  not  only  practised 
against  ordinary  citizens,  but  actually 
against  the  priests ;  for  in  the  case  of 
Oanon  Walsh,  P.P.,  of  Bothmore,  Boy« 
ootting  was  practised  until  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman became  a  member  of  the  National 
League,  measures  being  taken  to  prevent 
him  from  getting  his  fees.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  complained  that  public  discus- 
sion had  been  stopped  in  Ireland,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  said  at  Dorer— 

"You  find,  gentlemen,  that  the  Press  is 
prosecuted  and  restrained,  and  you  find  that 
public  discussion  is  stopped." 

But  it  was  evident  that  very  little  re- 
liance was  to  be  placed  on  those  words, 
for  any  one  who  took  the  trouble  to  read 
United  Ireland  for  the  3 1  st  of  December, 
1887— the  paper  edited  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)— would  find  these  words — 

"Mr.  Balfour  has  finished  tearing  the  cas- 
sock off  Father  Matthew  Ryan  and  making  him 
wear  the  prison  garb.  We  knew  he  would,  Uie 
lily-livered  cowiud." 

It  was  plain  that  public  discussion  had 
not  been  stopped  when  United  Ireland 
every  week  contained  the  most  scurriloust 
abuse  of  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  asked  at  Dover,  '^  Are  you  satis- 
fied with  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland  ?  " 
Well,  he  (Lord  Henry  Bruce)  did  not 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way were  very  well  satisfied  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  once  in  power. 
In  a  manifesto  signed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  theSootlandDi vision 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.T.P.  O'0onnor),during 
the  Election  of  1885,  the  following  words 
were  used — 

"The  Liberal  Party  practised  a  system  of 
Coercion  more  brutal  than  any  previous  Ad- 
ministration, Liberal  or  Tory;  1,230  were 
imprisoned  without  trial  ;  ladies  were  con- 
victed under  an  obsolete  Act  against  the  de- 
graded of  their  sex.*' 

He  asked  if  this  was  true  ?  Hon.  Gentle- 
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men  did  not  reply;  they  knew  better 
than  to  open  their  mouths.  There  were 
such  things  as  political  memories,  and  if 
the  words  he  had  quoted  were  not  true 
it  was  infamous  for  anyone  to  have 
written  them.  These  words  were  not 
spoken  in  a  speech,  but  they  appeared 
in  a  manifesto  signed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Diyision  of  Liver- 
pool. In  addition  it  was  said — ''The 
Tories  for  five  years  gave  us  some 
little  freedom."  What  was  that  free- 
dom ?  and  how  was  it  requited  ? 
The  Flan  of  Campaign  ?  Hon.  (Gentle- 
men sitting  below  the  Gangway  were 
greatly  in  the  habit  of  saying  they  were 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  (Lord  Henry 
Bruce)  denied  that  they  represented  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  denied  that  they 
were  the  people  of  Ireland  in  any  shape 
or  form,  and  upon  that  point  he  could 
give  them  a  far  better  authority  than 
himself.  The  right  hon.  Qentlemanthe 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  at  the 
close  of  1881 — ''Our  opponents  are  not 
the  people  of  Ireland.  We  are  endea- 
vouring to  relieve  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  a  tyrannical  yoke.''  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party  tried  to 
do  in  1881  the  present  Government  were 
trying  to  do  in  1888.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  once  say?  He  said — 
'*If  you  want  to  get  at  the  truth  you 
must  never  forget  that  there  are  two 
Irelands."  It  could  never  be  expected 
that  a  National  League  Parliament 
would  be  allowed  to  be  propped  up 
by  British  bayonets.  There  could 
be  no  question  that  in  the  end 
the  Loyalists  of  Ireland  must  be  tri- 
umphant. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  had  asked  how  long 
would  England  tolerate  the  present  state 
of  things?  It  was  not  a  question  only  of 
how  long  England  would  tolerate  it,  but 
how  long  Ireland  would  tolerate  it.  It 
was  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
decide.  The  present  state  of  affairs 
might  continue  as  long  as  this  Parlia- 
ment lasted,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
his  friends  might  eventually  get  into 
power ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
before  they  could  complete  their  Home 
Bule  policy  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  them  to  subjugate  the 
Loyalists  of  Ireland. 

Lord  Henry  Brues 


Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  said,  that  see- 
ing, as  he  did,  so  many  Members  anxions 
to  take  part  in  the  debate,  and  bearing 
in  mind  the  g^eat  speeches  they  had 
listened  to  last  night  and  to-night,  and 
especially  having  the  marvellous  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) still  ringing  in  our  ears,  it  was 
not  without  hesitation  that  he  intervened 
in  the  debate.  But  there  were  one  or 
two  points  which,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  he  desired  to  bring  for- 
ward. He  had  listened  with  a  good 
deal  of  attention  to  the  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered,  and  he  reg^tted 
that  some  of  those  speeches,  though 
marked  with  great  ability — take  that, 
for  instance,  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)— 
were  characterized  by  offensive  insinua- 
tions, by  attacks  and  personalities  which, 
though  they  might  enliven  their  pro- 
ceedings, did  not  tend  to  raise  the  tone 
of  the  debates,  conduce  to  good  feel- 
ing, or  help  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Chippenham  Division  of  Wiltshire  (Lord 
Henry  Bruce)  had  to  some  extent  spoken 
in  the  same  spirit,  but  he  must  compli- 
ment the  noble  Lord  on  having  made  a 
new  accusation  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, a  feat  which  he  had  thought  would 
be  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible.  The 
noble  Lord  accused  these  Members 
of  being  dumb.  Now  the  Amendment 
before  the  House  referred  to  the  Act  of 
last  year,  and  that  Act  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  very  harsh  and  a  very  unjust 
one.  It  had  been  said  by  Members  of  the 
Gt>vernment  that  the  Act  did  not  create 
any  new  crime,  but  to  his  mind  that 
statement  amounted  almost  to  a  quibble. 
It  was  true  that  aptions  that  were  quite 
legal  last  Session  were  now  illegal, 
and  it  was  true  that  the  Goremment — 
the  Party  opposite — who  prided  them- 
selves on  equality,  had  made  criminal 
in  Ireland  what  was  not  criminal  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel.  The  complaint, 
however,  that  he  had  to  make  against 
the  Government  was  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  the  law.  The  present 
system  was  a  very  bad  one;  it  was 
admittedly  bad.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,    in    an   earlier    part    of  the 
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Session,  pointed  out  that  some  portions 
of  the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Lav,  and  those  the  most  delicate  and 
difficult  portions,   which  required  the 
most  careful  handling,  were  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  Judges  and  juries  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  men  of  an  inferior 
stamp— in  the  hands  of  men  who  owed 
their    appointments,    who    owed   their 
retention  in  office  and  their  promotion 
to  the  Executive  Government.      How 
did    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)   meet  that  accusation  ?      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  master  of 
dialectics,  and  he  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,   or  his  Government,  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  appointment  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  men  in  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  to-night  denied 
the  accuracy  of  that  statement,  and  had 
pointed    out  that   if    it    was    true  it 
was    irrelevant,    because   it    was    the 
system  that  was  being  criticized.    There 
was    no    attack    being    made    on    the 
Government,  but  on  the  system  which 
enabled   the  Executive    to   have  com- 
plete control    over  those   whose    duty 
it    was  to  administer  the    law.      The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney   General  (Sir  Bichard    Webster), 
speaking  last  night,  said  it  was  the  duty 
of  the   Executive  to  enforce   the  law. 
He  (Mr.  Burt)  entirely  agreed  with  that 
proposition,    but    it   might    be    other 
people's   duty  to  defy  the  law  if  that 
law  was  unjust,  and  of  course  they  must 
take  the  consequences  of  that  defiance 
of  the  law.    A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  Boycotting.     He  did  not  mean  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  system.     He 
himself  had  never  advocated  Boycotting, 
directly  or  indirectly.    When   he   had 
had  to  deal  with  large  bodies  of  men 
he  had  advised  them  to  obey  the  law 
even  when  he  knew  the  law  to  be  un- 
just.   But  he  was  addressing  men  who 
could    by    reasonable    agitation    have 
bad  laws  amended.     If  ne  had  been 
addressing    constituents    whose  recog- 
nized  and  duly  appointed  Bopresenta- 
tives  were  overridden  and  overwhelmed 
by  superior  numbers,  he  would  not  say 
that  his   advice  would  have  been   the 
same.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had  said  that  Boycotting  cor* 
responded  with  picketing  as  practised 


by  Trades  Unions.  He  (Mr.  Burt) 
would  not  then  tliscuss  the  question  of 
picketing,  but  he  did  think  that  the 
history  of  Trades  Unions  ought  to  havo 
taught  some  lessons  to  Members  of  both 
political  Parties.  Trade  Unions  until 
1825  were  illegal.  The  laws  were 
afterwards  considerably  modified.  But 
even  then  they  were  still  inequitable, 
for  a  breach  of  contract  on  the  part  of 
the  workman  was  a  criminal  offence, 
while  on  the  part  of  the  employer  it 
was  only  a  civil  offence.  In  1 875  that  law 
was  altered.  [C!^*^*.]  Yes,  hon.  Gentle* 
men  cheered  that.  He  had  never  de- 
nied the  merits  of  the  Conservative 
Government  at  that  time  in  altering  the 
law,  but  it  must  be  remembered  they 
had  the  help  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
making  the  modifications.  If  he  mistook 
not,  the  Conservatives  found  in  the  pigeon 
holes  of  the  Government,  Bills  dealing 
with  Trades  Unions  ready  prepared  by 
their  Predecessors.  But  he  did  not  wish 
to  deal  with  the  question  merely  as  a 
Party  one.  What  he  wanted  to  point 
out  to  the  House  was  that  the  Trades 
Union  laws  were  considerablv  modi- 
fied,  and  that  under  the  Conspiracy  and 
Protection  of  Property  Act  of  1875 
picketing  was  allowed.  The  offences 
were  strictly  defined;  the  administra- 
tion  of  the  law  was  very  much  altered, 
and  magistrates  and  others  who  ad- 
ministered justice  could  fine  instead 
of  imprisoning.  The  accused  could 
demand  trial  by  jury,  and  there  was  in 
every  case  the  right  of  appeal — a  right 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  promised  last  year  to 
embody  in  the  existing  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act  relating  to  Ireland; 
but  which  promise  he  had  not  fulfilled. 
What  he  wanted  to  emphasize  was,  that 
so  long  as  Trades  Unions  were  illegal, 
so  long  as  there  was  any  inequality 
between  employer  and  labourer,  there 
was  lawlessness,  there  was  illegality, 
and  there  was  violence  on  the  part  of 
the  working  people.  But  precisely  as 
Parliament  legalized  the  trades'  societies 
and  put  employer  and  workmen  on  equal 
terms,  the  workmen  became  in  the 
same  degree  not  only  law-abiding,  but, 
what  was  much  better,  law-respecting. 
Now,  during  the  discussions  relating  to 
Trades  Unions  in  1875,  some  very  im- 
portant sentiments  were  uttered.  The 
noble  Lord — Lord  Cross — who  was  now 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  but  who 
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then  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  carried  the  Bill  through 
the  House  not  only  with  {preat  ability, 
but  also  with  very  great  fairness.  He 
well  remembered  one  remark  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  it  was tobe found  in  Han- 
Mr  d^  June  10,  1876.    Lord  Gross  said — 

"  If  no  crime  has  been  oommitted,  do  not 
Bend  a  man  to  prison.  Keep  up  the  broad  dis- 
tinction in  the  minds  of  the  public  that  gaols 
are  for  criminals,  and  maintain  also  the  belief 
that  if  a  man  becomes  criminal  he  shall  go  to 
gaol,  but  that  you  will  not  fill  your  prisons 
with  persons  who  hare  not  committed  a 
crime. ' 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  been  in  his 
place,  he  (Mr.  Burt)  should  have  com- 
mended uiat  declaration  to  his  notice. 
He  did  not,  however,  complain  of  the 
sentiments  uttered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  complained  of  his 
non-fulfilment  of  the  promises  he  had 
made.  He  found  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  something  very 
similar,  though,  perhaps,  it  was  a  little 
more  artistically  put.  Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

<*I  desire  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  two 
countries  should  be  treated  precisely  and 
exactly  alike.  What  we  want  is  that  every 
man  who  does  not  belong  to  the  criminal 
classes  shall  haye  tiie  same  right  in  England 
and  in  Ireland  of  having  his  property  protected 
and  his  liberty  preserved,  and  we  regard  that 
equality  as  the  necessary  foundation  of  every 
other  good  this  House  may  give  to  Ireland.^' 
April  18th,  1887. 

How  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
carried  out  that  doctrine  ?  They  heard 
a  great  deal  in  these  debates  about 
privileges.  He  (Mr.  Burt)  did  not  be- 
lieve in  privileges.  He  did  not  believe 
in  protection,  nor  in  monopolies.  He 
wanted  fair  play.  He  did  not  think  that 
Members  of  Parliament,  if  they  committed 
a  criminal  oflence,  should  be  less  severely 
treated  than  other  people ;  indeed,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  a  little  more 
severely  treated;  but  he  denied  the 
criminality  of  a  great  number  of  the 

feople  who  had  been  sent  to  gaol  in 
reland.  Now,  how  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  carried  out  the  doctrine  of 
equality  with  regard,  for  instance,  to 
newspapers  ?  He  (Mr.  Burt)  listened 
very  attentively  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  to-night.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  the  case  of  ITie  Cork 
Examiner,  and  he  (Mr.  Burt)  was  rather 
anxious  to  hear  why  in  that  case  he  sent 
to  gaol  the  foreman  printer— a  man  who 

Ur.  Burt 


admittedly  had  no  control  whatever  over 
what  appeared  in  the  newspaper ;  while 
in  the  case  of  Tlt$  Nation  and  United  Ire^ 
land  he  sent  the  editors  to  gaol?    Why 
was  this  distinction  made  ?    Why,  too, 
had  a  distinction  been  made  between 
English  and  Irish  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
quoted  statements  which  had  been  made 
by  certain  English  Members  while  visit- 
ing Ireland  during  the  Becess  ?    Some 
of  those  statements  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Burt)  very  extravagant,  if  not  illegal. 
Personally,  he  would  not  like  to  have 
been  responsible  for  them;  they  were, 
however,  uttered  openly,  and  the  ques- 
tion he  asked  was  why  had  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  up  to  the  present  time 
put  an  English  Member  in  prison  ?  He 
spoke   very  disinterestedly  upon    this 
point,  because  he  was  not  himself  a  can- 
didate for  an  Irish  prison.     Why  did  he 
send  Mr.  Blunt  to  gaol  ?  and  why  did 
he  not  send  to  prison  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for   Oentral 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  ?      These 
were  some  of  the  points  which  showed 
that  there  had  not  been  all  the  equality 
and  fairness  that  had  been  promised, 
and  on  which  the  Government  plumed 
themselves.     Some  of  the  cases  of  boys 
sent  to  prison  for  hooting  and  for  cheer- 
ing and  so  on  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
discredit,   if  not   to   the  Government, 
certainly  to  the  administrators  of  thd 
law    in    Ireland.     He  entirely  disap- 
proved   of   the  personal   attacks   that 
had  been  made  upon  the  right  hon.  Gerf- 
tleman  the  Ohief  Secretary,  and  upon 
other  Irish  Secretaries.    It  seemed  -to 
him,  if  he  was  in  a  position  to  give  an 
impartial  opinion,  that  of  late  years  at 
any  rate,  whatever  might  have  been  t^i 
case    in    the    past,  Governments    h^d 
selected  their  best  men  for  fhe  Ofii«.^  of 
Chief  Secretary  ;  and  if  one  thing  more 
than  another  tended  to   convince  him 
of  the  rottenness  of  the  existing  system, 
it  was  the  fact  that  with  the  best  of  men 
the  system  had  completely  broken  down. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Government  were  under  certain  delu- 
sions.     They  were,  for  instance,  under 
the  colossal  delusion    that  they    were 
dealing  with  a  handful  of  conspirators, 
while  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  were  face 
to  face  with  a  brave  and  united  nation. 
Another  delusion  was  of  a  more  personal 
kind — ^perhaps  it  was  an  amiable  one. 
Xhey  thought    themselves  Btatesmen, 


789        Jfafssty't  MoBt 


{FxBRTTARY  17|  1888}  Oract'ouM  Speech.  790 


while  in  point  of  fact  they  were  only 
iobogganists.  He  would  hesitate  to 
use  Uiat  expreaaion  if  he  had  not  high 
authority  for  it.  The  Prime  Minister 
himself  said  that  they  were  on  a  to- 
boggan. He  (Mr.  Burt)  did  not  blame 
them  for  sliding ;  they  must  slide  until 
they  got  to  the  bottom  or  were  capsized. 
He  condemned  them  for  having  de- 
liberately and  with  their  eyes  open  gone 
on  to  the  slide.  Now  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Parnell),  in  the  calm, 
dear,  and  statesmanlike  speech  with 
which  he  opened  this  debate,  made  one 
remark  which  he  (Mr.  Burt)  was  glad  to 
hear,  and  it  was  that  henceforth  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  were 
trusting  to  the  English  Paniament  and 
to  the  English  people  for  the  redress 
of  their  grievances.  In  the  eloquent, 
powerful,  impressive,  and  he  would 
add  the  magnanimous  speech  which  was 
delivered  to-night  by  the  hon.  Oen tie- 
man  the  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  did  not  blame  the  masses  of  the 
English  people  for  the  policy  which  had 
been  pursued  in  Ireland.  No ;  they  were 
not  responsible  for  it;  they  were  not 
responsible  for  the  past,  because  they 
were  without  political  power ;  but  they 
would  be  responsible  for  the  future.  They 
would  bo  responsible  if  the  future  was 
not  made,  as  he  believed  it  would  be, 
very  different  to  the  past.  The  union 
of  hearts  had  been  sueered  at  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Ohippen- 
Lam  Division  of  Wiltshire,  who  had  just 
t^pokeu,  but  it  was  nevertheless  a  reaUty. 
The  old  feeling  of  antagonism  and  hosti- 
lity was  fast  dying  out,  and  was  giving 
place  to  trust,  to  confidence,  and  to  good- 
\-'ill,  and  it  waste  this  confidence,  to  this 
tiist,  to  this  good- will,  and  to  the  deter- 
miL^tion  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country  to  carry  out 
logically  and  fearlessly  the  principles  of 
representative  Government  to  their  com- 
plete issue ;  it  was  to  these  and  not  to 
fleets  and  to  armies  that  they  must  look 
for  the  bringing  about  of  a  lasting  and 
more  perfect  union  between  the  two 
countries. 

Mr.  J.  B.  REDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.)  said,  he  never  rose  to  address  the 
House  with  a  more  deep  sense  of  the 
difficulty  before  him  than  he  did  on  the 
present  occasion.  After  the  speech 
which  was  delivered  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 


Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  it  was  a  difficult  task  for 
any  man  to  speak,  and  it  was  especially 
a  difficult  task  for  an  Irishman  to  do  so. 
They  had  little  that  they  could  offer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  return  for 
all  he  had  sacrificed  and  all  he  had 
risked  and  all  he  had'  done  for  them  ; 
but  this  much,  at  aDy  rate,  they  had  it 
in  their  power  to  do,  and  that  was  to  be 
grateful  to  him  for  what  he  had  done 
and  for  what  he  had  said.  He  (Mr. 
Bedmond)  might  be  allowed  to  say — 
and  he  was  sure  he  spoke  the  senti- 
ments of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  when  he  said  it— that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-night  would 
enshrine  him  in  the  grateful  memory  of 
the  Irish  race  so  long  as  history  re- 
mained. Another  difficulty  he  felt  in 
speaking  to-night  on  that  debate  was 
this,  that  the  case  which  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  presented  in  condemnation  of 
the  Government's  action  had  been  so 
overwhelming  and  so  unsh&ken  that  he 
really  did  not  know  in  what  direction 
he  had  better  turn  in  an  effort  to 
strengthen  that  case.  The  object  for 
which  the  Orimes  Act,  as  it  was  called, 
was  passed,  was,  he  thought,  perfectly 
well  understood  in  this  House.  Its 
primary  object  avowedly  was  to  suppress 
the  National  League.  Did  anyone  doubt 
that  statement?  Would  anyone  con- 
tradict it  after  the  speech  they  had  had 
a  few  minutes  ago  from  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Henry  Bruce)  who,  speaking  as 
a  Member  of  the  Oonservative  Party, 
gave  expression  to  such  sentiments  that 
he  (Mr.  Bedmond)  claimed  that  he 
ougnt  to  TOte  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment— he  ought  to  vote  in  favotir  of.  an 
Amendment  which  accused  the  Govern- 
ment of  administering  the  new  law  in  a 
partial  and  ineffective  manner.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  in  his  speech  that 
not  until  the  administration  of  the  Act 
was  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion-— 
namely,  tho  total  suppression  of  the 
National  League— it  should  not  be  said 
to  have  fulfilled  its  purpose.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Oolonel  Saunderson) 
last  Session  just  summarized  the  objects 
of  the  Grimes  Act.    He  said — 

"  It  18  a  stand-up  fight  between  the  Farlia* 
ment  of  England  and  the  National  League—* 
either  you  must  give  up  Ireland  to  the  Na- 
tional League,  or  you  must  put  the  National 
League  down.    I  desire  to  see  the  National 
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League  snppressed,  and  I  believe  I  shall  sec  it 
suppressed/' 

Had  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
seen  the  National  League  suppressed  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  asserted 
that  the  National  League  to-day  was 
more  powerful  'and  more  wide-spread 
than  it  was  before  the  passing  of  the 
Grimes  Act;  and  how  had  that  state- 
ment been  oontradicted  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  undertook  that 
night  to  answer  that  assertion;  and 
how  did  he  do  it?  He  first  of  all 
selected  a  speech  made  by  a  clergyman 
in  the  oounty  of  Wexford  with  referenoe 
to  a  district  in  which  the  Lesigue  was 
not  suppressed,  but  he  made  no  refer- 
enoe whatever  to  a  district  in  that 
oounty  where  the  League  was  sup- 
pressed; and  he  (Mr.  Kedmond)  ven- 
tured to  say  to  the  right  hon.  •Gentle- 
man, on  behalf  of  the  rev.  gentleman 
whom  he  quoted,  that  in  order  to  make 
the  League  more  successful  in  the  dis- 
trict where  he  boasted  that  it  was  not 
very  powerful,  all  that  was  needed  was 
that  that  district  should  be  included  in 
the  suppressing  order,  because  ad- 
mittedly, in  the  only  other  portion  of 
the  county  of  Wexford  whore  the  Na- 
tional League  had  been  suppressed  by 
order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the 
League  was  more  wide-spread  and  wide- 
spreading  than  it  was  some  months  ago. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  National  League 
as  an  organization  had  not  been  touched. 
It  was  to-day  the  centre  of  political  life 
in  Lreland.  Its  central  office  in  Dublin 
still  directed  the  political  life  of  the 
whole  of  the  country,  and  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  interfere  with  the 
League  as  an  organization,  or  with  its 
central  power.  There  were,  at  the  date  of 
the  passage  of  the  Act,  1 ,800  branches  of 
the  National  League ;  and  that  number, 
since  the  Act  came  into  operation,  had 
been  considerably  inoreasea.  The  House 
would  have  taken  note  of  the  figures 
which  were  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
iipon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  last  night 
showing  dearly  that  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  Irish  branches  of  the  National 
League  had  gone  on  steadily  increasing 
fortnight  by  fortnight  during  the  whole 
time  that  the  Proclamation  of  the  League 
had  been  in  force.  Now,  another  object 
of  the  passage  of  the  Act  was  to  sup* 
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press  the  Plan  of  Campaign;  but  he 
(Mr.  Bedmond)  did  not  think  he  could 
usefully  say  one  single  word  further  on 
that  subject.  The  fact  was  unoontro- 
verted  that  in  40  odd  oases  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  suooeeded,  that  in  no 
case  had  it  failed,  and  that  in  only  three 
oases  was  the  struggle  going  on  at  the 
present  moment.  The  fact  was  not  con- 
tended that  during  the  operation  of  the 
Crimes  Act — during  the  last  six  months 
— the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  proceeded 
with  its  working,  and  the  only  thing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  able  to  say  was  this — 
that  he  believed  on  two  or  three  estates 
the  people  were  still  engaged  with  the 
struggle  with  their  landlords,  and  curses 
not  light  but  deep  were  going  up  against 
the  men  who  induced  the  tenantry  to 
join  the  Plan.  He  (Mr.  Bedmond) 
could  speak  in  a  special  manner  with 
regard  to  one  of  these  estates,  as  it 
was  situated  in  his  own  constituency, 
and  the  tenants  were  constituents  of 
his.  He  should  refer  to  the  estate 
to  which  he  alluded  before  he  sat  down, 
and  with  the  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  endeavour  to  show  that  the 
tenants  were  to-day,  owing  to  the  inter- 
vention of  the  League,  happy  and  com- 
fortable— as  happy  and  as  comfortable 
as  they  were  before  they  were  convicted 
— and  if  there  were  any  curses  to  be 
heard  in  the  district,  they  were  curses 
not  directed  against  the  Irish  Members, 
but  against  t^e  Administration,  which 
in  that  particular  district  of  Ireland  was 
stained,  as  he  would  presently  show, 
with  the  blood  of  an  innocent  man.  But 
he  took  it  that  the  principal  object  of 
the  passage  of  the  Coercion  Act  was  to 
put  down  crime  and  outrage ;  and  with- 
out now  going  into  the  question  as  to 
whether  there  was,  at  the  date  of  the 
passage  of  the  Act,  sufficient  crime  and 
outrage  to  warrant  its  passage,  he  would 
like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  figures  of  outrage  which  had 
been  presented  in  the  Beturns  laid  upon 
the  Table  within  the  last  few  days. 
These  Beturns  showed  a  considerable 
diminution  in  the  total  number  of  out- 
rages in  the  year  1887  as  compared  with 
the  year  1886.  But  comparing  the  year 
1886  in  detail  with  the  year  1887,  they 
found  that  very  little  difference  indeed 
had  taken  place  in  the  amount  of  any 
one  single  class  of  serious  offences.  'Let 
him  read  the  figures.    Comparing  1886, 
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there  were  seven  murders  and  three 
manslaughters;  in  1887  there  were  six 
murders  and  two  manslaughters.  In 
1886  there  were  16  cases  of  firing  at  the 
person.  In  1887,  though  the  Act  was 
in  force  during  six  months  of  it,  there 
were  19  such  cases.  In  1886  there 
were  20  cases  of  aggravated  assault; 
in  1887  there  were  27.  The  number 
of  a9sault8  on  bailiffs  and  process-servers 
was  exactly  the  same  m  both  years. 
In  1886  there  were  nine  riots ;  in  1887 
there  were  10.  In  1886  there  were  103 
incendiary  fires ;  in  1887  there  were  127. 
In  1886  there  were  two  cases  only  of 
demand  and  robbery  of  arms;  in  1887 
there  were  nine  such  cases.  In  1886 
there  were  92  cases  of  intimidation 
otherwise  than  by  threatening  letters ; 
in  1887  there  were  93  cases  of  intimi- 
dation. In  1886  there  were  10  offences 
classified  as  resistance  to  legal  process ; 
in  1887  there  were  14  such  cases.  How 
then  did  it  come  about  that  the  total 
number  of  offences  for  1887  was  smaller 
by  900  than  the  total  for  1886?  The 
explanation  was  perfectly  simple.  It 
was  that  there  had  been  a  very  large 
diminution  in  some  of  the  less  serious 
offences.  For  example,  the  number  of 
threatening  letters  had  diminished  by 
about  one-half;  and  that  was  about  the 
extent  to  which  agrarian  crime  had  been 
diminished  during  1887.  Exactly  the 
same  result  would  be  arrived  at  by  a 
comparison  of  the  last  half  of  1887, 
when  the  Coercion  Act  was  in  force,  and 
the  first  half  when  it  was  not  in 
force.  In  the  first  half  there  were 
nine  cases  of  firing  at  the  person ; 
in  the  second  half  there  were 
10  cases.  In  the  first  half  there  were  53 
incendiary  fires ;  in  the  second  half  there 
were  67.  In  the  first  half  there  were  25 
cases  of  killing  and  cutting,  or  maiming 
cattle ;  in  the  second  half  there  were  29. 
In  the  first  half  there  were  17  cases  of 
firing  into  dwelling-houses  ;  in  the 
second  half  there  were  19.  And  so  on. 
Generally  speaking,  the  total  for  the  six 
months  during  which  the  Coercion  Act 
was  in  force,  all  the  most  serious  kinds 
of  offences — that  was  to  say,  murder, 
attempted  murder,  firing  at  the  person, 
manslaughter,  *  firing  into  dwelling- 
houses,  incendiary  fires,  cattle  maiming, 
attacking  houses,  demand  or  robbery  of 
arms,  &c. — ^in  the  quarter  when  the  Act 
was  in  force,  reached  the  number  of  1 30 ; 
whilst  during  the  six  months  ending  on 


Jane  last  these  offences  were  only  119. 
Those  figures  were  taken  from  Be- 
turns  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
as  part  of  the  defence  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  their  administration  of  this  Act. 
Those  were  the  only  figures  produced  to 
the  House  with  reference  to  crime  on 
which  the  Government  relied  to  show 
that  their  Act  had  been  a  success ;  and, 
before  passing  from  figures,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  in  the  county  of  Kerry, 
which,  unfortunately,  was  the  worst  dis- 
trict probably  in  Ireland,  from  the  point 
of  view  of  these  offences,  during  the 
quarter  ending  Christmas  last,  there 
were  26  offences  and  one  murder,  and  in 
the  quarter  before  there  were  only  23 
offences  and  no  murder  at  all.  The 
diminution  in  the  total,  for  which  credit 
was  claimed  for  the  Coercion  Act,  was 
apparent  only  in  the  case  of  threatening 
letters  and  the  nine  trivial  offences,  and 
was  not  observable  in  the  case  of  any 
single  one  of  the  really  serious  classes 
of  crimes.  Now,  let  him  askthis  serious 
question — Had  the  Act,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  been  put  into  operation  either  for 
the  dectection  or  the  punishment  of  any 
serious  crime  or  outrage  whatever? 
What  were  the  crimes  and  outrages 
classified  in  thatBetum?  Murder,  man- 
slaughter, firing  at  the  person,  attempt 
to  murder,  cutting  or  maiming  the  per- 
son, cutting  or  maiming  the  cattle,  in- 
cendiary fires,  demand  and  robbery  of 
arms,  intimidation,  firing  into  dwelling- 
houses,  &c.  What  now  are  the  offences 
for  which  men  had  been  punished  under 
the  Act  ?  Not  a  single  man  had  been 
punished  under  this  Act  for  any  one  of 
these  serious  offences.  The  list  of  con- 
victions might  be  roughly  classified  as 
convictions  for  new  offences  created  by 
the  Act.  First,  convictions  for  Press 
offences,  for  exclusive  dealing,  and  for 
assaults  on  bailiffs  and  policemen.  Let 
him  say  two  or  three  words  with 
reference  to  these  different  classes 
of  offences.  He  did  not  think  that 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  say 
a  word  to  show  that  the  statement 
made  to-night  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  repeated  so  often  by  his  supporters, 
that  no  now  offences  were  created  by  the 
Act,  was  utterly  untrue.  Luckily  they 
had  the  well-considered  words  of  one 
of  the  most  eminent  Judges  who  ever 
sat  on  the  Irish  Bench  on  this  matter. 
Chief  Baron  Palles;  the  other  day,  used 
these  remarkable  wordi 
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"  Under  this  Act  a  man  may  commit  a  crime 
which  he  could  not  possibly  know  was  a  crime 
when  it  was  committed.  Any  one  of  us  may 
go  home  this  evening  and  commit  crimes  which, 
under  these  circumstances,  we  could  not  possibly 
know  were  crimes  until  we  were  prosecuted  for 
them." 

The  Judge  went  dn  to  say  more  on  the 
subject,  but  he  (Mr.  Itedmond)  did  not 
read  the  whole  judgment.  The  judg- 
ment emphasized  the  fact  that  new 
crimes  were  created  under  the  sections 
of  the  Act.  He  (Bir.  Kedmond)  might 
point  out  how  that  came  about.  Some 
600  odd  persons  had  been  prosecuted 
under  the  Act  in  Ireland.  There  had 
been  some  400  convictions,  and  would  it 
be  believed  that  one -half  of  the  total 
number  of  convictions  obtained  were 
convictions  which  came  under  the  title 
of  either  "  unlawful  assembly  "  or  **  in- 
citing to  unlawful  assembly  ?  "  Now, 
everyone  knew  that  unlawful  assembly 
was  an  offence  at  Common  Law ;  but  in 
Ireland  an  unlawful  offence  was  by  this 
Act  defined  to  be  a  meeting  of  any 
association  whatever,  because  there  was 
no  limit.  Whatever  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant chose  by  a  scratch  of  his  pen  to 
declare  to  be  dangerous  was  unlawful, 
and  by  another  scratch  of  his  pen  he  could 
suppress  it.  So  that  in  the  case  of  one- 
half  of  the  total  number  of  convictions 
men  had  been  punished  for  absolutely 
new  offences.  He  did  not  think  he  could 
give  a  better  instance  of  what  he  meant 
than  by  citing,  very  shortly,  what  oc- 
curred in  the  case  of  Mr.  Oox,  one  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Oounty  Clare.  This 
Gentleman  was  charged  with  inciting 
people  to  take  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  The  evidence  against  him 
rested  only  upon  one  subject,  and  the 
magistrate  who  convicted  him  felt  con- 
strained to  say,  in  sentencing  him  to  four 
months'  imprisonment,  that  the  offence 
for  which  he  was  sentencing  him  had  no 
amount  of  moral  guilt  about  it,  that  it 
would  not  have  been  an  offence  at  all 
if  committed  anywhere  else  than  in  that 
prescribed  district.  Let  him  read  to  the 
House,  yery  shortly,  a  passage  from  the 
speech  for  which  Mr.  Cox  was  sent  to 
prison.  This  was  what  Mr.  Cox  was 
sent  to  prison  for  four  months  for 
saying— 

*'  I  would  implore  the  young  men  of  Glare— 
and  I  wish  my  Toice  could  reach  the  ears  and 
hearts  of  every  young  man  in  Clare  to-night 
— and  this  Lisdoonvame  case  may  point  a 
moral  if  it  cannot  adorn  a  sad  tale* for  them, 
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Let  them  shun  outrages,  and  avoid  the  tempter 
to  evil  deeds  as  they  would  shun  Satan  himself, 
and  if  for  no  holier*  and  higher  motive,  at  least 
for  the  selfish  motive  of  their  own  safety.  There 
were  foolish  people  in  the  country  who  thought 
revenge  should  he  wreaked  for  every  petty  act 
of  local  tyranny.  I  do  not  think  the  common 
sense  of  the  country  will  accept  their  opinions 
and  views  against  the  opinions  and  views  of 
our  great  Leader,  Mr.  Parnell,  or  the  greatest 
statesman  of  modem  times,  Mr.  Gladstone. 
Wherever  and  whenever  you  meet  with  such 
men  avoid  them  and  shun  tiiem,  for,  believe  me, 
their*  s  is  no  rood  purpose.  The  louder  they  boast 
of  their  patriotism,  and  what  they  are  prepared 
to  do  and  dare,  the  more  reason  have  you  to 
shun  them,  for,  believe  me,  nine  out  of  every 
10  of  such  men  are  in  the  pay  of  our  enemies. 
We  have  now  the  great  Liberal  Party  of  Eng- 
land at  oar  back,  with  their  great  Leader,  Mr. 
Gladstone;  we  have  the  English  democracy 
with  us,  as  will  be  told  to  you  in  a  few  minutes 
by  Mr.  Conybeare.  With  such  allies  nothing 
can  stop  or  stay  our  march  to  liberty  save  and 
except  the  commission  of  outrage,  which  must 
inevitably  drive  our  allies  from  our  side,  and 
bring  joy,  hope,  and  satisfaction  to  the  hearts  of 
the  miserable  gang  of  (Joercionists—the  Colli- 
nane-Balfournowin  Office.  Hearken,  then,  to  the 
advice  of  the  great  Leader,  who  never  yet  gave 
a  wrong  counsel  or  advice ;  follow  the  counsel 
of  the  veteran  Leader  of  the  great  Liberal 
Party,  be  guilty  of  no  crime  or  outrage.  FoUow 
the  open  and  Constitutional  agitation  which 
has  already  brought  us  almost  to  the  goal  of 
our  long  lost  rights ;  adhere  to  the  teaching 
and  doctrines  of  the  National  League— but,  I 
forgot,  my  friends,  Balfour  says  the  League  is 
proclaimed  in  Clare.  I  ask  you  is  it?  ILoud 
ihouU  o/  *  No ! ']  I  wish  Balfour  were  here  to 
listen  to  that  thundering  shout ;  he  would 
know  the  value  you  place  on  his  Proclama- 
tions." 

That  was  the  crime  for  which  his  (Mr. 
Eedmond's)  Oolleague  was  now  spend- 
ing four  months  in  gaol — for  those 
words  adhered  to  the  "  teachings  and 
doctrines  of  the  National  League."  For 
making  that  speech  the  magistrates 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Oox 
had  been  guilty  of  inciting  men  to  take 
part  at  meetings  of  the  National  League, 
which  meetings  of  the  Iieague  in  any 
particular  district  had  been  made  un- 
lawful assemblies  by  the  action  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Notwithstanding  that 
the  whole  of  thehon.  Member's  speech, 
with  the  exception  of  that  one  passage, 
was  a  passionate  appeal  to  the  people  to 
remain  within  the  lines  of  law  and  the 
Constitution,  Mr.  Oox  was  sentenced  to 
four  months'  imprisonment.  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Sheehy, 
and  the  refusal  of  bail  in  that  case. 
Well,  what  was  done  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Oox  ?  When  he  was  conyicted  he  was 
re-arrested  on  leaving  the  Court  on  an- 
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other  charge;  and  an  application  was 
made  to  admit  him  to  bail;  and  the 
magistrate  said — and  here  he  (Mr.  Bed- 
mond)  was  repeating  words  which  he 
had  heard  with  his  own  ears — . 

*<We  hftTO  no  doubt  or  question  that  Mr. 
Cox  would,  il  he  gave  bail,  appear  to  the 
charge;  but  because  he  evaded  tne  summons 
of  the  Ck>urt  we  think  and  mark  our  sense  of 
his  conduct  by  refusing  him  bail.'* 

Consequently,  bail  was  refused,  and, 
being  arrested  on  the  second  charge, 
Mr.  Cox  was  sent  to  prison.  He  (Mr. 
Bedmond)  would  not  allude  at  all  to  the 
case  of  those  Press  prosecutions  which 
had  been  referred  to  in  the  course  of  the 
debate;  but  he  desired,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  to  say  two  or 
three  words  on  the  Boycotting  prosecu- 
tions. Now,  there  was  a  peculiar  in- 
terest attaching  to  every  statement  of 
facts  connected  with  Ireland  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary. If  he  remembered  rightly,  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  only  instanced  three 
particular  cases  during  his  term  of  Office 
as  illustrating  the  tyrannj  of  the  Na- 
tional League— one  was  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Dillon,  aUuded  to  to-night ;  another  was 
the  case  of  Mr.  Barrett,  which  had  not 
been  alluded  to ;  and  the  third  was  the 
case  of  Mrs.  Connell,  which  had  been 
referred  to.  As  to  Mrs.  Dillon,  what 
happened  ?  The  right  hon;  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  said  that  the  accusation  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  on  that  head  had 
been  contradicted.  He  (Mr.  Bedmond) 
understood  the  Chief  Secretary  to-night 
still  to  adhere  to  the  truth  of  his  state- 
ment. But  what  really  happened  ?  This 
woman  brought  an  action  for  libel  and 
slander  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  woman  on  her  oath  swore 
that  the  statement  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  false.  But  what  was  the 
defence  in  the  Court  of  Law  set  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  It  was  not 
that  his  statement  was  true  or  justi- 
fiable, or  anything  of  that  kind.  No ; 
his  real  defence  was  this — he  pleaded 
Parliamentary  Privilege  for  his  speech  ; 
and  the  case  could  not  be  proceeded 
with  in  the  Law  Courts.  So  much  for 
the  contradiction  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
on  that  point.  What  was  the  second 
case  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  to?  Why,  it  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Barrett.  Barrett  had  occasion  also 
to  bring  an  action  for  libel  against  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  unfortunately  for  him- 
self, was  not  in  a  position  in  reference 
to  this  statement  to  plead  Parliamentary 
Privilege,  because  the  speech  was  made 
out-of-doors.    He  had  had  to  acknow- 
ledge  that   his    statement   was    false, 
and  he  had  paid    a    certain    sum   of 
money  into  Court  by  way  of  damage. 
And   now  with  reference  to  the  third 
case  —  that    of    Mrs.    Connell.      He 
(Mr.  Bedmond)    might  possibly  have 
had   the  appearance  of  breaking   the 
Bules  of  Order  in  interposing  earlier 
in  the  evening  on   that  matter;    but 
he  had  only  interposed  because  he  was 
afraid  he  would  not  have  an  opportunity 
of  referring  to  the  case  in  the  House. 
What  he  wished  to  say  was  that  he  was 
a  party  to  all  the  transactions  of  the 
Court  in  this  particular  case.     He  heard 
the  whole  case,  having  been  engaged  in 
it.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  defended 
the  men  who  were  accused  before  the 
Court.    What   was    the    sting    of  the 
accusation  against  the  defendants  ?    It 
was  this — that  a  certain  decrepit    old 
woman    had  been    starving    for  three 
days  for  want  of  bread  which  was  re- 
fused to  her  in  the  shops.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  denied  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  in  that  case.    He  had 
said  that  she  was  not  a  decrepit  old 
woman ;  he  had  said  that  she  had  not 
offered  money  for  the  bread,  but  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  obtaining  bread  in 
charity  from  these  people ;  he  said  the 
woman  did  not  want  the  bread,  but  had 
been  sent  to  get  it  by  a  Mrs.  Maroney, 
a  noted  character,   in  order  to    get  up 
the  prosecution;  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  finally  that  the  woman 
was  not  starving,  as  it  was  proved  that  she 
had  a  pit  of  potatoes  at  her  house.    Now, 
the  most  important  of  these  statements 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief 
Secretary  had  not  ventured  to  deny  to- 
night.     He  did  not  deny,  in  the  first 
Elace,  that  this  woman  did  not  want  the 
read,  and  that  she  was  sent  to  get  it  by 
this  other  person  in  Order  to  get  up  a 
prosecution  against  certain  individuals. 
He  did  not  deny,  in  the  second  place, 
that  she  was  not  starving,  because  she 
had  a  pit  of  potatoes  at  her  own  house. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  could  not 
deny  the  statements,  because  each  one 
of  them  was  a  matter  of  notoriety,  and 
was  admitted  by  the  woman  herself  in 
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cross-examination  at  the  witness  table. 
He  (Mr.  Bedmond)  was  there  to  say 
positively  that,  so  far  as  the  evidence  of 
the  case  went,  the  woman  offered  no 
money  whatever  when  she  asked  for  the 
goods.  Of  course,  the  matter  of  her 
age  was  merely  a  matter  of  opinion,  and 
he  was  only  stating  his  own  belief  when 
he  said  that  she  was  nothing  like  the 
age  asserted,  and  that  she  certainly  was 
not,  as  described,  '<  a  decrepit  old 
woman."  One  point  more.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  this  woman,  when 
she  came  on  the  witness  table  to  give 
her  evidence,  was  drunk.  That  was 
denied ;  but  he  (Mr.  Eedmond)  asserted 
in  the  most  positive  manner  that  it 
was  perfectly  true.  There  were  two 
cases  the  woman  appeared  to  give  evi- 
dence in.  In  the  first  place,  she  gave 
evidence  in  a  case  in  which  a  con- 
viction was  obtained.  On  the  occasion 
of  the  hearing  of  the  second  case  she  was 
more  than  drunk,  and  contradicted 
herself  in  her  evidence  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  to  the  action  of  those  she  was 
swearing  against,  that  the  case  was 
dismissed,  notwithstanding  that  there 
was  other  strong  evidence.  So  that,  on 
these  points,  he  repeated  the  statement ; 
and  he  thought  in  the  third  instance,  the 
ease  of  the  Chief  Secretary  against  the 
National  League,  like  the  other  two 
which  preceded  it,  was  torn  to  pieces. 
With  regard  to  this  matter  of  Boycotting, 
he  wished  to  mention  another  case. 
There  had  been  several  trials  of  this 
kind  in  the  town  in  question,  and,  un- 
fortunately, small  riots  had  taken  place 
there  in  the  streets,  from  the  fact  that 
the  countrv  people  collected  there,  took 
drink  in  the  public-houses,  and  that  a 
collision  with  the  police  was  the  result. 
The  parish  priest,  immediately  before  the 
trial  in  connection  with  Mrs.  Connell, 
made  an  appeal,  for  the  peace  of  the 
town,  to  the  publicans  to  close  their 
shops  and  to  sell  no  liquor  on  the  day  of 
the  trial.  They  did  so,  and  every  shop 
in  the  town  had  the  shutters  up — no  one 
was  allowed  to  get  a  drop  of  drink. 
Would  the  House  believe  that  every  one 
of  those  publicans  were  arrested  for  con- 
spiracy to  refuse  drink  to  the  police,  and 
that  every  one  of  them  was  sentenced 
to  one  month's  imprisonment  without 
the  right  of  appeal?  The  defence 
urged  for  these  men  was  that,  if  there 
had  been  a  conspiracy,  it  had  been 
moited  by  the  parish  priest,  and  entered 
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into  in  order  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  town  by  preventing  men  getting 
excited  with  liquor.  A  Beturn  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  showing  a 
decrease  in  the  number  of  persons  Boj' 
cotted.  The  point  he  wished  to  make 
in  reference  to  that  Beturn  was  that, 
where  Boycotting  had  decreased,  it  was 
not  the  result  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
but  owing  to  the  success  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Boycotting  in  the  district 
of  TuUa  and  Clare  had  been  very  rife, 
and  it  suddenly  ceased  immediately  two 
men  were  convicted  for  exclusive  deal- 
ing, and  the  Government  might  nata- 
rally  claim  that  it  was  the  result  of  the 
prosecution ;  but  what  was  the  fact  ? 
Boycotting  had  ceased  because  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  at  Bodyke  had  been  suc- 
cessful, and  the  number  of  the  persons 
Boycotted  diminished  in  consequence. 
The  Attorney  Q-eneral  had  said,  with 
reference  to  the  case  of  Thomas  Brosnan, 
of  Castleisland,  who,  in  December  last, 
had  been  shot  at  and  wounded  in  the 
legs,  that  the  poor  man  applied  to 
Father  Fitzgerald  for  a  dispensary 
order,  which  he  was  entitled  to,  but 
that  he  did  not  get  it,  the  only  possible 
reason  being  that  a  relative  of  his  had 
been  a  witness  in  a  Oovernment  case 
in  which  two  men  had  been  hanged. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry 
had  taken  pains  to  inquire  into  this 
matter  by  telegraph,  and  he  (Mr. 
Eedmond)  held  in  his  hand  the  reply  of 
Father  Fitzgerald,  who  said — 

'*  It  is  absolately  false  that  I  refased  a  dis- 
pensary order  to  Thomas  Brosnan,  because  he 
gave  evidence  in  the  case.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  Dispensary  Committee,  and  I  have  no 
knowledge  that  I  have  the  right  to  give  a 
dispensary  order  at  all." 

After  this,  the  case  of  the  Attorney 
General  might  be  added  to  the  others 
which  had  been  adduced  in  that  House, 
in  order  to  vilify  the  National  movement 
in  Ireland,  and  which,  on  examination, 
had  turned  out  to  be  as  false  as  dicers' 
oaths.  He  had  no  wish  to  go  into  the 
question  of  the  Coolgreany  Estate,  bat 
this  he  must  say.  He  had  listened  to 
the  pictures  drawn  in  that  House  of  the 
murder  which  took  place  recently  in 
the  county  of  Kerry— a  horrible  murder 
which  they  abhorred,  and  of  which  a 
terrible  representation  had  appeared  in 
one  of  the  illustrated  papers ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking  now  little  they 
had  heard  in  that  debate  of  the  horrible 
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murder  perpetrated  on  the  Goolgreany 
Estate  by  a  number  of  men  over  whom, 
ho  distinctly  charged  it,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  throwing  their  protecting 
shield.  The  murdered  man  was  a  con- 
stituent of  his,  and  he  (Mr.  Bedmond) 
was  present  when  he  was  evicted  from 
his  house;  he  was  an  old  man  of  70 
years ;  he  lived  on  the  top  of  one  of  the 
highest  mountains  in  Ireland,  and  his 
words  were — 

**  My  family  have  been  living  here  si&oe  this 
mountain  was  called  Crokan  Kinsala,  after 
them,  and  it's  very  hard  that  I  should  be  turned 
out." 

That  was  one  case.  In  another,  the 
tenant's  house  was  burnt  before  his 
eyes.  He  and  some  of  his  Colleagues 
went  there  and  used  their  influeooe  to 
get  the  people  to  restrain  their  passions. 
They  took  the  advice,  and  he  was  proud 
to  say  that  the  National  League  had 
built  a  new  house  for  every  one  of  the 
evicted  families,  and  that  neither  the 
parents  nor  the  children  had  been 
allowed  to  suffer  want.  On  that  estate 
1 1  tenants  had  gone  into  the  Land  Court 
in  1882,  and  got  small  reductions  of 
rent,  which,  on  the  appeal  of  the  land- 
lord, were  put  back  upon  them.  Their 
rents  were  33  per  cent  over  the  valua- 
tion; the  neighbouring  landlords  had 
g^ven  a  reduction  of  30  per  cent ;  these 
tenants  asked  for  that  reduction,  the 
landlord  refused  it,  and  they  were 
evicted.  A  body  of  Emergency  men  were 
permanently  encamped  in  their  midst, 
of  whom  the  Judge  who  tried  the  case 
said  that  they  were  going  about  armed 
as  no  civilians  were  on  that  side  of 
Texas.  These  men  had  gone  to  make 
an  illegal  distress ;  a  number  of  tenants 
had  assembled,  and  there  was  a  show  of 
resistance ;  but  there  were  no  firearms 
and  no  stones.  The  Emergency  men 
fired  on  the  unarmed  crowd,  and  shot 
an  old  man.  When  some  of  them  were 
arrested  and  brought  before  the  local 
Justice,  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Emer- 
gency Association,  they  were  released 
without  bail.  Indictments  were  subse- 
quently sent  up  to  the  Grand  Jury  in  one 
oaae  of  murder,  in  another  of  man- 
slaughter; but  the  Grand  Jury.composed 
of  the  employers  of  these  men,  threw 
out  the  bill,  and  the  men  were  never 
tried.  The  House  had  heard  nothing  of 
all  this  in  the  course  of  the  debate ; 
but  it  was  a  murder  quite  as  foul  as 
the  murder  of  Fitzgercdd,  and  it  was 
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one  which  up  to  that  day  remained  un- 
avenged by  the  majesty  of  the  law. 
The  administration  of  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  began  in  blood.  His  adminis- 
tration was  to  be  credited  with  the  death 
of  Hanlon,  with  the  death  of  the  men 
at  Mitchelstown ;  and  in  common  justioe 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  the  Govern- 
ment too,  these  things  should  be  borne 
in  mind.  Having  mentioned  these 
facts,  he  would  conclude  by  saying 
that  to  whatever  provocation  during  the 
coming  months  the  people  might  be 
subjected,  every  victim  of  oppression 
would  feel  the  consoling  words  spoken 
that  night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian ;  and,  if  for 
no  higher  or  nobler  purpose,  the  Irish 
people  would  restrain  their  passions  for 
the  sake  of  making  some  return  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  to  those  men 
who  had  risked  so  much  and  sacrificed 
so  much  for  the  cause  of  people  who 
were  poor  and  helpless,  and  had  no 
power  to  repay  them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  complained  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  in  his  speech  he  had  not  ffone 
to  the  heart  of  the  controversv  in  wnich 
we  are  engaged.  I  think  that  that  will 
not  be  the  judgment  of  those  who  lis- 
tened to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  For  a  few  minutes  I  wish  the 
House  to  be  good  enough  to  lend  me 
their  attention.  I  wish,  at  any  rate,  to 
carry  the  question  to  its  very  heart.  I 
do  not  wish  simply  to  occupy  myself 
with  details,  but  I  wish  to  see  upon 
what  great  issues  the  House  is  to  pro- 
nounce to-night,  both  as  regards  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and,  I  hope  I  may  add,  as  regards  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 
We  shall  not  be  content  to  try  this 
question  simply  by  the  action  of  the 
Executive  Government.  No ;  we  shall 
examine  what  has  been  the  effect  of  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  from 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  We  shall 
examine,  and  the  country  will  judge,  to 
what  extent  this  is  a  new  departure, 
and  the  country  will  watch  with  interest 
the  hand  that  was  stretched  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to 
the  editor  of  United  Ireland.  \_Prolonged 
Opposition  cheers.']  Hon,  Members  will 
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observe  with  what  enthusiasm  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  cheer  the  statement 
of  this  compliment  paid  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  the  editor 
of  Unit$d  Ireland,  [**  Hear,  hear  !  "] 
I  observe  that  the  cheer  has  diminished 
in  intensity  in  proportion  as  the  memory 
of  that  speech  recedes  and  the  memory 
of  those  articles  is  more  present.  We 
have  to  deal  with  this  new  departure. 
This  eyening,  perhaps  for  the  first 
time,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lotluan  has  blessed  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Oh,  no ;  not  at  all.] 
He  has  not  blessed  it  ?  Has  he  cursed 
it,  or  has  he  observed  a  discreet  silence 
— stating  the  good  it  had  done,  but 
reserving  himself  carefully  lest  at  any 
future  time  he  should  be  charged  with 
having  spoken  in  its  praise?  1  want 
the  House  and  the  country  not  only  to 
note  the  declarations  and  the  eloquent 
expressions  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench ; 
I  want  them  also  to  notice  the  reti- 
cence and  the  evasions  of  those  same 
right  hon.  Oentlemen  with  regard  to  the 
questions  which  have  been  put  to  them. 
There  was  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  who  was  asked  whether 
he  approved  of  disobedience  to  a  law 
which  has  been  enacted  by  this  House, 
and  who  was  careful  to  explain  that 
that  was  not  now  the  question  before 
the  House.  No  J^doubt  it  was  not 
convenient  for  him  *to  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion of  that  kind,  because  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  in  this  posi- 
tion —  they  have  at  once  to  endea- 
vour to  retain  the  affections  of  the  law- 
abiding  people  of  this  country,  and  to 
secure  the  esteem  and  the  regard  of  the 
less  law-abiding  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion on  the  other  side  of  St.  George's 
Channel.  And,  accordingly,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  —  "  That  is  not 
the  question  before  the  House ;  the 
question  before  the  House  is  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  particular  Act." 
Yes;  but  we  are  not  content  to  leave 
the  question  there.  [Sir  William  Hae- 
couET :  Hear,  hear !  J  We  are  perfectly 
prepared,  I  may  say  in  reply  to  the  de- 
fiant cheer  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  to  maintain  our  case  with  regard 
to  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  there  is  not  a  single  person 
in  this  Kealm  who  does  not  know  that 
that  action  has  been  rendered  ten  times 
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more  difficult  than  it  would  have  beeui 
that  the  great  task  in  which  wo  have 
been  engaged  has  been  heightened  in 
its  difficulty  by  the  conduct  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     [^Oppontian 
cheer»,'\      They  accept   the   statement. 
The  task  of  maintainmg  law  and  order 
in  Ireland — [^Interrupttjn  from  an  Iruk 
JUotnher    below    the    Gangway.']      Hon. 
Memberd  below  the  Gangway,  I  hope, 
will    show    fair    play   in  this  debate. 
We    have  listened  to   some  speeches 
which  have  touched   us  on  this   side. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-Eaat  Cork 
spoke  of  the  Irish  people  as  being  quick 
to  resent  injustice,  and  he  taunted  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  and  the  Unionist 
Party  with  playing  on  the  passions  of 
the  Irish  people  by  the  use   of   exas- 
perating language.    Those  words,  again 
let  me  remind  the  House,  fell  from  the 
lips  of  the  editor  of  United  Ireland.    It 
is  he  who  presumed    to    rebuke   the 
Unionist  Party  on  the  score  of  exas- 
perating language.    But  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  and 
it  will  be  known  by  every  British  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  that  if  the  English 
people  are  not  so  quick  to  resent  injus- 
tice,  yet  that  they  do  resent  injustice  no 
less  than  Irishmen;  and  the  foul  in- 
justice which  in   a   hundred  quarters 
has  been  poured  upon  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  touches  as  deeply  those 
who  adhere  to  the  Unionist  cause  as 
any  reproaches  which  have  been  directed 
against  the  Irish  Members  may  touch 
those  who  sit  upon  the  opposite  Benches. 
I  do  not  think  it  can  be  made  a  charge 
against  the  Unionist  Party  that  they 
have  been  the  first  to  indulge  in  exas- 
perating languaffe.    Mr.  Speaker,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  said  he  would  at  once  go 
to  the  heart  of  the  question,   and  he 
somewhat  rebuked  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland  for  not  haying  gone  suffi- 
ciently into  the  really  important  part  of 
it.    My  right  hon.  Friend  had  to  deal 
with  an  immense  number  of   charges 
which  had  been  brought  against  him; 
and  I  think  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  somewhat  ungenerous, 
if  I  may  use  the  phrase,  in  taunting  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  not  having  replied 
to  every  single  one  of  the  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  him  daring 
the  last  three  or  four  months,  especially 
as,  if  hon.  Members  opposite  had  had 
their  way,  they  would  have  forced  even 
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an  earlier  speech  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  allowed  him  less  oppor- 
tunity than  he  has  actually  had  of 
answering  this  multitude  of  charges. 
[An  hon.  Msmbeb:  No!]  Yes;  there 
was  an  immense  cry  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  joined,  as  I  noticed,  with  special 
enthusiasm,  for  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  rise  on  the  spot  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Oork. 
I  think  the  defence  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  adequate ;  and 
it  did  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemen  who  were  going  to  an- 
swer my  right  hon.  Friend  to  maintain 
that,  when  the  whole  burden  of  this 
matter  rests  upon  his  shoulders,  he 
should  speak  at  such  time  as  would 
eive  them  the  opportunity  of  addressing 
tnemselves  to  answer  his  arguments 
with  the  greatest  possible  convenience. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  brought  a  number  of 
specific  cases  forward,  and  he  chal- 
lenged me  to  give  an  immediate  reply 
to  them  all.  While  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  we  were  to  go  to  the  heart 
of  the  question,  nevertheless  one  of  the 
first  subjects  with  which  he  dealt,  which 
seemed  more  important  than  the  ques- 
tion of  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant,  more  important  than  the  ques- 
tion of  the  treatment  of  political  pri- 
soners, was  that  well-worn  argument 
about  Lord  Gam  ar von  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  It  was  impossible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  resist  the  temptations 
of  this  Party  controversy,  and  thus  for 
a  considerable  portion  of  his  eloquent 
speech  he  diverted  the  House  from  the 
consideration  of  those  most  important 
issues  to  which,  he  said,  he  would  at 
once  refer.  I  cannot  complain  if  he  also 
defended  himself  against  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  during  the  Be- 
cess.  Still,  if  this  was  natural  on  his 
part,  it  was  natural  on  the  part  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  was 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  meet  the  charges  brought  against 
him.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  when  he  had  settled 
down  to  his  work,  began  to  justify, 
and  to  endorse,  and  impress  upon 
the  memory  of  both  sides  what  we 
shall  certainly  remember  on  this 
side^  how    the    ex-Frime   Minister  of 


England  rallied  to  the  forces  of  dis- 
order, when  he  used  the  famous  words, 
*'  Hemember  Mitchelstown  ! "  [^Cheers.^ 
I  notice  that  cheer  is  far  more  below  the 
Gangway  than  among  his  former  sup- 
porters. [  •  *  No !  "1  Ah,  there  was  only 
one  voice  cried  "  No !  "  [Several  hon. 
Mehbebs:  No  !]  It  is  still  conspicuous 
in  its  solitary  condition.  We  have  the 
advantage  on  these  Benches  of  being 
able  to  see  from  what  quarters  the 
cheers  proceed,  and  we  have  noticed  with 
interest,  but  certainly  not  with  surprise, 
that  the  newer  development  of  the  doc- 
trine of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  is  received  with  frantic  applause 
below  a  certain  geographical  line  in 
this  House,  but  above  that  line  it  is  re- 
ceived in  comparative  silence.  ["  No  !'*] 
Yes ;  but  there  are  not  many  indepen- 
dent denials.  If  hon.  Members  are 
anxious  on  that  point,  let  me  indicate 
another  symptom  to  the  House.  Let  me 
call  their  attention  to  the  quarter  from 
which  the  speeches  have  been  made  on 
that  side  during  this  debate.  There 
has  not  been  a  single  speech,  with  the 
exception  of  those  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
of  the  occupants  of  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench,  delivered  by  any  Member 
who  belonged  to  the  Farty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  before  1880.  I  have 
gone  through  the  list,  and  it  is  those  who 
are  recent  recruits  and  who  belong  to 
the  new  school  from  whom  the  attacks 
on  the  Government  have  come.  Those 
who  used  to  be  the  bulk  of  the  supporters 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  sat 
silent,  without  speech  and  cheers,  and 
why  ?  Because  they  could  not  endorse 
his  new  policy,  which  is  a  policy  of 
alliance  with  the  forces  of  disorder  and 
lawlessness.  And  so  I  say  it  is  only 
his  more  recent  Followers  who  en- 
dorse''Bemember  Mitchelstown."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others  in  this 
debate — [^  laugh]*  I  do  not  know 
why  there  is  that  merriment  at  the  men- 
tion of  Mitchelstown.  [An  Irish^MsM- 
BEB :  Go  on !  ]  Let  the  House  re- 
member this,  that  one  of  the  most  pro- 
minent charges  in  this  debate  against 
the  Government  relates  to  an  event 
which  occurred  before  the  House  broke 
up  last  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  over  all  the  circumstances,  from 
his  point  of  view,  which  compelled  the 
police  to  fire,  [wk  lattgh,']  That  causes 
a  laugh.     Why  ?     Because  it  was  only 
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a  polioeman  'who  was  half  beaten  to 
death.  The  policeman  who  was  half 
beaten  to  death  by  ''  the  boys  '*  was  not 
a  matter  for  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  to  refer  to.  Where  does 
ke  get  his  facts  from  ?  [An  Irish  Meic- 
BEB :  From  the  inquest !  ]  Yes ;  the 
proceedings  of  which  were  qnashed. 
So  far  as  it  goes,  I  will  deal  with  the 
evidence  at  the  inquest.  What  is  the 
gravamen  of  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian?  He  first 
dealt  with  the  police  going  in  a  wedge 
through  the  crowd.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
they  did  not  go  in  a  wedge.  They  went  in 
single  file.  ["No!"]  Oh,  I  am  perfectly 
prepared  for  that.  There  is  no  assertion 
on  this  side  of  the  House  which  is  not  flatly 
contradicted,  and  those  who  contradict 
proceed  on  the  ground,  to  which  I  demur, 
that  there  is  nothing  but  mendacity 
upon  the  part  of  all  the  officers  of  the 
Government,  while  there  is  absolute 
veracity  on  their  part.  When  anything 
is  stated  on  this  side  to  the  House  an 
hon.  Member  is  sure  to  get  up  on  that 
side  and  say,  '*  That  is  absolutely  un- 
true"— [Mr.  Bioqab:  Hear,  hear!]— 
and  then  they  cheer  him  as  if  that  was 
conclusive.  They  make  the  gross  in- 
sinuation that  all  the  servants  of  the 
Executive  Government  in  Lreland  are 
capable  of  being  suborned  to  perjury  on 
every  possible  occasion.  You  make 
that  insinuation  continually,  but  you 
do  not  like  the  bald  words  in  which 
I  have  put  it.  Let  me  protest  at  the 
same  time  against  the  words  of  the  right 
lion.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  which,  I 
think,  were  unworthy  of  him  as  an  old 
head  of  the  Executive  Government.  He 
spoke  of  the  minions  and  myrmidons  of 
the  Irish  Secretary,  I  would  ask  him. 
Whom  did  he  mean  by  the  minions  and 
myrmidons  ?  Did  he  mean  the  police 
who  used  to  protect  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary who  served  under  him  ?  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  will 
kindly  answer  that  question. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
Gfhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  carries  on  his 
speeches  by  question  and  answer.  I 
should  like  to  know,  Sir,  from  you,  as  a 
matter  of  Order,  whether  we  are  bound 
in  the  middle  of  a  speech  to  answer 
questions  ?  [  Criss  of  "  Order !  "]  He 
wishes  that  we  should  answer  him. 
^Renewed  cries  of  *'  Order!  "]  I  under- 
stand—[Crw  of  *' Order ! '*]— I  have 
been  asked  a  question.    \_More  cries  of 
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"  Order !  "]  I  have  only  to  say  that  I 
believe  the  persons  alluded  to  are  those 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  Bench. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:    Mr.  Speaker,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  antici- 
pates his  position  by  possibly  some  20 
minutes    or    half-an-hour.      I  put  to 
him  in  the  ordinary  Parliamentary  form 
a  question,  which  I  submitted  to  him  in 
the  same  manner  in  which  the  right 
hoD.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  sub- 
mitted many  questions  to  us.    I  asked 
him — and  I  hope  when  he  speaks  he 
will  give  us  the  solution  of  the  problem 
—  who  the    minions    and    myrmidons 
were  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  alluded?      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  probably  inform- 
ing the  right  hon.   Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  of  the  very  poor  joke  which  he 
just  made,  which  was  that  the  minions 
and  myrmidons  were   those  who    are 
sitting  on  this  Bench.     No,  Sir ;  it  is 
no  laughing  matter  at  all ;  but  one  of 
serious  import,  and  it  is  for  that  reason 
that  I  asked  the  question,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  the  Houae 
to  infer  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  minions  and  myrmidons  at  his 
command  who  would  supply  him  with 
facts  ad  libitum.    That  was  the  point  at 
which  I  had  arrived  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  interrupted  me.    I  am  glad 
to  proceed  now  in  the  presence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  seemed  to  for* 
get,  when  he  stated  the  case  of  Mitohela- 
town  in   his  own  fashion,   that   there 
was  a  policeman  named  Fahy  who  is  now 
suffering  from  an  affection  of  the  spine, 
from  which  he  will  never  recover,  and 
that  that  policeman  was  beinff  beaten-^ 
beaten  to  death,  as  his  Friends  say — bj 
those    whom   he   has   called    ''  boys  '* 
in  his  speech  to-night.      Allusion  has 
been  made  to  the  inquest;    and  it  is 
the  inquest  from  which  it  is  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  gathered  his 
facts.      He  gathered  the  substance  of 
the  case  from  the  evidence  of  Irwin, 
whose  veracity  was  accepted  entirely  by 
the  Nationalist  Representatives,  and  who 
yet  stated  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  shots  should  be  fired  in  order 
to  save  the  lives  of  the  police.     The  last 
three  shots  were  fired  with  that  object, 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
omitted  that  fact.    I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  forgive  me  if  I  speak 
with  some  warmth  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  He  hasspoken  with  some  warmth, 
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and  it  is  from  no  personal  disrespect  to 
him  that  I  speak  with  warmth.    I  say 
that  it  is  unworthy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  represent  the  case  to  the 
country  as  he  has  done,  omitting  this 
most  material  fact.    Although  the  In- 
spector,   upon    whose    word   even  the 
enemies  of  the  police  rely,  said  it  was 
necessary  that  these  shots  should  be 
fired,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  neverthe- 
less gets  up  in  this  House  and  puts 
before  the  country,  amid  the  enthusiastic 
cheers  of  his  Friends,  that  these  shots 
were  fired  unnecessarily  and  wantonly, 
and  lays  the  responsibility  upon    the 
heads    of    the    Irish    poUce.     [Jront- 
eal  Oppoeitian  cheers.']    Do   you  or  do 
you  not  reject  the  evidence  of  Irwin  ? 
[Criec  of  " Certainly ! "  " No ! "]     The 
jSouse  will  judge.     His   evidence  was 
paraded    by  the  Nationalist  Press  as 
that  of  a  policeman  who  had  spoken 
the  truth.      But    when    the    evidence 
which  this  man  gives  becomes  unsuit- 
able, then  hon.  Members  throw   over 
even  the  witness  in  whom    they  be- 
fore   professed    to  believe.     We  may 
gather  now  their  justice  and  their  fair- 
ness with  regard  to  other  matters.    I 
say  that  the  presentment  of  the  case  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unfair  to 
the  police.    I  do  not  care  that  it  was 
unfair  to  the  Government.    It  was  un- 
fair to  the  police,  and  in  the    present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland,  and  looking 
to  public  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
officers  of  the  law,  I  ask  whether  it  was 
a  justifiable  act  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should  suppress 
the  most  important  elements  in  the  case. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  he  used  fruitful  words  with  regard 
to   *'Bemember  Mitohelstown."    I  do 
not  know  in  what  respect  he  intended 
these  words  to  be  remembered.     I  think 
that  those  who  hear  mo— [^Interruption  ; 
a  telegram  being  produced  by  Mr.  A. 
MoBi^T  announcing  the  result  of  the 
Southwark  Election  in  favour  of  the 
Liberal  Candidate.]  I  presume  we  have 
to  congratulate  hon.  Members  opposite 
on  the  result  of  the  contest  to-day.  Per- 
haps it  may  to  Eome  extent  console  them 
for  the  diminution  of  1,000  votes,  which 
their    Party    has   suffered   elsewhere. 
It  is  not  usual,  I  think,  in  this  House 
to  witness  a  demonstration  of  this  kind 
in  the  middle  of  a  speech,  but  I  admit 
that   the  whole  traditions  of  the  House 
haye  so  entirely  changed  that  one  must 


be    prepared    for    this  sort  of  thing. 
[Loud     Oppositiun    cheere,"]    It    strikes 
me  that  this  House,  I  say  it  in  all  good 
humour,    has   the    appearance    of    a 
public  meeting  at  election  time.    \Criee 
of  *'  Go  on ! "  and  "  Order!  "]    1  was 
dealing    with   the    attack    wmoh    was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
connection  with  the  words  "  Bemember 
Mitohelstown,"  and  I  was  speaking  of 
the  fruitful  character  that  he  was  attri- 
buting to  his  remarks.    I  want  to  know 
whether  those  words  were  fruitful    as 
regards  the  suppression  of  crime  and 
disorder,  or  as  regards  the  encourage- 
ment of  disorder.    Upon  that  point  me 
right  hon.  Gentleman  left  us  in  some 
doubt.    The  next  case  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  me  to  deal  with 
was  the  case  of  Mr.  Sheehy,  the  Member 
for  Galway.    He  asked  whether  it  was 
within  the  law,  or  within  the  ordinary 
practice,   for  a  magistrate  to  exercise 
any  discretion  as  regards  accepting  bail. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]    Then  that 
was  not  the  point;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    attacked    the  Government 
and  the  administration  of  the  law  be- 
cause Mr.  Sheehy  was  not  admitted  to 
bail  —  [An     hon.    Mehbeb:     Because 
conditions    were  imposed] — because  a 
condition    was   imposed,   and   beoause 
it    was    said,   to    use   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman's     phrase,    that     he    must 
not    open    his    lips.    With  regard   to 
this,  let  me  first  make  one  remark.   The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  and  he  took  two 
cases  of  persons  who  had  been  sent  to 
gaol.      Those  cases  were  both  the  cases 
of  Members    of    Parliament.      Many 
other  people  have  been  sent  to  gaol; 
possibly  many  have  been  sent  to  prison 
under  hard  circumstances.     Many  have 
been  sent  to  gaol  who  have  wives  and 
children  dependent  upon  them,  but  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman's   pity  was  re- 
served, and  his  illustrations  were  re- 
served,  for    Members  of  this  House. 
[Oppoeition  cries  o/  "  Oh  !"  and  cheers.'] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  may  protest  as 
much    as  they  please ;  but  we  will  not 
admit  on  this  side  of  the  Houee  that 
Members  are  to    claim    privileges  as 
regards  criminal  process  or  arrest  which 
are  not  shared  by  other  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  made  some 
strange  remarks  upon  this  subject  last 
night.   He  was  speaking  of  the  majesty 
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of  this  House,  and  he  said  it  was  against 
its  majesty  that  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  liable  to  criminal  process.  He 
argued  that,  having  already  a  certain 
exemption  from  civil  process,  Members 
of  this  House  should  also  have  certain 
privileges  in  the  case  of  criminal  process. 
1  presume  that  he  meant  that  it  was  to 
be  remitted  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges to  consider  what  scale  of  punish- 
ment should  be  established  for  the 
commission  of  crimes  by  Members  of 
this  House.  [  Cri$9  of  Oh !"]  That  was 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man.  He  does  not  shake  his  head.  He 
admits,  therefore,  that  he  suggested 
that  exemptions  as  regards  criminal 
process  should  be  extended  to  Members 
of  this  House. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcasde- 
upon-Tyne) :  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged 
to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  thought  that  if 
this  kind  of  administration  was  to  go  on, 
the  House  would  have  to  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  obliged  to  fix  a 
scale  of  so*  called  criminal  processes  which 
should,  during  the  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, exempt  Members  from  arrest. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Let  the  House 
realize  thoroughly  the  proposal — a  scale 
to  exempt  law-breakers  from  the  consc" 
quences  of  their  actions  if  they  become 
law-makers.  The  majesty  of  this 
House  indeed !  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  it  is  against  the  dignity  of 
this  House  that  detectives  should  be 
placed  at  its  doors.  To  my  mind  it  seems 
that  it  is  more  against  the  dignity  of 
the  House  that  it  should  be  necessary  to 
take  that  precaution  because  there  are 
law-breakers  inside  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  jealous  of  the  honour  of 
the  House,  yet  he  contemplates  with 
equanimity  the  prospect  that  Members 
of  Parliament  should  continue  to  set  the 
example  to  the  public  of  breaking  the 
laws  which  they  themselves  have  made, 
•and  then,  sheltering  themselves  under 
Parliamentary  privilege,  should  claim 
exemption  for  their  actions.  That  is 
the  suggestion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
In  a  precisely  similar  spirit  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  seems  to 
feel  especial  sympathy  for  Members  of 
Parliament  who  are  arrested,  and  chose 
all  his  illustrations  from  the  class  for 
whom   the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 

Member  for  Newcastle  claims  exemption 
from  arrest. 

Mr,  Go9chin 


Mb.  W.E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  mentioned  two  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  14  others. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  With  regard  to  the 
point  which  I  am  now  discussing,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  quoted  the 
case  of  Members  of  Parliament.     I  ad- 
mit he  dealt  afterwards*  under  a  per- 
fectly separate  head,  with  those  who 
were  imprisoned  for  selling  newspapers ; 
but    this    particular    indictment    was 
founded  upon  the  cases  of  Members  of 
Parliament.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  as  if  he  was  unaware  of  the  dis- 
cretion  which  is  continually  exercised 
by  magistrates  of  refusing  or  not  re- 
fusing bail.     [An  hon.  Membeb  :  That 
is  not  the  point.]    It  is  thepoint.     The 
point  is  this,  and  the  hon.  Member  will 
see  I  did  not  miss  it — but  we  did  not 
criticize  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  way  while  he  was  speaking — ^the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  a  condition 
was  imposed,  and  the  lips  of  the  ac- 
cused Member  were  to  be  closed.     But 
why  had  he  been  arrested?     He  had 
committed  the  offence  of  using  language 
inciting  to  crime;  and  the  condition  which 
was  imposed  by  the  magistrate  was  not 
simply  that  he  was  to  close  his  lips,  but 
that  he  was  to  promise  that  during  the 
time  he  was  on  bail  he  would  not  repeat 
the  off'ence.     That  is  the  whole  grava* 
men  of  the  charge.    It  is  not  as  if  his 
lips  were  to  be  padlocked,  that  was  not 
the  case  at  all ;  the  point  was  he  was  not 
to  repeat  the  particular  offence.  Lawyers 
on  theother  side  will  say  whether  it  is  not 
a  common  demand  to  make  on  the  part 
of  magistrates  that  men  shall  not  repeat 
the  offence  with  which  they  are  charged 
during  the  time  they  are  out  on  bail. 
Hon.  Members  know  that  some  scandals 
have  happened  from  the  absence  of  such 
precautions.     They  know  that  men  who 
have  been  admitted  to  bail  when  charged 
with  a  particular  offence  have  gone  on 
pursuing  the  same  conduct  for  which  it 
was  intended  to  put  them  on  their  trial. 
The  Executive  Government  cannot  be 
expected  to  play  in  this  matter.     What 
we  have  to  do  is  to  administer  an  Act 
so  as  to  secure  the  object  of  that  Act, 
and  it  would  be  a  futile  proceeding  if 
persons  charged  and  admitted  to  bail 
were  to  be  allowed  to  go  on  repeating 
during  the  period  of    their  bail   the 
offence  with  which  they  were  charged. 
I  am  doing  my  best  to  follow  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   through  his  varioiu 


813  Mqje»tyU  Moii  {Fsbbxtaby  17,  1888)         Oraeiaus  Spmh. 


814 


charges^  and  I  am  dealing  witli  them 
seriatim.  It  is  difficult  at  a  moment's 
notice  to  have  to  deal  with  such  an  in- 
dictment. The  next  point  was  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  as 
"incredible  meanness."  What  did  Le 
mean  by  incredible  meanness  ?  It  con- 
sisted, if  I  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rightly,  in  passing  short 
sentences  which  depriyed  the  accused  of 
the  right  of  appeal,  and  in  giving  two 
separate  months'  imprisonment  instead 
of  a  single  sentence  for  two  months, 
which  would  have  carried  that  right. 
This  was  one  of  the  most  eloquent 
passages  of  his  speech.  He  asked — 
•'How,  with  such  incredible  mean- 
ness, can  you  expect  ever  to  be  for- 
given by  the  Irish  people  ?  "  There 
la  a  curious  fact  which  Members  below 
the  Gangway  have  forgotten— an  act  of 
''  incredible  meanness ''  of  that  kind,  if 
^'incredible  meanness"  it  be — namely 
that  precisely  the  same  thing  happened 
under  the  administration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  one  of  his  neigh- 
bours on  that  Bench  was  Chief  Secre- 
tary. Here  is  the  case.  On  the  1st  of 
January,  1883,  Mr.  John  M'Philpin, 
proprietor  of  The  Tuam  Neios^  was  prose- 
cuted under  the  7th  section  of  the 
Grimes  Act  of  1882  before  a  Court  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction  at  Tuam,  and  the 
offence  charged  was  the  publication  of 
intimidating  notices  in  The  Tuam  News, 
This  is  a  Press  prosecution  not  dis- 
similar from  that  of  Alderman  Hooper. 
What  happened  in  this  case  ?  Mr. 
M'Philpin  was  convicted  and  was  sen- 
tenced on  three  distinct  charges  to  im- 
prisonment for  one  month,  14  days,  and 
14  days,  two  months  in  all.  His  soli- 
citor applied  to  have  the  sentence  in- 
creased so  as  to  give  a  right  of  appeal, 
but  the  Court  refused  his  application, 
and  Mr.  M*Philpin  was  removed  in  cus- 
tody. Oh!  incredible  meanness!  Can  the 
Government  which  pursued  such  a  course 
of  •  incredible  meanness,"  or  which 
sanctioned  the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
trate in  performing  such  an  act  as  this,  be 
pardoned  now  by  hon.  Members  who  sit 
below  the  Gangway  ?  Let  mo  congratu- 
late hon.  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  on  the  indulgence  of  their 
memories,  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  no  actions  of  this  kind 
ought  ever  to  be  forgiven ,  and  the  fact  that 
we  have  performed  such  acts,  ought,  he 
considers,  ta  rouse   any  public  spirit 


that  may  still  remain  in  Ireland  to 
what  apparently  would  be  further  resist- 
ance to  the  laws.  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  feels  that  this  charge  of 
"  incredible  meanness "  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  had  the  effect 
which  he  intended.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  others  have  complained 
of  what  they  call  our  continual  resort  to 
tu  guoque.  But  tu  quoque  means  not  only 
a  desire  to  recriminate;  we  have  a 
deeper  and  a  more  valuable  meaning, 
one  we  are  free  to  press  home — namely, 
to  show  the  hollowness  of  the  accusa- 
tions against  the  present  Government. 
If  we  euflude  to  these  transactions  in  the 

East,  it  is  not  in  order  to  pour  oppro- 
rium  upon  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. I  can  assure  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site there  is,  at  least  on  my  part,  no 
desire  to  give  any  pain  by  these  remin- 
iscences, though  painful,  I  am  afraid, 
they  must  sometimes  be ;  but  the  object 
is  to  show  that  there  is  obvious  hollow- 
ness and  insincerity  in  the  charges  made, 
that  they  are  made  at  the  spur  of  poli- 
tical necessity  and  with  a  particular 
political  object,  and  that  they  are  not 
believed  in  even  by  those  who  make 
them,  because  it  is  clear  that  the  Govern- 
ment presided  over  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  was  a  Member, 
would  never  have  been  guilty  of  any 
act  of  ''  incredible  meanness."  I  refer 
to  this  matter  in  order  to  show  that  the 
charges  against  the  Government  are 
hollow  charges,  and  simply  made  in 
order  to  score  a  political  point.  As 
to  the  charge  made  against  us  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  I'oference  to 
newspapers,  he  was  perfectly  inaccurate 
as  regards  the  facts.  He  said  in  elo- 
quent language — *'  How  can  these  poor 
men  know  the  contents  of  the  paper 
which  they  are  selling?"  They  may 
know  the  contents  of  the  paper.  They 
had  been  distinctly  warned  by  the  police 
before,  that  if  they  sold  the  paper  they 
would  be  sent  to  R:aol.  [Home  Rule 
cries  q/  **  Oh!  "]  I  might  repeat  the 
observation  of  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  say  that  hon.  Members  do 
not  see  the  point.  The  point  is  not 
what  the  Government  did,  but  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  they  did'. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged  the 
magistrates  and  the  police  with  sending 
men  to  prison  who  were  perfectly 
innocent  of  the  offences  of  which  they 
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were  oonvicted.  Is  thai  a  fair  state- 
ment? The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  how  these  men  knew  what  was  in 
the  paper.  I  answer  him  that  they 
knew  they  were  breaking  the  law,  and 
that  they  intended  to  break  it  under  the 
pressure  of  the  National  League.  [  Criet 
0/  < '  Oh ! "  1  It  was  part  of  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  League.  I  may  say  distinctly 
that  it  is  not  the  Gk>YerDment  who  have 
sent  these  persons  to  prison.  They  have 
been  sent  to  prison  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  the  law,  and  I  demur  to  the 
statement  that  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  this  House  is  to  be  held  respon- 
sible  for  every  act  done  in  the  ordinary 
process  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  At  aU 
events,  I  have  answered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  point.  The  facts  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presented  to  the 
House  are  totally  inaccurate,  and  I  re- 
peat that  these  men  were  sent  to  prison 
because  they  had  deliberately  defied  the 
law.  Of  course,  this  is  an  offence  which 
has  ceased  to  be  an  offence  since  the 
new  doctrines  preached  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  were  accepted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway. 
It  is  impossible  for  me  at  this  time  of 
night  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man through  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
but  I  have  done  my  best  to  answer  some 
of  his  accusations  on  points  of  detail.  I 
will  now  deal  with  the  graver  questions 
which  he  raised  towards  the  end  of  his 
speech.  He  said  that  we  had  failed  to 
establish  our  case.  He  contended  that 
we  had  failed  to  put  down  crime  and  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and,  above  all,  that 
we  had  failed  to  establish  a  connection 
between  the  National  League  and  crime. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  reminded  the 
House,  too,  how  differently  he  himself 
had  dealt  with  the  League.  The  House 
will  remember  his  own  phrase — "  Crime 
dogged  the  footsteps  of  the  League." 
We  know  now  that  this  statement  was 
no  inference  on  his  part.  He  has  told 
us  to-night  how  carefully  he  had  ex- 
amined the  case.  It  was  after  that 
careful  examination  that  he  declared 
that  crime  dogged  the  footsteps  of  the 
League.  He  had  gone  through  the  case 
district  by  district,  county  by  county ;  he 
had  brought  his  great  experience  and 
information  to  bear  upon  the  question, 
and  as  the  result  he  introduced  a  Crimes 
Bill  into  this  House,  and  stated  on  his 
own  responsibility  afterwards  that  crime 
dogged  the  footsteps  of  the  League.  I 

JUr,  Ooschen 


The  National  League,  we  know,  is  the 
direct  heir  of  the  Land  League,  and  we 
are  told  by  authorized  spokesmen  of  the 
League  that  they  have  not  changed 
their  methods,  and  that  they  have  not 
abandoned  their  policy.  I  noticed  that 
it  was  with  some  consternation  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  listened 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
explained  how  carefully  he  had  ex- 
amined the  manner  in  which  crime 
dogged  the  footsteps  of  the  League.  I 
leave  it  to  him  to  explain,  or  to  any  of 
his  Friends  to  explain,  when  crime  ceased 
to  dog  those  footsteps.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complimented  the  men 
who  organized  the  League  and  who  were 
its  chief  members  at  that  time.  Has  he 
forgotten  or  has  he  forgiven  them  since 
he  found  that  crime  dogged  the  foot- 
steps of  the  League  ?  I  leave  that  ques- 
tion for  him  to  answer.  It  is  difficult 
enough,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  it,  as  having  been  once  respon- 
sible for  the  government  of  Ireland,  to 
discover  the  distinct  link  and  to  trace 
those  connections,  many  of  which  are 
underground.  But  evidence  has  been 
brought  forward  now  which  shows  that 
there  are  cases  which  can  be  traced,  I 
will  not  say  to  the  direct  action,  but  I 
will  say  to  the  system  of  the  League. 
If  it  is  not  through  the  influence  of  the 
organization  of  the  League  that  these 
crimes  have  taken  place,  to  what  results 
are  they  due?  It  is  not  from  some 
sudden  impulse  that  Moonlighters  have 
visited  the  cottages  of  persons  obnoxious 
to  the  promoters  of  the  national  move- 
ment, but  it  is  in  consequence  of  an 
organization,  and  I  should  have  thought 
that  with  the  immense  means  at  the 
disposal  of  the  League  they  might  have 
been  able,  had  they  been  willing,  to 
assist  the  Government  in  discovering 
many  of  these  crimes.  What  is  the  only 
possible  inference  when  we  see  that 
resolutions  passed  by  branches  of  the 
League  have  been  followed  in  many 
instances  by  crimes  committed  against 
the  people  whom  these  resolutions  de- 
nouncea  ?  We  have  been  challenged 
as  to  whether  there  is  an  improvement 
or  not  in  the  state  of  Ireland.  Evidence 
has  been  given  of  that ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  asked  whether  we  can  show 
that  there  is  a  diminution  in  the  num- 
ber of  farms  remaining  unlet  on  account 
of  that  cruel  system  of  Boycotting  men, 
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who  have  taken  evicted  farms.    We  can 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  as- 
surance and  we  can  make  to  him  the 
statement  that  there  is  an  improvement 
and  a  decided  improvement  in  that  re- 
spect.   There  was  a  time  when  there 
was  a  constant  increase  in  the  number 
of  farms  thus  Ijing  desolate,  ruining 
agriculture,  and  ruining  the  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  because    branches  of  the 
National  League  would  not  let  men  who 
had    wives  and  children    whom   they 
wished  to  support  find  the  means  of 
subsistence  on  a  farm  that  was  awaiting 
his  labour.    I  say  we  see  a  distinct  im- 
provement in  this  respect.      But   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ask  us  to 
lay  statistics  on  the  Table.     He  himself 
was  unable  when  at  the  head  of  the 
Qovemment  to  assent  to  the  production 
of  such  statistics,  because  it  is  dangerous 
and  against  the  public  interest  to  pub- 
lish pai'ticulars  of  the  farms  which  are 
derelict  or  have  been  derelict  in  a  sche- 
dule.   No,  wo  cannot  produce  these  sta- 
tistics ;  but  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  will  be  glad 
to  learn  that  under  the  effect  of  the  legis- 
lation of   Her  Majesty's   Government 
there  is  in  this  respect,  as  well  as  in  re- 
spect of  the  diminution  of  crime  and  to 
the  greaterliberty  of  the  loyalist  minority 
in  Ireland,  a  distinct  and  decided  im- 
provement.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  spoke  ot  the  assurances  which 
he  is  DOW  getting  continually  from  those 
who   belong  to  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland.    [An  hon.  Member  :  Give  us 
proofs.]     We  have  endeavoured  to  put 
evidence  and  proofs  before  you ;  but 
there  are  many  points  on  which  the 
facts  are  as  clear  and  as  plain  as  day, 
which    yet    cannot    be    scheduled   in 
the  columns  of  a  Heturn  presented  to 
Parliament.    U  the  loyal  minority  are 
feeling  greater    courage,    if  they  are 
feeling  greater  confidence,  if  they  are 
shaking  off  the  intimidation  that  was 
practised  upon  them,  if  they  are  bring- 
ing daily  to  the  (Government  evidence 
that  they  believe  there  is  an  improve- 
ment in  Ireland,  that  of  itself  proves 
that  we  have  made  progress,  ana  that 
something  and  even   much  has   been 
gained.  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite,  if  they  like,  may  triumph 
at  what  they  think  the  progress  of  their 
cause.    \^Hom  RuU  ehUn,  and  a  cry  of 


*'  Southwark !  "]    Above  all,  they  have 
cause  to  triumph  in  thinking  that  they 
have  won  over  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  to  the  milder  forms  of  Boycotting, 
and  to  that   organized  intimidation  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North-£ast 
Cork  boasts,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  been  Prime  Minister  of  Eng- 
land.   Why  do  they  not  cheer  ?    That 
certainly  is  a    great    gain  for  them, 
and  one  which  heightens  the  difficulty 
of  the  Government,  but  which  does  not 
heighten  it  to  a  degree  which  makes  us 
shrink  from  the  tremendous  task    in 
which  we  are  now  engaged.    In    his 
eloquent  peroration,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  pointed  out  to    us  the   enor« 
mous  difficulties  which  lie  in  our  path. 
Although  I  do  not  say  that  he  spoke  in 
a  menacing  way  of    possible  foreign 
complications,  he  yet  spoke  of  the  diffi- 
culties that  might  surround  us,  and  he 
asked   us  to  be  wise  in  time.    In  no 
speech,   however,  that  we  have  heard 
from  the  Benches  opposite  has  there 
been  any  recognition  of  the  duty  which 
we  owe  to  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  In- 
verness (Mr.  Finlay),  in  his  able  speech 
yesterday,  emphasized  that  duty,  and 
pointed  out  how  it  would  be  a  disgrace 
and  a  dishonour  if  we  were  to  hand 
over  Ireland  now  to  the  forces  of  the 
National  League.    And  what  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  ?    He  calls  that  a  platitude. 
He   says  that  the  duty  of  this  coun* 
try  to  the  loyal  minority  who  have  stood 
by  us  is  a  platitude.     Well,  I  believe 
that  the  Unionist  Party  do  not  so  read 
their  political  duty.    We  do  not  con- 
sider that  even  if  expediency,  even  if  our 
political  interests  pointed  in  that  direc- 
tion, we  could  for  one  moment  swerve 
from  the  course  that  we  are  now  pur* 
suing.     If  we  saw  that  our  difficulties 
were  greater  than  they  are — and  I  ad- 
mit to  the  full  how  those  difficulties  are 
heightened  by  the  present  action  of  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman    opposite   (Mr. 
W.  B.  Gladstone)— I  beheve  that  we 
should  be  false  to  the  mandate  which 
we  received  at  the  hands  of  our  country- 
men, if  we  were  to  allow  any  threats  or 
menaces  from   whatever  quarter  they 
may  come,  whether  from  America  or 
from  Ireland,  or  from  the  lips  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  divert  us  from 
the  duty  which  lies  upon  us.    The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  spoke  as  if  it  was  in 
coercion  alone  that  we  were  engaged— 
["Hear,  hear!"]— while  at  the  same 
time  those  who  cneer  forget  that  their 
Leader  himself  has  acknowledged  the 
heneficial  effect  of  our  legislation.  In 
one  sentence  they  denounce  ns  for 
having  no  other  policy  than  coercion, 
and  in  another  they  compliment  us  on 
the  success  of  our  Land  Act.  It  is  not 
only  on  coercion  that  we  are  engaged. 
We  wish  as  sincerely  and  as  earnestly 
as  any  Oentlemen  opposite  to  be  able  to 
serve  the  interests  of  Ireland ;  but  ob- 
stacles are  thrown  in  our  path.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  said  that  even  if  we  attempt 
to  develop  the  resources  of  Ireland,  un- 
less we  took  the  National  League  as  our 
advisers  and  assistants  —  ["  No  !  "J 
Not  the  National  League  ?  Why,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  will  not 
disavow  the  sense  of  his  remark. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLET :  It  is  not  a 
question  of  sense.  I  did  not  say  the 
National  League.  What  I  said  was 
that  it  was  in  vain  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  dangle  his  bag  of  British 
sovereigns  before  the  eyes  of  the  Irish 
people  in  order  to  carry  out  public  works 
for  Ireland  unless  he  took  the  Irish 
nation  into  co-operation. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  I  see  very  little 
difference.  [*'0h,  oh!"  and  derUive 
Some  Eule  cheen,']  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  had  better  strike 
out  the  note  he  is  making  because 
he  has  not  heard  what  I  was  going  to 
say. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  I  wUl 
take  that  down  too. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  Why  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite  cheered  was  because  they 
thought  I  had  made  a  slip.  With 
their  habitual  impatience  and  intem- 
perance they  scarcely  listen  to  the  end 
of  a  sentence,  and  then  they  take  ad- 
vantage of  a  truncated  bit  of  one's 
periods.  I  was  about  to  say  that  from 
the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
those  who  claim  that  the  National 
League  represents  the  Irish  nation,  it  is 
precisely  what  he  wished  to  indicate, 
that  unless  we  took  the  National  Party 
into  co-operation  we  should  do  no  good 
whatever  by  advancing  public  works  in 
Ireland.  As  we  do  not  intend,  in  the 
sense  which  he  wishes,,   to  take   the 
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National  League  or  the  National  Party 
into  co-operation,  as  we  do  not  intend 
to  grant  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means  this— and 
it  is  my  charge  against  him — that  he 
recommends  that  Ireland  is  to  be  leffc 
without  that  development  of  her  re- 
sources which  hon.  Members  for  Ireland 
so  urgently  believe  she  needs,  lest  any 
grant  for  that  purpose  should  be  sullied 
by  coming  from  the  hands  of  an  Im- 

Eerial  instead  of  a  local  Parliament.  I 
ave  ventured  to  point  to  that  in  order 
to  show  the  difficulties  which  surround 
the  Government,  not  only  in  its  task  of 
maintaining  law  and  authority,  but  also 
in  its  task  of  doing  that  justice  to  Ire- 
land which  we  are  as  anxious  to  do  as 
hon.  Members  opposite.  They  declare 
beforehand  that  even  if  we  attempt  to 
assist  Ireland  we  shall  be  met  by  op- 
position which  shall  thwart  us.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  the  responsibility  of  such 
hostility  will  rest  upon  the  so-called 
friends  of  Ireland ;  it  will  not  rest  upon 
the  majority  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. We  shall  endeavour  to  go  for- 
ward in  the  duty  which  has  been  im- 
posed upon  us,  and  in  doing  so  we  shall 
rely  upon,  and  we  shall  receive,  the 
support  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Gbeat  Britain. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  (Derby): 
I  think,  Sir,  that  this  will  be  a  memor- 
able debate,  memorable  not  only  for  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  it,  but  for  the  incidents  which 
have  occurred  in  it.  The  Government 
have,  in  what  has  been  called  '*  a  chal- 
lenging speech,"  invited  the  judgment 
of  the  country  upon  their  conduct  in 
Ireland,  which,  I  venture  to  say,  after 
the  course  of  this  debate — and  I  say  it 
with  confidence — has  been  a  history  of 
humiliating  failure.  But  there  is  an- 
other tribunal  and  another  Court  before 
which  they  have  to  be  tried — a  Court, 
not  of  Resident  Magistrates,  not  a  Conrt 
in  communication  with  Dublin  Castle, 
but  a  Court  which  consists  of  the  free 
tribunal  of  the  people  of  England. 
Yes,  Sir ;  their  history  for  the  last  six 
months  has  been  before  the  people  of 
this  country.  They  have  gone  about 
assuring  and  re-assuring  their  followers 
that  in  no  circumstances  shall  there  be 
a  Dissolution.  Ah !  they  are  right  to 
fear  a  Dissolution.  They  are  right  to 
fear  the  terrible  judgment   which   is 
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awaiting  their  acts.     The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  ''  orated  "  about  the 
country;   he  has  laid  the  case  of  the 
Government  before  the  country.     He 
complained     in   his    speech    that    the 
House  of  Commons  was  like  a  public 
meeting ;  but  I  observe  that  in  what  he 
called  his  truncated  periods  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — '^I  appeal  to  this 
House,  and  I  appeal  to  the  public;" 
and  such  observations  occurred  by  the 
dozen.      The   right    hon.     Gentleman 
said — **  The  country  will  know ; "  but 
the  country  does  know.     You  need  not 
go  very  far  away — not  even  outside  of 
your  pot  preserve  of  the  Metropolitan 
constituencies — to  find  out  that  the  coun- 
try does  know.     But  after  the  news 
which  saluted  him  in   the    course  of 
his  speech,  I  really  felt  a  compassion 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ^elings 
when   the  result  of  the  poll  at  West 
Southwark  was  made  known  to   him. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  How  about  Dundee?] 
We  heard  no  more  about  the  country, 
and  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was  addressed  altogether  to  the 
undissolved  and  the  indissoluble  TTnion 
majority  in  this  House.     At  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  that  he  was  coming 
to  the  heart  of  the  Irish  Question.    I 
waited  with  great  patience  for  one  hour 
and  20  minutes,  and  I  could  not  discover 
from  that  speech  what  the  heart  of  the 
Irish  Question  was.  I  rather  think  that, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Ministry, 
the  Irish  Question  is  defective  in  the 
particular  quality  of  heart.     There  may 
be  a  great  deal  of   administrative  de- 
tail ;  but  there  is  evidently  no  heart  in 
it.     We  have  had  some  very  singular 
statements  made  from  the  Government 
Benches  in  the  course  of  this  debate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer have  both  made  very  long  speeches, 
and  there  is  not  a  very  long  time  left  at 
my  disposal  in  which  to  reply  to  those 
speeches ;  but  I  must  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
fizohequer  has  treated  me  very  fairly, 
because,  although  he  has  made  a  very 
long  speech  and  has  given  me  very  little 
time  to  answer  it  io,  he  has  given  me 
very  little  to  answer.    In  the  first  place, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  falls  back  upon 


that  great  refuge  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
the  tu  quoque  argument ;  but  it  strikes 
me  that  in  the  instances  relied  upon  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there  was 
plenty  of  the  que,  but  that  the  quo  was 
altogether  missing.  The  instances  upon 
which  he  relied  had  not  the  remotest 
resemblance  to  each  other ;  and  it  is  the 
essence  of  the  tu  quoque  that  there  should 
be  some  resemblance  between  the  two 
cases.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
pared a  case  in  which  a  man  had  asked 
to  have  a  higher  sentence  of  two  months 
passed  upon  him  in  order  that  he  might 
appeal  with  that  in  which  a  man  had 
received  two  consecutive  sentences  of 
one  month  each,  neither  of  which  would 
entitle  him  to  an  appeal.  Under  the 
Coercion  Act,  it  does  not  even  require  us 
to  be  Hesident  Magistrates  to  see  that 
there  is  a  vast  distinction  between  the 
two  cases ;  and  I  must  apologize  to  the 
House  for  having  even  noticed  the  mat- 
ter. In  answer  to  the  complaint  about 
the  treatment  of  newsvendors,  he  said 
that  they  were  told  that  if  they  sold  cer- 
tain publications  they  would  be  sent  to 
prison ;  and  he  relied  upon  that  answer 
to  the  complaint  as  conclusive,  as  though 
it  were  sufficient  to  tell  these  people  that 
they  must  give  up  their  perfectly  inno- 
cent means  of  liyelihood,  or  else  they 
must  go  to  prison .  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man objected  to  my  taking  a  note  of  his 
admission  that  the  National  League  was 
the  same  thing  as  the  Irish  nation.  I 
do  not  differ  from  that  conclusion,  nor 
even  from  the  changed  form  of  the  ex- 
pression, when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
substituted  the  words  ** Irish  Party" 
for  "Irish  nation."  '[An  hon.  Member: 
The  Nationalist  Party.]  Well,  I  do  not 
object  to  adopt  even  the  expression  **  the 
Nationalist  Party,"  because  that  Party 
represents  86  out  of  103  Irish  Members 
in  this  House,  and,  therefore,  it  comes 
round  to  the  same  thing,  though,  of 
course.  We  know  that  in  their  political 
arithmetic  the  Party  opposite  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  86  Nationalist  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  equal  to  even  the  smallest 
Member  among  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezdie- 
quer  said  that  he  wanted  to  go  into  the 
heart  of  the  Irish  Question ;  but  why 
did  he  not  do  so  ?  The  heart  of  the  Irish 
Question,  as  I  understand  it  in  this  de- 
bate, is  whether  your  system  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  has  been  a  success  or  a 
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failure.  Has  coercion  produced  the  re- 
sults which  eyerjone  would  desire  ?  I 
suppose  the  results  of  all  goreroment 
which  everyone  desires  would  be  a  con- 
tented people.  Have  you  produced  by 
your  system  of  government  of  Ireland  a 
contented  people,  or  are  you  likely  to 
produce  it  by  the  course  you  are  pur- 
suing ? 

GoLONBL  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  S.  W., 
Bootle) :  In  another  five  years. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  The 
time  varies.  It  was  20  years  just  now ; 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Q-entleman  now 
says  five  years.  You  have  had  700 
years,  and  you  have  not  done  it  yet. 
rColonel  Sandys:  Cromwell  did  it.] 
There  is  a  disciple  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  of  the  Crom- 
weUian  policy  of  Hell  or  Connaught. 
The  Attorney  General  the  other  night 
said  to  us— audit  is  quite  true — ''You 
change  your  policy  and  you  change  your 
opinions."  And  then  he  said — "  Why 
not  give  a  reason  for  it  ?  "  That  is  not 
correct ;  we  have  given  a  reason  for  it. 
It  is  because  we  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  policy  of  coercion  is  a 
failure,  and  ought  to  be  reversed.  Do 
not  say  that  is  not  a  reason ;  you  may 
not  agree  with  it ;  but,  if  true,  that  is 
the  best  reason  that  could  possibly  be 
given.  The  remarkable  part  of  the 
matter  is  that  you  yourselves  came  to 
the  same  conclusion  not  very  long  ago. 
I  am  not  using  this  as  a  /ti  quoquSj  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  believe  that  I  do 
not  use  it  in  a  Party  sense,  when  I  say 
that  it  is  a  very  remarkable  circum- 
stance. I  will  assume,  in  your  favour, 
that  you  were  not  acting  from  any  Party 
motives  whatever,  but  that  you  were 
acting  from  sincere  conviction  and  care- 
ful observation  of  the  working  of  the 
Act  of  1882,  when  you  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, which  all  of  you  expressed  in 
1885,  that  the  policy  of  coercion  in  1882 
had  been  a  failure,  and  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  resumed,  and  that  you  ought  to 
govern  Ireland  not  upon  principles  of 
coercion.  Then  how  can  you  with  any 
justice  say,  having  yourselves  arrived  at 
Ihat  opinion,  that  we  are  wrong  in 
arriving  at  that  conclusion,  too?  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  is  an  argument 
deserving   your   attention.      You   are 

foing  to  put  down  the  National  League, 
[ardly  the  most  sanguine  among  you 
claims  that  you  have  put  down  the  Na- 
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tional  League.  No  doubt  it  is  a  powerful 
organization ;  and,  as  I  understand,  it 
has  two  objects.  One  is  a  political 
object,  and  the  other  I  may  call  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  word,  and  not  in  any 
invidious  sense,  is  an  agrarian  object 
to  deal  with  the  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  Ireland.  You  have 
determined  to  put  that  organization 
down  by  exceptional  laws  and  by  an 
exceptional  administration.  I  would 
take  leave  to  ask,  is  that  a  wise  thing 
to  attempt  ?  Is  it  an  attempt  which  is 
likely  to  succeed?  We  are  not  alto- 
gether without  lessons  of  experience  in 
this  matter.  Unfortunately,  you  have 
taught  Ireland  that  she  can  never  get 
the  most  ordinary  justice  except  by  the 
only  resource  which  belongs  to  the  weak, 
the  resource  of  combination.  Among 
all  the  great  boons  of  justice  given  much 
too  late  to  Ireland,  every  one  has  bean 
extorted  by  the  combination  of  the  Irish 
people.  You  cannot  expect  that  the 
Iriui  people  should  not  remember  that 
lesson  which  you  yourselves  have  so 
repeatedly  taught  her.  That  was  the 
case  with  Catholic  Emancipation,  I  do 
not  wish  to  weary  the  House;  but  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  histoiy 
of  the  Catholic  Association.  It  has  a 
resemblance  to  the  National  League — a 
very  close  resemblance,  indeed.  Let  me 
read  an  account  given  of  the  Catholic 
Association  by  Mr.  Dawson,  a  very  well- 
known  man,  and  a  relation  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel.    He  says— 

<*  The  state  of  Ireland  ii  an  anomaly  in  ths 
history  of  civilized  nations.  It  is  tme  that  we 
have  a  Gk>Temment  to  which  an  oatwaid  obedi- 
ence is  shown,  which  is  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment and  answerable  to  God  for  the  manner  of 
administering  its  functions;  bat  it  is  equally 
tme  that  an  immense  majority  of  the  people 
look  up,  not  to  the  legiUmato  Goyemmenty  bot 
to  an  irreeponsible  and  to  a  self*constitoled 
Association  for  the  administration  of  the  alhirs 
of  the  oountry.  The  peace  of  Ireland  depends 
not  upon  the  Government  of  the  Kiiyp ,  but  upon 
the  dictation  of  the  Oatholio  Association.  It 
has  defied  the  Government  and  trampled  upon 
the  law  of  the  land.  •  .  .  The  condition  of 
the  landlords  is  not  more  consoling;  already 
they  have  been  robbed  of  their  influence  over 
the  tenantry — already  they  have  become  bat 
mere  ciphers  on  their  estates;  nay,  in  many 
places  they  are  worse  than  ciphers,  they  have 
been  forced  to  beoome  the  tools  of  their  domi- 
neering masters,  the  Catholic  priesthood  ;  and 
it  depends  upon  a  single  breath,  a  single  resola- 
tion  of  the  Oatholio  Association,  whether  the 
landlords  are  to  be  robbed  of  their  rents  or  not. 
So  perfect  a  system  of  organisation  was  nevsr 
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yet  achieved  by  anybody  not  poBseesing  the 
leffitimaie  powers  of  govemment.  It  ie  power- 
tm,  it  is  arrogant ;  it  derides,  and  it  has 
triumphed  orer  the  enactments  of  the  Legis- 
latare ;  and  it  goes  on  filling  its  coffers  from 
the  voluntary  oontribations  of  the  people." 

Oould  jou  more  aoourately  describe  what 
is  now  said  of  the  National  djeague  ? 
I  An  hon.  Mbmbsr:  The  same  thing.] 
It  is  exactly  the  same  state  of  things. 
In  1 825,  that  being  the  state  of  things, 
Parliament  determined  to  put  down  me 
Oatholio  Association.    I  advise  you  to 
read  the  history  of  those  debates.    We, 
the  Liberal  Party,  are  told  that  we  are 
acting  in  a  manner  unworthy  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  beeause  we  do  not  support 
you  in  endeavouring  to  put  down  the 
National  League.    What  did  the  Liberal 
Party  do  in  1825  ?    They  resisted  with 
all  their  might,  and  to  the  point  of  ob- 
struction, the  Act  of  Parliament  to  put 
down  the  Catholic  Association.    I  think 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  was  debated 
for  five  nights — a  remarkable  thing  in 
those  days.    Every  great  man  in  the 
Liberal  Party  declared  that  until  the 
Catholic  claims  were  conceded  they  would 
be    no   parties    to  putting    down   the 
Catholic  Association.     And    until    the 
legitimate  demands    of    the    National 
League  are  granted  we  will  be  no  parties 
in  assisting  you  in  putting  down  the 
National  League.    We  wiu  offer  pre- 
cisely the  same  opposition  to  your  at- 
tempts to  suppress  the  National  League 
as  was  offered  by  our  forefathers  to  the 
attempts  to  put  down  the  Catholic  As- 
sociation.   Tne  Tory  Party  got  their  Act 
of  Parliament  to  put  down  the  Catholic 
Association.      Did  they  put  it  down  ? 
They  were  not  inferior  men.    There  was 
the  Duke  of  Wellington.    He  was  the 
equal  of  the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.    Then  there  was  Sir  Bobert 
Peel.     He  might  be  matched  even  with 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    They 
got  all  the  powers  of  Parliament  to  put 
down  the  Catholic  Association.     They 
felt  it  was    a    question    whether    the 
Catholic  Association  should  govern  or 
whether  they    should    govern.     They 
went  on  just  as  you  are  going  on.   They 
said  in  those  aays  that  the  Catholic 
Association  was  dependent  upon  coercion , 
and  that  if  the  people  were  free  they 
would  resist  the  Catholic  priests.    They 
declared  that  never,  no  never,  would 
they  yield.     Well,  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  oould  not  be 


more  emphatic.    They,  too,  had  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  who  was  not  quite  sound, 
and  they  dismissed  him,  because  they 
thought  he  favoured  the  Catholic  claims. 
So  Lord  Anfflesea  was  dismissed.    Up 
to  the  very  last  moment  they  declarea 
that  they  never  would  yield ;  and  aU  of 
a  sudden  it  was  not  they  who  suppressed 
the  Catholic  Association,  but  it  was  the 
Catholic  Association  which  suppressed 
them.    If  you  read  the  reasons  which 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  gave  for  conceding  the 
Catholic  claims  you  will  find  that  one  of 
the  main  arguments  he  put  forward  in 
his  speech  was  the  result  of  the  Clare 
election.    That  election  was  an  open 
defiance  of  the  then  existing  electoral 
law  of  the  country.     Sir  Bobert  Peel 
foresaw    that    election    after    election 
would  go  with  the  Catholics,    as  the 
Clare  election  had  ffoue ;  and  you  will 
find  in  that  remarkable  speech  that  one 
of  the  main  reasons  he  gave  for  con- 
ceding the  Catholic  claims  was  that  it 
was  impossible  for  any  English  Govern- 
ment to  carry  on  a  policy  of  coercion 
against  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of   the    Irish    people. 
You  are  going,  you  say,  to  put  down  the 
National  League.    Will  you  succeed  ? 
What    politically    does   the    National 
League  represent?     It  represents  the 
struggle  of  the  Irish  people  against  the 
policy    of   the    Party    of  Aiicendency. 
xou    are  the  Bepresentatives   of   that 
Party  of  Ascendency.    When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham   (Mr.  Chamberlain)   went 
to  Belfast,  it  was  to  that  Party  of  As- 
cendency that  he  appealed,    and    not 
to    the    Irish    nation.      He  spoke    o 
Ulster  as  a  fortress  placed  at  the  baok 
gate  of  Ireland.    It  was  by  the  Party 
of  Ascendency  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  were  surrounded 
when  they  went  to  Dublin.     What  is 
all    this    talk    we    hear    of   the  loyal 
minority?     What  do  they  understand 
by  it?    It  means  that  garrison,   that 
fortress  that  you  have  planted  in  a  con- 
quered country — it  means  the  minority 
that  by  means  of  your  bayonets  have 
been  assisted  to  trample  on  the  majority 
of   their    ooantrymen.      The   Unionist 
policy  is  the  policy  of  ascendency ;  and 
as  far  as  I  understand  the  politics!  ob- 
ject of  the  National  League — and  it  is 
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only  in  that  sense  that  I  approve  it,  and 
in  that  sense  I  approve  it  altogether — 
it  is  the  old  policy  of  the  struggle 
against  the  Party  of  Ascendancy  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  is  a  straggle  in  which  we 
have  always  been  successful,  and  in 
which  you  have  always  been  defeated. 
But  the  National  League  has  another 
object — an  agrarian  object — namely,  to 
deal  with  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  found  fault  with  some 
thinfi^  that  I  have  said  of  the  Irish 
lan^ords.  I  have  nothing  to  retract. 
The  more  I  see  of  the  evidence  of  the 
conduct  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  the 
more  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  no 
language  too  strong  to  condemn  their 
conduct.  The  history  of  their  injustice 
and  their  cruelty  for  generations  is 
written  in  the  eviaence  taken  by  Eoyal 
Commission  after  Boyal  Commission. 
Bead  the  Beports  of  the  Devon  and 
Cowper  Commissions.  You  talk  of  the 
highway  robbery  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. But  by  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore these  Boyal  Commissions  it  appears 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  have 
robbed  their  tenants  of  their  property 
and  driven  them  from  their  native  land. 
In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  language  too 
strong  to  characterize  their  conduct. 
You  placed  the  landlords  in  Ireland  ori- 
ginally as  a  garrison,  and  gave  them  a 
power  so  large  as  to  be  demoralizing  to 
every  class  in  the  country.  Do  not  sup- 
pose that  Lord  Clanricarde's  case  is  an 
exceptional  one.  I  could  mention  other 
similar  cases;  but  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  the  House.  But  what  are  you 
going  to  do  ?  The  thing  is  going  to  be 
tried  out  in  the  case  of  Lord  danricarde 
between  you  and  the  National  League, 
which  in  other  cases  has  invariably 
succeeded  in  securing  fair  terms  for  the 
tenants.  It  is  said  that  the  Irish  ten- 
ants enjoy  exceptionally  favourable 
terms  under  the  land  legislation  of 
recent  years.  But  what  help  did  you 
give  in  passing  that  legislation  ?  Why, 
quite  recently  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
went  down  to  Liverpool  and  denounced 
the  Land  Act  of  1881.  He  spoke 'of  it 
as  subversive  of  society;  and  he  con- 
demned the  men  who  were  parties  to 
the  carrying  of  the  Act  of  1881— a  con- 
demnation in  which  the  Earl  of  Selborne 
and  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  were  necessarily  included. 
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What  conclusion  should  we  draw  from 
such  language  of  the  Prime  Minister? 
Is  it  not  to  be  naturally  inferred  that 
such  animosity  and  denunciation  means 
that  you  will  strain  every  power  of  the 
Coercion  Act  to  thwart  its  beneficent 
working?  And  that  is  what  you  are 
doing  every  day.  If  there  be  an  act  of 
administration  which  can  encourage — 
which  can  support — the  injustioe  of  a 
landowner  there  you  will  find  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  at  the  back  of  it. 
If  there  is  an  act  of  administration 
which  can  be  done  to  warp  the  benefi- 
cient  action  of  the  Land  Act,  there  jou 
will  find  everything  done  to  trip  up  and 
thwart  it.  And  that  is  the  consequence 
of  the  attitude  which  the  Government 
have  taken  up  with  reference  to  the 
Land  Act.  Now,  the  methods  pursued 
by  the  National  League  are  condemned. 
Well,  Sir,  if  the  National  League  has 
conduced,  or  is  conducing,  to  crime,  it 
deserves  to  be  condemned.  What  proof 
have  you  attempted  to  adduce  that  it  is 
now  acting  in  that  direction  ?  You  have 
shown  none  whatever.  Even,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qladstone)  showed 
most  conclusively,  the  Attorney  General 
has  utterly  failed  to  make  out  any  case. 
The  whole  evidence  I  have  is  that  the 
National  League  is  doing,  and  has  done 
of  late,  at  all  events,  a  great  deal  more 
than  you  have  done  to  put  down  agra- 
rian crime  in  Ireland.  In  that  sense,  I 
believe  that  the  National  League  has 
been  of  immense  value  to  the  country  in 
Ireland.  But  then  you  condemn  Boy- 
cotting, and  say  that  it  is  the  wicked 
engine  of  the  League.  If  the  House 
will  have  patience  with  me  for  only 
a  few  minutes  I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  or  two  about  Boyoottiag. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  -  East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  in  a  speech 
which  was  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
and  impressive  speeches  I  have  ever 
heard  in  the  House  of  Commons — the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  taunts  us 
for  our  admiration  of  that  speech ;  bat, 
depend  upon  it,  it  will  be  read  and  ad- 
mired and  will  arouse  sympathy  in  every 
part  of  the  Dominions  of  the  Queen ;  and 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  thinks 
that  he  will  countervail  its  effects  by 
insults  directed  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork,  I  can  assure 
him  he  is  very  much   mistaken.    The 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  personally  is 
a  most  amiable  man ;  but  does  he  think 
it  is  a  proof  of  strength  to  insoltpeople 
whom  he  has  in  his  hands?  He  has 
not  had  a  long  experience  in  the  art 
of  gOTemmoDt;  but  I  can  tell  him 
that  is  not  the  best  way  of  govern- 
ing. When  you  have  locked  a  man 
up  in  prison,  to  write  sneering 
letters  is  not  generous,  is  not  magnani- 
mous; and  if  those  are  qualities  to 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  tor  Ireland 
does  not  aspire,  let  me  assure  him  that 
he  will  not  be  successful.  I  know,  how- 
ever, that  he  is  only  following  a  more 
august  example.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  challenged 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-night 
to  make  an  answer  on  behalf  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.  The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  knowing  that  a  man  had 
been  cast  into  prison  and  could  not 
answer  for  himself,  made  a  charge 
against  that  man  which  has  been  proved 
in  every  particular  to  be  absolutely  un- 
true— [Mr.  Balfoitb  dissented] — in  every 
particular  to  be  absolutely  false.  Do^s 
he  mean  to  make  amends  for  that 
calumny  ?    If  he  does  not,  he  may  de- 

Send  upon  it  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Torth-ESast  Cork  will  hold  a  higher 
position  in  the  estimation  of  his  coun- 
trymen— I  mean  Englishmen  as  well 
as  Irishmen — than  is  held  by  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  himself.  I  only 
say  that  in  alluding  to  the  speecn 
of  the  hon.  Member  fbr  North-East 
Cork;  but  I  wanted  to  make  a  re- 
mark on  what  he  said  about  Boycot- 
ting. I  understood  him  to  say — and  I 
agree  with  him — that  there  are  two 
kinds  of  Boycotting ;  one  kind  that  de- 
serves to  be  highly  condemned,  namely, 
that  Boycotting  which  uses  unjust  force 
and  pressure  upon  people  in  pursuit  of 
their  just  rights.  I  have  heard — and  I 
have  never  heard  it  contradicted — that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  Harrington), 
the  Secretary  of  the  League,  read  out 
lists  of  branches  of  the  League  that  had 
been  suspended  and  dissolved  on  account 
of  improper  Boycotting ;  but  the  most 
ingenious,  and  I  think,  on  the  whole, 
the  most  satisfactory,  defence — or  shall 
I  call  it  apology — for,  or  palliation  of. 
Boycotting  I  have  heard,  comes  oddly 
enough  from  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 
It  is  quite  true  that  it  came  at  an  oppor- 


tune moment.  It  was  just  before 
the  Oeneral  Election  of  1885,  and  this 
is  what  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  says 
about  Boycotting — 

**  There  la,  therefore,  no  ground  for  saying 
that  in  the  preeent  condition— I  am  not  Bpeak« 
ing  of  the  past  condition— of  the  Irish  people 
the  Crimes  Act  was  a  restraint  on  outraffe,  and 
it  was  certainly  no  restraint  on  Boycotting/* 

Now  mark  these  words.  Let  them  be 
read  in  England  and  let  them  be  read  in 
Ireland;  uese  are  the  words  of  the 
man  who  was  then  Prime  Minister,  and 
who  is  Prime  Minister  now — 

«  Boycotting  does  not  operate  through  out- 
rage. Boycotting  is  the  act  of  a  large  majority 
of  the  community  resolving  to  do  a  number  of 
things  not  in  themselves  illegal,  but  which  are 
only  illegal  from  the  manner  in  which  they 
are  done.  In  truth,  it  is  much  more  similar 
to  excommunication  and  interdict  in  the  Middle 
Ages  than  any  other  action  with  which  we  are 
acquainted." 

If  you  speak  of  such  Boycotting  as  we 
read  of  in  the  papers  to-day  in  the  case 
of  the  man  Einlay,  I  say  it  is  wicked, 
and  cannot  be  too  strongly  condemned. 
But  there  is  another  sort  of  Boycotting, 
which  is  the  reprobation  of  the  com- 
munity for  a  man  who  had  done  dis- 
honest acts.  I  will  give  you  an  instance 
of  this  kind  of  Boycotting.  I  have 
heard  it  spoken  of  as  a  most  improper 
phrase  to  use  that  a  man  should  be 
treated  as  "  a  moral  leper."  WhatisLord 
Glanricarde?  Lord  Glanricarde  went 
out  of  the  Oourt  of  the  Queen,  in  my 
opinion,  under  the  sentence  of  the  Ohief 
Baron  of  Ireland  a  leper  as  white  as  the 
snow.  Ho  brought  down  upon  him  the 
condemnation  of  every  class  of  society. 
That  is  one  of  the  remedies  which  society 
has  for  offences  for  which  the  law  gives 
no  remedy.  I  was  astonished  to  hear 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  say  that  he  recog- 
nized no  offences  except  those  which  are 
punishable  by  law.  I  was  surprised  at 
that ;  because  the  Attorney  General  is 
the  adviser  not  only  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment,  but  of  a  more  important 
organization — the  Jockey  Club.  There 
they  are  conversant  with  offences  which 
are  not  amenable  to  the  law  at 
all;  and  he  knows  perfectly  well  that 
social  ostracism — a  most  proper  kind  of 
Boycotting — is  brought  to  bear  for 
offences  of  that  description.  Therefore, 
when  you  confound  two  kinds  of  Boy- 
cotting— the  Boycotting  of  men  who 
have  committed  the  grossest  acts  of  in- 
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jttstioe  and  robbery  which  the  law  cannot 
toach,  with  the  other  kind  of  Boycot- 
ting, which  we  all  condemn — jou  are 
deceiving  and  misleading  the  public. 
That  is  what  I  have  to  say  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Boycotting.  You  ought  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  the  two  kinds. 
What  is  the  issue  before  us  ?  We  are 
here  to  try  whether  you  are  pursuing  a 
right  policy,  and  whether  you  have  suc- 
ceeded in  that  policy  ?  In  my  opinion, 
you  are  pursuing  a  wrong  policy.  You 
will  apply  tu  quoquss  to  us  in  vain ;  be- 
cause, though  we  haye  pursued  that 
policy,  we  are  convinced  that  it  is  a 
wrong  policy,  and  that  it  has  failed. 
We  have  tried  out  of  Office  another 
policy,  and  we  have  been  far  more  suc- 
cessful. My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has,  in  my 
opinion,  done  much  more  to  suppress 
crime  in  Ireland  than  you  have  done. 
He  has  done  much  more  to  engender 
that  friendly  feeling  between  the  two 
peoples  which  will  maintain  the  unity  of 
the  Empire.  What  is  it  that  you  have 
done?  Yours  is  a  beggarly  account  of 
empty  measures.  You  talk  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
upon  the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  but  I  will 
ask,  have  you  ventured  to  prove  that 
you  have  in  any  one  instance  beaten  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  ?  In  every  instance 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  beaten  you. 
The  Chief  Secretary  says  that  in  some 
parish  or  other  there  was  a  begging 
letter  sent  from  some  branch  of  the 
League.  Of  course,  there  are  begging 
letters.  In  many  parishes  of  England 
you  have  them  from  the  Primrose 
League;  and  do  you  accept  letters  of 
that  kind  as  a  proof  that  the  League 
has  failed  and  is  being  dissolved  ?  But 
what  have  you  gained  ?  You  have  put 
a  few  dozen  men  into  prison  ?  What 
do  you  gain  by  that?  Have  you 
weakened  the  influence  of  these  men  ? 
Do  you  think  that  the  late  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan),  or  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien),  or  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt,  is 
less  high  in  the  affections  of  their  coun- 
trymen than  they  were  before  you  put 
them  into  prison  ?  I  will  not  allude  to 
the  unworthy  sneer  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  at  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork;  I  will  not  inquire 
what  the  weight  of  his  body  is ;  I  know 
the  weight  of  his  speeches ;  and  you 
haye  not  diminished  that  by  what  you 
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have  done ;  and  I  begin  now  to  under- 
stand why  the  Attorney  General  at  a 
public  meeting  expressed  the  wish,  or 
the  opinion,  that,  instead  of  three 
months,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  had  better  be  kept  in  prison 
for  five  years.  After  hearing  that 
speech,  and  after  having  seen  the 
humiliating  spectacle  of  the  impotence 
of  the  Government,  I  think  the  Attorney 
General  gave  a  very  sagacious  hint  to  the 
Government.  Well,  do  you  not  know — 
every  man  on  this  side  of  the  House 
knows — that  the  most  popular  names 
that  are  ever  named  in  a  meeting  of  Eng- 
lish people,  are  those  of  the  men  youhave 
imprisoned.  ["No  !  "]  I  know  it  yery 
well ;  I  know  that  the  names  whioh  are 
received  with  the  greatest  acclamation  in 
the  great  assemblies  I  have  attended  are 
the  names  of  O'Brien  and  Sullivan  and 
Wilfrid  Blunt,  and  many  in  this  House  can 
bear  testimony  to  it.  You  can  go  on  im- 
prisoning; you  can  go  on  with  your  cnmu- 
lative  sentences ;  and  with  what,  repeat- 
ing the  words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
will  call  your  unutterable  meanness.  I 
have  charged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  his  face,  and  I  charge  him  again, 
with  breach  of  faith,  and  he  has  never 
dared  to  answer  it.  He  made  a  solemn 
pledge  to  the  Irish  people  that  in  every 
case  there  should  be  an  appeal.  He 
broke  that  pledge ;  and,  havine  broken 
it,  he  has  made  use  of  that  violation  of 
faith  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
those  judicial  tricks.  When  you  had 
got  a  sentence  of  three  months  upon  an 
accused  person,  and  he  was  admitted  to 
bail,  then  you  used  this  breach  of  faith 
with  reference  to  a  sentence  of  one 
month  to  deprive  him  of  the  bail  to 
which  he  was  entitled.  I  say  that  con- 
duct of  that  kind  is  dishonourable  to  any 
Gh>vemment;  I  say  that  you  are  dis- 
honoured before  Irish  and  before  Eng- 
lish people.  When  I  read  of  these  trans- 
actions, and  remember  that  pledge  which 
was  given  personally  across  this  Table, 
I  say  that,  without  exception,  I  know  of 
no  record  in  the  public  life  of  an  Admi- 
nistration in  England  which  is  so  dis- 
honourable to  their  character.  I  have 
never  known  a  Government  make  a 
pledge,  and,  having  made  it,  break  it 
in  that  way ;  and,  having  deliberately 
broken  it,  then  use  it  in  that  tricky 
manner  to  defeat  the  liberties  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  rising  disgust  of  the  English 


833         Maj4»iy*  9  Most  {Februabt  17,  1888}         Gracious  Speieh. 


834 


people  ?    It  is  that  they  are  reading  the 
history  of  yoar  Irish  administration  ;  it 
is  the  manner  in  whicli  you  are  treating 
Irishmen ;  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  it 
is  the  Irishmen  themselves  who  go  and 
explain  to  the  English  constituencies  the 
wrongs  that  you  are  inflicting  upon  them. 
There  are  no  speakers — ^I  know  it  myself 
— who  are  received  with  greater  welcome 
than  the  men  whom  you  are  habitually 
slandering  and  calumniating.    Talk  of 
Boycotting!      You  have  attempted  to 
Boycott  the  whole,  or  the  great  majority, 
of  the  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland.    You 
are  attempting  to  Boycott  them  in  this 
House.     You  are  endeayouring  to  de- 
prive them  of  that  fair  play  to  which 
every  man  is  entitled.  [ Jit<rmttr«.]  Yes ; 
I  have  seen  it  night  after  night.    You 
have  insinuated  what  you  dare  not  speak 
out.  You  have  suggested,  with  the  coun- 
tenance— often  with  the  co-operation — 
of  the  Front  Bench,  that  those  men — 
the  Bepresentatiyes  of   Ireland — were 
the  partners  and  instigators  of  crime. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Question!]    I  have 
spoken  on  what  is  dishonourable  to  the 
Government ;  but  I  say  that  the  treat- 
ment to  which  Irish  Members  haye  been 
exposed  is  dishonourable  to  the  House  of 
Commons.    I  hope  we  will  have  no  more 
of  it.      ["  Hear,  hear ! "  and  a  laugh.] 
Yes ;    but  these  have  been   the   great 
instruments  of  the  defeat  that  is  await- 
ing you,  and  of  the  triumph  that  is  at- 
tending our  cause.    It  is  the  disgust  with 
which  you  have  filled  the  minds  of  the 
English  people  by  the  unfairness  with 
which  you  have  treated  the  Irish  nation 
in   Ireland,  and    the  unfairness   with 
which  you  are  treating  Irish  Members 
in  England,  which  is  working  for  the 
deliverance  of  Ireland.    The  Chancellor 
of   the    Exchequer    tries   to  make   us 
ashamed  of  acting  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers.     He  has  tried  to  Boycott  us  out 
of  co-operation  with  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Ireland.     But  I  assure  him  he  will  not 
succeed.     The  fact  is,  in  our  opinion,  it 
is  impossible  to  govern  the  Irish  nation 
without  co-operation  with  its  Bepresen- 
tatiyes.    If  representative  government 
means  anything  at  all,  it  means  that  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people  should  be 
treated  with  respect,  and  that  the  wishes 
of  the  nation  they  represent  should  be 
listened   to.      If  there  is  any  sense  in 
the  lang^uage  which  you  hold,  if  there 
is  any  reason  in  the  policy  you  pursue, 
why  do  you  not  disfranchise  the  Irish 
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people  ?  This  is  a  natural  and  inevit- 
able result.  I  apologize  to  the  House 
for  haying  detained  it  so  long.  I  come 
to  this  conclusion.  We  have  heard  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien).  We  have 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  We 
have  heard  the  great  and  immortal 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  which  had  a  reception  which 
will  be  historical — &  speech  which  has 
found  its  echo  in  the  constituency  of 
Southwark  to-night.  We  hail  with 
satisfaction  the  triumph  which  awaits 
the  cause  that  we  sustain,  and  we 
look  with  satisfaction  upon  the  oyer- 
throw  and  the  humiliation  you  have  eo 
richly  deserved. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  he  had  no  personal  desire 
to  address  himself  to  the  House  at  that 
moment.  He  should  have  been  yery 
willing  to  have  allowed  the  debate  to 
terminate  with  the  speech  to  which  they 
had  just  listened  with  admiration;  but 
if  he  did  so,  he  should  lay  himself  open 
to  the  charge  of  not  replying  to  a 
challenge  which  had  been  twice  made 
during  the  course  of  the  debate.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  had  read 
to  the  House  the  other  day  what  he 
gave  as  an  extract  from  a  speech  which 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  alleged 
to  have  delivered  in  Jersey  City.  The 
words  used  were — 

*'  I  know  that  there  are  within  the  United 
States  emissarieB  of  the  British  Government 
anxious  to  eam,or  prepared  to  earn,the  pay  which 
IB  drawn  from  the  Secret  Service  Fund  of  the 
Government.  If  such  a  man  is  here,  1  invite 
him  to  report  that  here,  in  puhlic,  I  state  what 
I  know  to  be  a  fact— that  in  whatever  war 
Great  Britain  may  be  involved,  that  whatever 
Power  may  be  involved,  that  Power  may  count 
upon  100,000  armed  men  to  fight  under  her 
flag  against  Great  Britain." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
not  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire  whether 
the  report  was  correct.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  had  any  ground  to  expect 
anything  different  from  him,  and  he 
did  not  complain ;  but  on  the  following 
day  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  who  was  a  gentle- 
man by  birth,  education,  character  and 
conduct,  also  challenged  him  as  to  the 
same  words.      The  hon.   and    gallant 


2  E 


\^8evsnth  Kight.  | 


835 


Addrett  in 


{00MM0N8} 


Amw&r  io  Her 


836 


Baronet  had  the  advantage  of  having 
seen  the  %p»u9%ma  v^ria  quoted  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  forNorth  Armagh 
printed  in  The  Timu  and  other  papers.and 
from  that  verbatim  report  he  quoted — 

'*  If  any  English  ipies  are  prosent  I  want 
them  to  know  what  I  aav.  These  men  are 
ready  to  fight  for  Ireland  if  the  chance  should 
arise,  and  any  nation  which  England  tries  to 
strike  shall  have  100,000  such  men  to  fight 
against  the  British  guns/' 

He  complained  that  no  notice  of  this 
palpable  discrepancy  had  been  taken; 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the  accu- 
racy of  either  the  one  report  or  the  other. 
He  thought  he  might    have    expected 
something  better  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet.     The  object  of  the  quota- 
tion in  both  cases  was  two-fold.    First, 
it  was  intended   to   suggest   that   the 
alleged  extract  furnished  a  test  of  the 
kind  of  threats  which  Irish  Members 
made  before  American  audiences ;  and, 
secondly,  to  suggest,  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  had  the  frankness  to 
state  in   terms,   that    he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O*0onnor)  said  things  in  America  which 
he  did  not  dare  to  say  in  this  country. 
With  regard  to  the  last  point,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would  pre- 
pare his  nerves  for  a  great  shook,  take 
out  his  note-book,  and  invite  his  hon. 
Friends  to  assist  him  in  taking  an  accu- 
rate note  of  what  he  now  said.  He  believed 
that  if  the  Ooveroment  found  itself  at  war 
with  the  United  States  to-morrow,  there 
would  be— he  could  not  give  the  exact 
number — but  tens  and  tens  of  thousands 
of  Irishmen  who  would  rush  to  the 
standard  of  the  United  States,  not  for 
the  sake  of  the  pay  attending  the  ser- 
vice, but  in  the  hope  of  gratifying  the 
feelings  of  animosity  and  hatred  which 
had  been  engendered  in  their  breasts 
by  evicting  landlords,  by  laws  which 
had  enabled  those  landlords  to  evict 
and  helped  them  in  their  iniquity,  and  of 
the  Administration  which  enforced  those 
laws.   He  had  said  no  more  than  this  in 
America,  and  he  flung  back  in  the  teeth 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  chal- 
lenge that  he  was  incapable  of  saying 
here  what  he  had  said  elsewhere.    The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Armagh 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  only  occa* 
sion  on  which  any  newspaper  in  America 
spoke  in  any  terms  of  unfriendliness  and 
dissatisfaction  of  Irish  Members  when 
at  St.  Louis,  on  the  banks  of  the  Missis* 

Mr.  Arthur  ff  Connor 


sippl.  he  had  sneered  at  the  cheap  valour 
which  affected  heroism  4,000  miles  away 
from  action  in  Ireland.    What  he  said 
in  America  he  was  prepared  to  state  in 
that  House;  he  would  not  abate  one 
jot  or  tittle  in  the  whole  of  it.    But 
with  regard  to  the  other  object  with 
which  the  quotation  was  made — ^namely, 
that  of  induoing  people  in  this  country 
to  suppose  that  the  addresses  made  by 
Irish  Members  to  American  audiences 
were  couched  in  terms  of  hostility  to 
this  country,  he  would  say  that  at  the 
meeting  at  Jersey  City,  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  among  some  uninformed 
men  before  him,  there  were  those  who 
entertained  a  feeling  of  deep  resentment 
at  the  eviction  of  themselves  and  their 
relatives ;  men  who  were  impatient,  and 
not  perhaps  unnaturally  impatient,  at 
the    slow    progress    of    Constitutional 
agitation.    The  majority  of  the  people 
at  the  meeting  were,  he  believed,  Ameri- 
cans.   But  he  had  gone  to  America  for 
the  purpose  of  enlisting  sympathy  upon 
the  side  of  peaceful  and  Constitutional 
agitation ;  he  admitted  that  he  knew  of 
the  existence  of  those  feelings,  and  that 
they  probably  existed  in  me  meeting 
before  him ;   but  he  appealed   to  the 
experience  of  the  last  eight  years  to 
show  that,  not  by  violence,  outrage  or 
force  of  arms,  but  by  legal  and  peaceful 
proceedings  within  the  open  channel  of 
the  Constitution,  the  work  was  to  be 
done.    He  pointed  out  that,  whatever 
might  have  been  the  experience  of  the 
past,  they  had  then  at  least  Scotland  and 
Wales  with  them,  as  well  as  an  ever 
increasing  proportion  of  the  people  of 
England  itself ;  he  declared  tnat  there 
was  no  war  between  the  two  nations, 
that  the  democracy  of  Oreat  Britain  and 
Ireland  were  then  at  one.    That  was 
the  drift  and  character  and  purpose  of 
his  address  in  Jersey  City,  the  same  as 
it  had  been  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
United  States,  and  he  challenged  any- 
body to  show  that  the  words  used  by 
him  at  all  the  meetings  in  America  were 
not  such  as  he  had  described. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes3l7  ;  Noes 
229:  Majority  88. 

AYES. 


Apfg-Ghurdner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 
AUsopp,  hon.  G. 


Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Amhrose,  W. 
Amhont,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstrather,  H.  T. 
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Aflhmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  a. 

8. 
Sailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  U.  E. 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Barnes,  A. 
Bartiev,  G.  0.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Baas,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beokatt,  W. 
Bentindc,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck.  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

BelaFoer 
Betbell,     Oommander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddnlph,  If. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blnndell,   Colonel   H. 

B.  H. 
BoUtho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonaor,  H.  0.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

P.O. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bnrdett-Goutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Caldwelf,  J. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
OavendiA,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  S. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

A.  11.  S. 

Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Codhrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coffhill,  D.  H. 
ColUngs,  J. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J.E. 
Oompton,  P. 
Corbett,  A.  0. 
Gorbett,  J. 
Oorry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  Ti.  9. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Croflsley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cttbitt,  right  hon.  G. 


Curzon,  discount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  0. 
Dayenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-HarUand,  P.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  B. 
Duncan,  Colonel  P. 
Dnnoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  P.  H. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Parouharson,  H.  R. 
Peilden,   Lieut. -Gen. 

R.J. 
Pellowea,  A.  E. 
Pergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Pield,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Pinch,  G.  H. 
Pinlay,  R.  B. 
fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  IT.  P. 
Pitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Pi  tz-Wygram,  General 

SirR  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  0.  0. 
Fry,L. 
Fulton,  J.  P. 
CJjtrdner,  R.  Richard - 
son- 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Dayis,  R. 
GKles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Gbldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  P.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 


Hall,C. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  P. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  CoL  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  P.  A. 
Hardcastle,  P. 
Hayelock  -  Allan,   Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards* 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon -Hodge,  R.  T. 
Heryey,  Lord  P. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liOrd 

A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes -Hallett,  CoL 

P.C. 
Hunt,  P.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  P.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jaryis,  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  P. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 

Kimber,  H. 

King,  H.  S. 

King  -  Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  rL 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L, 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  P. 
Lees,  £. 
Leprh,  T.  W. 
Loighton,  S. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  GS.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
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Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Mlacdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A.    

Maclean,  P.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Blalcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Manners,    right    hon. 

Lord  J.  J.  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattiuson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  0. 
Mildmay,  P.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  P. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  0. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.Sir  H.S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  P. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  P.  T. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Powell,  P.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.E. 
Puleeton,  Sir  J.  H. 
QuUter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  P.  C. 
Re6d,H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  0.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
RolUt,  Sir  A.  K. 
Rothschild,  Baron   P. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Salt,T. 
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Sandys,  Lient-Col.  T. 

M. 
Saundenon,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  right 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C,  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stowart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
SidebottoiD,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spenoer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  U.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  a.  a. 
Satherland,  T. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinaon,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 


Tyler,  Sir  H.W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Waldi,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  B. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
WJuirton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wigpn,  H. 
Wilhams,  J.  Powell- 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehoose,  E.  R 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  O.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBB8. 

Douglas.  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D. 

AUison,  R.  A. 

Anderson,  0.  H. 

Asher,  A. 

Asquith,  H.  H. 

Atherley- Jones,  L. 

Austin,  J. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barran,  J. 

Barry,  J. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Blane,  A, 

Bolton,  J.  0. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bradlaugh,  0. 

Bright.  W.  L. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Brown,  A.  L. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Bryce,  J. 

Burt,  T. 

Buxton,  S.  C. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Cameron,  0. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell,  Sir  G. 

Campbell,  H. 

Campbell-Bannerman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Cavan,  Earl  of 

Chance,  P.  A. 

Channing,  F.  A. 


Childera,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Conway,  M. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cozens-Hardy,  H.  II. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Bavies,  W. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
ElUs,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Evenhed,  S. 
Farqnharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Fergiison,R.  0.  Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T.' 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 


Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J, 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gray,  B.  D. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  0. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healv,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jordan,  J. 
Eay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  IT.  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M«  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Labouohere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevxe,  right  hon.  J. 

G.  S. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lvell,  L. 

lukcdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M, 
Mao  Keill,  J.  G.  S. 
M<Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
McDonald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B.   • 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  E.  IC* 
Mason,  S. 

Majme,  T. 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Momm,  0.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
MundeUa,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 


Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
PameU,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  £. 
PickersgUl,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Portman,  hon.  £.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Qninn,T. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 

Rosooe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Samudson,  G.  B. 
Sdiwarm,  C.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
SUM,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,   right  hon. 

«i . 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Thomas,  A« 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  0. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
WaUaoe,  R. 
Wardle^H. 


Wannington,  0.  M.        Winterbotham,  A.  B. 

Watt,  H.  WoodaU,  W. 

AVayman.  T.  Woodhead,  J. 

Whitbread,8.  Wright,  0. 
Will,  J.  8. 

Williams,  A.  J.  tillbbs. 

WiUiamson,  8.  Flower,  C. 

Wilflon,  C.  H.  Morley,  A. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '<  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (ifr. 
ChapUnf)^pvit,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  furthir  aijtmrned  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTIONS. 
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Office  of  Works  had  been  carried  out 
during  the  Becess.  Whether  it  was 
the  new  Admiralty  and  War  Office,  the 
alterations  to  be  made  in  Parliament 
Street,  or  the  new  buildings  of  the 
National  Portrait  Oallery,  nothing  had 
been  done.  The  facts  in  reference  to 
the  former  of  these  promised  buildings 
constituted  a  history  which  read  very 
like  a  romance.  In  1866—22  years  ago 
— the  matter  was  brought  before  Par- 
liament, and  it  was  decided  that  new 
buildings  must  be  constructed.  Nothing 
was  done,  however.  In  1869  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  ^ring  power  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  a  site.  In  1872  the  question 
was  again  brought  before  Paruament, 
and  in  1877  another  Committee  was 
appointed,  and  the  Beport  which  it 
issued  deprecated  in  strong  terms  the 
continuance  of  the  existing  state  of 
things.  Nothing,  however,  was  done, 
and  nothing  material  had  been  done  up 
to  the  present  day.  The  Oovernment 
having  acquired  the  Spring  Oardens 
site  for  £490,000  in  1882,  designs  for 
the  new  buildings  were  asked  for  in 
1884.  No  farther  practical  steps  were 
taken,  and  in  1887  the  condition  of 
things  remained  the  same.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  all  this  time  we 
were  pajing  £33,000  for  the  hire  of 
buildings,  representing £1,0 00, 000.  Only 
last  week  a  Beport  on  me  Civil  Establish- 
ments was  issued,  which  called  attention 
to  the  miserably  inadequate  accommoda- 
tion and  the  multiplicity  of  small  rooms 
in  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty,  as 
shown  by  the  fact  that  there  were  com- 
prised in  the  War  Office  19  houses  and 
289  rooms  occupied  by  805  persons.  The 
Beport  continued — 


houhtaiirs,  biybbs,  a»d  pathways 
(wales)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Bill  to 
secure  to  the  Public  the  riglit  of  access  to 
Monntains,  Rivers,  Lakes,  Moors,  and  Waste 
Lands,  also  ancient  or  disused  Pathways,  in  the 
Principality  of  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  William  Abraham, 
and  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands. 
Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 29.] 

COLONIAL  MAnniAQES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan,  Bill 
to  legalise  certain  Colonial  Mnrriages,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan, 
Mr.  Alexander  M' Arthur,  and  Sir  John  Pules- 
ton. 

BiUpreeented^tjid  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill  130.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before 
Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF     LOEDS, 
Monday,  20ih  February,  1888. 


OFFICE  OF  WORKS  AND  PUBLIC 

BUILDINGS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoM)  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  constitution  of  the  Office  of 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  and  to  the 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  public  build- 
ings of  the  Metropolis,  said,  he  brought 
the  subiect  forward  thus  early  in  the 
Session  oecause  of  his  great  disappoint- 
ment, which  no  doubt  their  Lordships 
shared,  at  finding  that  not  one  of  the 
public  improvements  connected  with  the 


"  We  strongly  recommend,  in  the  interest  of 
economy  and  efficiency  alike,  the  new  War 
Office  Biiould  not  be  delayed;  nor  is  the  con- 
sideration to  be  neglected  that  work  is  at  pre- 
sent done  under  conditions  which  are  not 
favourable  from  any  point  of  view,  sanitary  or 
otherwise,  to  its  being  well  done.  These  obser- 
vations apply  with  equal  force  to  the  Admiralty 
buildings,  and  in  both  offices  we  believe  that  a 
considerable  reduction  in  expenditure  and  great 
improvement  in  efficiency  would  follow  a  con- 
centration of  work." 

A  similar  story  could  be  told  of  the 
action  of  the  authorities  in  the  case  of 
the  National  Portrait  Oallery.  When 
the  pictures  were  removed  to  Bethnal 
Qreen  Museum  a  promise  was  given  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  that  a  Vote  should  bo 
taken  and  a  permanent  gallery  erected. 
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Nothing,  however,  was  done,  and  he 
now  asked  whether  there  was  to  be  still 
further  delay  ?  He  did  not  wish  by  his 
observations  to  reflect  upon  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Office  of  Works.  It  was  the 
system  that  was  at  fault.  How  could  it 
be  thought  that  any  special  great  work 
would  be  done  when  our  system  was 
such  that  in  a  period  of  30  years  there 
had  been  18  First  Commissioners  ?  He 
would  appoint  two  eminent  architects, 
men  of  high  cultivation,  as  permanent 
officers  of  the  Department  of  Works,  to 
act  with  the  First  Commissioner  for  the 
time  being,  and  to  this  Board  should  be 
intrusted  the  discussion  and  determina- 
tion of  the  plans.  Under  their  super- 
vision we  might  expect  something  like 
continuity  in  the  work  of  the  Depart- 
ment. It  was  hopeless  to  look  for  such 
continuity  under  First  Commissioners 
who  were  changed  with  every  change  of 
Government.  At  any  rate,  the  present 
ridiculous  way  of  conducting  important 
works  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue any  longer,^  and  arrangements 
ought  to  be  made  to  obviate  present  in- 
convenience and  to  secure  public  build- 
ings that  should  be  worthy  of  the  coun- 
try. He  left  the  question  with  the 
Government. 

LoBD  HENNIKEE  said,  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  glad  to  have  heard 
the  noble  Lord  speak  upon  a  sub- 
ject in  which  he  had  taken  great 
interest  for  many  years  past.  The 
noble  Lord  had  suggested  very  great 
changes  in  the  constitution  of  the  Office 
of  Works.  Personally,  in  the  position 
he  occupied,  as  only  auswerinff  for  the 
Department  in  that  House,  he  could 
hardly  give  an  opinion  on  the  noble 
Lord's  plan,  which  appeared  to  involve 
so  much  change  in  the  present  arrange- 
ments as  to  raise  a  question  for  the 
Cabinet  rather  than  for  the  Department. 
The  noble  Lord  had  been  rather  severe 
upon  the  Office  of  Works ;  but,  from  his 
own  short  experience,  ho  thought  the 
Department  hardly  deserved  the  criti- 
cisms of  the  noble  Lord.  No  doubt  there 
had  been  failures  in  the  Office,  as  there 
had  been  in  others.  But  he  must  remind 
their  Lordships  what  were  the  functions 
of  the  Office  of  Works.  They  were,  first 
of  all,  to  maintain  all  public  buildings 
that  were  at  present  erected;  and, 
secondly,  to  provide  new  ones  when  they 
were  required.  In  this  way  only  the 
Department  was  an  important  agency 

Lord  Lamington 


as  to  architecture ;  even  then  in  only  a 
few  cases,  as  a  great  deal  they  had  to  do 
was  of  a  purely  utilitarian  character. 
There  really  was  no  scope  for  archi- 
tectural fancy.  With  regard  to  the 
architecture  of  important  public  build- 
ings such  as  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, plans  and  designs  were  usually  ob- 
tained by  competition,  and  the  successful 
architect  was  intrusted  with  the  execu- 
tion of  the  work.  In  these  circumstances 
he  felt  that  the  Department  might  be 
considered  fairly  competent  to  deal  with 
the  work  it  had  to  undertake.  If  the 
Department  had  the  additional  officers 
suggested  by  the  noble  Lord,  men  of  high 
technical  and  artistic  qualifications,  it 
would  not  be  strengthened  in  anyway  for 
the  ordinary  work  of  the  Office.  On  what 
might  be  regarded  as  extraordinary  oc- 
casions every  scheme  which  was  put 
before  the  Office  of  Works  for  new  build- 
ings was  submitted  to  Parliament ;  and, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  First  Commissioner 
as  well  as  himself,  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther an  increase  in  the  number  of  tastes, 
if  he  might  so  call  it,  upon  the  Board 
would  improve  the  schemes  or  advance 
their  progress.  It  was  possible  that  there 
might  be  greater  activity  in  the  Office, 
and  more  schemes  might  be  put  forward ; 
but  then  that  raised  the  question  whe- 
ther Parliament  would  grant  money  to 
carry  out  these  new  schemes.  In  thisprao* 
tical  age  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
persuading  Parliament  to  spend  public 
money  on  fine  buildings.  Therefore,  he 
could  not  see  that  there  would  be  any  great 
advantage  in  increasing  the  staff  of  the 
Office  in  the  way  proposed,  increasing 
the  expense  of  the  Office,  and  making 
it  of  more  importance.  With  regard 
to  the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office, 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  what  had 
happened.  A  good  many  plans  had  been 
under  consideration .  The  plan  of  Messrs. 
Leeming  and  Leeming  was  adopted. 
It  was  put  up  to  competition  as  usual,  and 
the  work  was  actually  begun.  There 
had  been  several  plans  thought  of  from 
time  to  time ;  at  last  this  plan  had  been 
adopted.  He  might  mention  that  the 
judges  of  the  plans  were  Mr.  W.  H« 
Smith,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  and  two 
architects — Mr.  Christian  and  Mr.  Hard- 
wick  ;  but  it  was  stopped  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  by  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1885.  This  Committee  did 
not  sit,  on  account  of  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament ;  but  another  Committee  was 
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appointed  last  year,  which  reported 
against  the  plans.  The  nohle  Lora  could 
hardly  blame  the  Office  of  Works  for  the 
delay  resulting  from  the  action  of  Par- 
liament. In  obedience  to  the  Eeport  of 
the  last  Committee,  the  Office  was  having 
plans  prepared  to  carry  out  that  Com- 
mittee's recommendations.  With  respect 
to  the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  their 
Lordships  would  recollect  that  in  1885 
the  galleries  were  pronounced  to  be  un- 
safe, and  nothing  could  be  done  but  re- 
more  the  portraits  for  safety  to  Bethnal 
Green,  where  they  had  been  greatly 
appreciated.  Three  or  four  times  as 
many  people  had  seen  the  pictures  as 
visited  South  Kensington  Gallery  in 
the  same  time.  It  was  only  proposed 
that  the  pictures  should  stay  at  Bethnal 
Green  until  a  permanent  home  could  be 
provided;  and  the  provision  of  that 
home  depended  upon  tne  necessary  grant 
being  made  by  Parliament.  There  had 
been  no  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Office 
of  Works,  whose  plans  would  be  ready 
directly  the  money  was  granted.  More- 
over, the  Chief  Ck>mmissioner  had  eiven 
no  pledge  that  a  new  building  would  be 
erected  at  once  ,*  but  he  said  he  would  be 
very  glad  if  a  permanent  home  could  be 
found  for  this  collection.  He  had,  there- 
fore, committed  no  breach  of  faith  in  the 
matter.  The  pictures  were  only  on  loan 
where  they  were.  That  was  distinctly 
understood.  With  regard  to  Parliament 
Street  improvements,  the  delay  had 
arisen  not  in  consequence  of  any  action 
of  the  Office  of  Works,  but  because  the 
Company  had  not  as  yet  complied  with 
the  condition  which  Parliament  imposed 
in  the  Private  Bill  before  allowing  the 
work  to  be  commenced— namely,  that 
£500,000  should  be  subscribed  before 
the  work  was  begun.  That  provision 
had,  no  doubt,  rendered  it  difficult  for 
the  Company  to  raise  money ;  but  the 
money  would  bp  forthcomig,  although 
it  would,  perhaps,  come  in  slower  than 
would  otherwise  have  been  the  case. 
The  Office  had  no  power  to  pull  down 
houses  in  Parliament  Street.  It  was 
purely  a  matter  for  the  Company  to 
deal  with  under  their  Private  Act. 
Meanwhile,  they  might  congratulate 
themselves  that  the  Office  of  Works  had 
secured  a  scheme  for  pulling  down  the 
old  buildings  in  Parliament  Street  before 
any  other  work  was  begun.  This  and 
other  advantages  his  right  honourable 
Friend   the   First   Commissioner   had 


secured  for  the  public.  He  thought  that 
he  had  answered  the  Questions  of  his 
noble  Friend,  and  that  he  had  justified 
the  action  taken  by  the  Office  of  Works.  * 
The  Eabl  of  EOSEBERY  wished  to 
say  a  word  or  two  upon  this  subject,  as 
he  had  once  occupied  the  position  of 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  calling  attention  to 
the  condition  of  Government  offices,  and 
in  laying  to  some  extent  censure  on  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  the  noble 
Lord  had  quite  laid  the  saddle  on  the 
right  horse.  Neither  was  he  quite 
certain  that  the  alterations  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lord  were  such  as  to  bring 
about  a  remedy  for  the  state  of  things  of 
which  he  complained.  One,  at  least,  of 
the  questions  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
dealt  with  was  due  to  what  many  of 
them  had  cause  to  regret — namely,  the 
constant  change  in  the  Administrations 
of  the  country  in  the  last  two  years. 
This  brought  about  a  change  of  policy 
in  many  respects,  and  in  other  offices 
than  the  Department  of  Works.  With 
regard,  for  instance,  to  the  question  of 
the  Admiralty  and  War  Offices,  the 
Government  of  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  a  Member  had  a  policy  in  which 
he  confessed  that  it  was  not  very  enthu- 
siastic. But  it  was  a  policy — the  design 
of  Messrs.  Leeming  &  Co.  It  was  a  dis- 
tinct and  intelligible  policy,  and  the  Go- 
vernment which  next  came  into  Office 
reversed  that  policy  and  dismissed  the 
project  to  the  limbo  of  many  other  pro- 
jects. That  was  the  cause  not  merely 
of  delay  in  the  proper  organization  of 
the  Admiralty  and  War  Office  buildings, 
but  it  was  also  the  cause  of  a  very  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  being  expended 
in  the  shape  of  a  fine  to  the  architects. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  First  Com- 
missioner who  was  his  Successor  could 
properly  be  blamed  for  the  change  in 
Imperial  policy  on  the  part  of  successive 
Governments.  As  to  Parliament  Street, 
that  was  a  very  important  question,  but 
he  thought  that  his  noble  Friend  who 
spoke  last  had  amply  answered  the  noble 
Lord  who  introduced  the  subject.  The 
question  was  not  one  which  was  in  any 
degree  dependent  upon  the  action  of  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  The 
question  really  depended  upon  a  clause 
which  was  inserted  in  the  Bill  last  year, 
which  stipulated  that  no  part  of  the 
buildings  should  bo  pulled  down  until  a 
certain  portion  of  the  subscribed  capital 
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had  been  raised.  Parliament  Street 
was  one  of  the  great  permanent  ques- 
tions of  the  Office  of  Works.  There 
was  the  question  of  the  BurliDgton 
House  Colonnade,  but  the  question  of 
Parliament  street  was  mor^  important 
than  that,  and  it  would  always  beset  the 
Office  of  Works  until  some  scheme  was 
brought  forward  by  a  solvent  company 
which  enabled  a  profit  to  be  made  out 
of  a  process  of  a  most  expensive  kind. 
There  he  thought  again,  that  the,  blame 
ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  First  Com- 
missioner. If  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
a  practical  proposal,  founded  on  the  in- 
stances he  had  cited,  it  would  have  been 
a  matter  of  vast  importance.  If  they 
once  let  loose  a  board  of  architects,  as 
he  had  suggested,  a  very  strong  super- 
vision and  control  would  be  required. 
While  such  a  Board  would  be  going  one 
way,  tho  Board  of  Treasury  would  be 
going  another,  and  he  ventured  to  sug- 
gest to  the  noble  Lord  that  unless  his 
project  was  sustained  by  a  Board  of 
Treasury,  such  as  he  had  had  no  experi- 
ence of  in  his  short  official  career — a 
board  of  a  most  blind,  lavish,  and  in- 
considerate description — it  would  be 
impossible  that  such  a  plan  could  be 
successful. 

Lord  HENNIKEE  wished  to  say,  with 
regard  to  the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl, 
that  the  scheme  of  Messrs.  Looming 
was  thrown  over  in  consequence  of  the 
change  of  Gbvernment,  that  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  late  Government, 
of  whicn  the  noble  Earl  was  a  member, 
was  re- appointed  last  year,  and  he 
thought  that  he  had  stated  that  the 
change  of  scheme  was  entirely  in  conse- 
quence of  Parliamentary  action  and  not 
because  of  any  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Works. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  admitted 
that  that  was  so,  but  said  had  the  late 
Government  remained  in  Office,  and 
been  supported  by  a  majority,  they 
could  have  carried  out  their  policy  with 
regard  to  the  new  Admiralty  and  War 
Office. 

Lord  GEIMTHOEPE  said,  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
the  danger  of  introducing  what  might 
be  called  a  Board  of  Consulting  Archi- 
tects. He  believed  he  was  present  when 
the  plan  of  the  new  Law  Courts  was 
discussed  more  or  less  by  the  Eoyal 
Institute  of  British  Architects,  and  he 
was  very  much  struck  with  what  the 

The  Earl  of  Roeehery 


President  of  that  day  said.    He  said 
that  he  was  far  from  approving  the  plan, 
and  that  probably  most  of  his  audienoe 
would  agree  with  him;  but,  inasmuch 
as  Mr.  Street  had  been  selected  to  carry 
out  the  plan,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
British  nation  to  submit  themselves  to 
Mr.    Street.      He    had  some   dealings 
himself  many  years  ago  with  several 
Commissioners    of    Works    while    the 
Westminster    Clock    was    being  con- 
structed.   Some  of  them  were  extremely 
capable  of  carrying  on  the  business,  a 
great  deal  more  so  than  any  architect. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  best  of 
them  all  was  Sir  Benjamin  Hall,  little 
as  he  agreed  with  his  political  opinions. 
He  could  say  the  same  of  Mr.  Ayrton, 
who  introduced  the  new  form  of  agree- 
ments with  architects  which  prevented 
the  increase  in  Estimates  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred.     During  the 
construction  of  the  Westminster  clock 
the  solicitors  of  the  Office  asked  him 
about  a  form  of  contract  which  was 
generally  made  with  builders.     He  told 
him  that  form  would  never  enable  the 
Office  to  control  the  architects,  or  pre- 
vent the  enormous  increase  upon  the 
estimates  which   the  noble  Lord   had 
truly    spoken   of.      And    Mr.    Ayrton 
adopted   a  new   one.      He  suspected, 
from  something   he   had  heard  since, 
that  form  had  been  departed  from,  but 
to  what  extent  he  did  not  know.     He 
mentioned  this  as  a  warning,  and  urged 
that  Mr.  Ayrton's  arrangement  should 
substantially  be  reverted  to  when  any 
great  works  were   to  be  carried  out. 
With  regard  to  the  new  Law  Courts, 
Mr.  Street  was  appointed  architect  by 
Lord  John  Manners,  and  the  competition 
might  as  well  never  have  taken  place. 
Although  it  ^as  given  out  that  oonve* 
nience  was  the  chief  thing  to  be  attended 
to,  Mr.  Street's  plans  were  notoriously 
defective  therein,  and,  architecturally, 
it  was  considered  the  worst  great  public 
building  in  the  world,  and  in  the  matter 
of  convenience  it  unquestionably  was  the 
worst.     Mr.  Street  was  determined  to 
sacrifice  everything  to  his  Gothic  and 
ecclesiastical  prejudices;  and  the  great 
hall  was  made   simply  to  gratify  his 
vanity,  that  he  might  say  he  had  made 
the  widest  vaulted  hall  in  England,  and 
yet  it  looks  the  narrowest,  and  is  utterly 
useless  besides.  All  this  he  was  afraid  he 
must  say  was  the  result  of  the  present 
system  ;  but  he  must  add  that  the  noble 
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Lord's  suggestion    for    improTlng  the 
system  would,  he  feared,  make  it  worse. 
Appointing  a  strong  permanent  secretary 
who  would  control  architects  and  direct 
his  masters  as  permanent  officials  some- 
times did,  might  be  an  improvement,  but 
that  he  would  not  then  discuss.    As  to 
the  plans  for  the  new  Admiralty  and 
War  Office,  he  had  read  the  Eeport  of 
the  Committee  of  last  year,  and,  as  far 
as  he  could  judge,  he  agreed  with  it. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  men- 
tion a  rery  humble  matter   connected 
with  that  Office.     Some  20  years  ago, 
when  he  had  to  come  down  to  that 
House  daily,  he  used  to  come  down  the 
steps  near  the  Duke  of  York's  Column. 
He  never  did  so  in  frosty  weather  with- 
out  fear  of   falling.     Somebody  per- 
suaded the  Commissioner  of  Works  to 
put  up  an  iron  railing  on  each  side 
in  order  that    people    going    up  and 
down  the  steps  might  be  able  to  lay 
hold  of  it ;    but  so  simple  a  thing  could 
not    be    left    to    an    ironmonger,    but 
some    architect    must    be    called    in, 
and,    accordingly,    a   railing   as    thick 
as  his  arm,  supported  on  large  square 
pillars,  was  put  up  at  some  distance  from 
the  wall.     Thereupon  the   boys  found 
the  railings  the  most  convenient  place 
in  all  London  to  slide  down,  and  the 
rails  became  useless  for  everybody  else. 
That  might  easily  have  been  stopped  by 
putting  in  a  few  spikes,  which  any  iron- 
monger in  London  could  have  done  in 
two  days.      But  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Office  and  the  architect  were  not  equal 
to  that,  and  so  the  railings  were  entirely 
swept  away  and  had  not  been  replaced 
to    this    day.      Therefore,   in  slippery 
weather  he  went  round  another  way  to 
avoid  those  steps.     There  were  steps  in 
various  other  parts  of  London,  and  par- 
ticularly under  Charing  Cross  station, 
where  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
had  done  what  was  wanted  by  a  simple 
thin  rail,  which  made  the  steps  quite  safe. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Commis* 
sioner  of  Works  would  condescend  to 
employ  an  ironmonger  to  enable  people 
to  go  down  the  steps  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  Column  safely  in  frosty  weather, 
and  to  help  injQrm  people  to  get  up  in 
all  weathers 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  make  two 
observations — one  in  which  I  quite  con- 
cur with  the  noble  Lord  who  has  brought 
the  Notice  forward  (Lord  Lamington) ; 


one  in  which  I  may  appear  to  differ 
from  something  he  has  mentioned  inci- 
dentally. I  much  approve  the  course 
he  has  adopted  in  pointing  to  the  im- 
perfection of  our  public  buildings  and 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  to  which  they 
are  in  some  degree  to  be  attributed. 
On  the  whole  of  that  subject,  Mr.  White, 
the  secretary  to  the  Institute  of  Archi- 
tects, not  long  ago  produced  a  volume 
which  abounds  in  luminous  materials  to 
support  the  general  position  of  my  noble 
Friend  this  evening.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  in 
an  amusing  speech,  referred  to  his  own 
protest  against  the  scheme  of  the  New 
Law  Courts.  It  is  curious  that  the  late 
Mr.  Fergusson — so  great  an  architec- 
tural authority — when  he  became  for  a 
short  time  the  regular  adviser  of  the 
Board,  was  forced  to  leave  it,  because 
upon  that  scheme  his  counsel  was  en- 
tirely disregarded.  However,  the  point 
on  which  I  cannot  go  with  my  noble 
Friend  who  opened  the  debato  is  as  to 
censure  of  the  Government  for  not  hav- 
ing carried  out  the  Public  Offices  Site 
Act  and  the  plan  of  Messrs.  Looming  for 
a  new  construction  in  Spring  Oardens. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Government  appear 
to  me  to  merit  praise  for  having  left 
that  Act,  which  is  entirely  optional,  un- 
executed. The  arguments  against  pro- 
ceeding on  it  have  been  so  often  stated 
that  it  would  be  improper  to  repeat 
them.  They  have  been  given  in  a  num- 
ber of  debates,  and  in  a  Protest  which 
was  signed  by  many  of  your  Lordships. 
They  were  repeated  often  by  our  la- 
mented Friend  the  former  Chairman  of 
Committees.  Beyond  that,  a  deputation 
of  the  architects  impressed  them  on  the 
late  Lord  Iddesleigh  when  he  was  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Last  of  all,  a 
Committee  of  the  Houee  of  Commons 
has  decisively  adopted  them.  If,  there- 
fore, anything  is  said  in  favour  of  re- 
verting to  that  plan,  it  is  necessary  to 
remind  the  House  under  what  circum- 
stances it  has  been  discarded,  so  that  we 
may  guard  to  some  extent  the  equilii- 
brium  of  the  Government. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  explained  that 
he  had  not  suggested  that  there  should 
be  a  consulting  board  of  architects,  but 
that  there  should  be  a  board,  two  Mem- 
bers of  which  should  be  permanent,  to 
assist  the  First  Commissioner  in  carry- 
ing out  works  which  had  been  deter- 
mined upoD,  and  for  which  the  House 
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of  Oommons  had  Toted  tlie  money. 
What  he  complained  of  was  that  under 
the  present  system  nothing  was  erer 
done  at  all,  and  decisions  made  20  years 
ago  were  still  unexecuted.  He  wanted 
the  Government  to  keep  a  permanent 
control  over  that  Office. 


ARMY-ROYAL  BARRACKS,  DUBLIN— 
INSANITARY  CONDITION. 

RBSOLUTION. 

Eari.  BEAUOHAMP,  in    rising  to 

move— 

''That  a  humble  Address  be  preiented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  that  the  Hetorn  of  all 
cases  01  febnle  disease  in  the  Dublin  Gar- 
rison since  January  1881,  ordered  by  this 
House  to  be  printed  9th  September  1887,  be 
continued  to  Slst  December  1887  "  — 

said,  the  matter  to  which  that  Betum 
referred  was  a  very  serious  one.  There 
Iiad  been  constant  complaints  for  many 
years,  yet  nothing  had  been  done  by 
the  War  Office  to  improve  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  the  garrison  which  the 
Betum  disclosed.  Within  the  last  few 
weeks  three  very  grave  cases  had  occur- 
red among  the  officers  of  the  garrison  ; 
and  their  Lordships  must  see  tnat  what- 
ever affected  the  health  of  the  officers 
must  also  affect  that  of  the  men.  If  the 
officers  were  living  under  insanitary 
conditions,  much  more  must  the  men 
composing  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
garrison  be  doing  so.  The  unwhole- 
some conditions  in  which  the  Dublin 
Garrison  were  placed  were  a  source  of 
serious  expense  and  loss  to  the  Army. 
The  Army  Medical  Eeport  for  1884  was 
presented  only  in  1886,  and  he  thought 
it  was  a  great  pity  that  statistics  of  that 
description  should  be  submitted  to  Par- 
liament so  lon^  after  date,  as  it  pre- 
vented their  being  turned  to  as  useful 
account  as  they  otherwise  might  be. 
Taking,  however,  the  Beturn  for  1884, 
he  found  in  regard  to  enteric  fever  that 
Dublin  showed  the  greatest  number  of 
cases.  Again,  he  found  in  the  same 
Beport  in  respect  to  invaliding  that  the 
highest  ratio  of  admissions  to  hospital 
per  1,000  men  occurred  in  the  Dublin 
district.  He  urged  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  remedy  this  serious  injury 
which  was  being  done  to  the  troops.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  question  of  ex* 
pense  stood  in  the  way,  but  he  was 
quite  sure  that  no  one  would  grudge  any 
expense  which  was  incurred  in  main- 
taining Her  Majesty's  Army  in  health 
and  strength. 

Lord  LumingUm 


Moved,  **  That  a  Return  of  all  cases  of  febrile 
disease  in  the  Dublin  Garrison  since  January 
1881,  ordered  to  be  printed  9th  September  1SS7, 
be  continued  to  31st  December  1S87.*'-~(1^ 
Jiarl  Btauehamp.) 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  wished 
to  add  a  word  to  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and   to  point   out  to  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
extreme  urgency  and  importance  of  this 
question.     He  had  studied  the  Betums, 
and  it  was  really  appalling  to  consider 
the  number  of  cases  of  fever  which  had 
occurred,   enteric  and  otherwise.     The 
Betum  for  the  first  half  of  1887  pointed 
to  the  same  conclusion  as  the  Betums 
for  the  whole  of  1886.    From  what  he 
had  personally  heard,  he  had  reaaon  to 
believe  that  matters  were  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  better  during  the  last 
part  of  1887  than  they  were  during  the 
earlier  part  of  the  year.     It  was  not 
right  to  subject  our  troops  to  insanitary 
conditions  which  could  be  avoided  by 
attention,  and  even,  if  necessary,  by  the 
expenditure  of  money.    The  fact  that 
the  remedy  would  be  costly  was  no  sort 
of  justiBcation  or  excuse  for  sending 
men  to  a  place  where  they  must  contract 
a  serious  and  dangerous  disease. 

The  UNDEB  SEGBETABY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAB  (Lord  Hjlbris)  said 
a  Beport  had  been  received  as  to  the 
state  of  Dublin  Barracks  from  Dr. 
Orimshaw,  Beg^strar  .General  of  Births 
and  Deaths,  and  Sir  A.  Cameron,  Medi- 
cal Officer  of  Health  for  Dublin.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  the 
slightest  desire  or  intention  of  shutting 
their  eyes  to  the  serious  condition  of  the 
barracks  in  Dublin.  The  Beport 
pointed  out  sereral  unhealthy  conditions 
about  the  barracks,  and  he  would 
suggest  to  the  noble  Earl  that  this  Be- 
port should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl 
for  the  continuation  of  the  Beturn  of 
febrile  cases  withdrawn.  The  Beport 
would  strengthen  the  case  of  the  noble 
Earl  as  to  the  insanitary  condition  of 
the  barracks  without  the  continuation 
of  that  voluminous  Beport.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  prepared  to 
lay  the  Beport  on  the  Table ;  it  showed 
conclusively  in  what  an  insanitary  con- 
dition the  barracks  were,  especially  the 
Boyal  Barracks.  In  the  first  place  the 
Committee  recommended  an  alteration 
of  the  subsoil  drainage  and  removal  of 
the  inequalities  of  the  ground.     The 
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ooDBiderable  portion  of  the  present 
buildings  was  recommended ;  but  with 
that  recommendation  they  could  not 
deal  at  present,  because  the  troops  could 
not  be  removed  and  placed  under  canras 
at  this  timeof  theyear.  Lastyearhemen- 


pointed  out  that  one  of  the  oases  was 
that  of   an  officer  who  had  been 
l«>dgmg«     Another  case  was  that  of 


m 
an 


tioned  that  there  were  legal  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  ffoing  on  quickly  with  the 
new  Cavalry  barracks.  Those  difficulties 
liad  now  been  remoTed.    £l«,000  from 


officer  who,  although  in  quarters,  had 
been  a  nfroof  Amx^i  ^:*i>  i..-    *  .      ,   '        _ 


Deen  a  great  deal  with  his  friends  and 
there  appeared  to  be  an  idea  preyalent 
that  this  officer  might  hare  cSntraoted 

mI  '^f'^/i'"  lodging*,  as  his  friend 
^d.    The  Government  did  not  conceal 


last  year's  Estimates  would  be'exLS,  £^^^11^**''*  barracksrand  tl^ 
upon  the  work.     The  land  had  bew    -l^.!!-^  intention  of  carrying  out  the 

bought  «.d  about  £3.000  haS  been  sJS       SrilENO^R^*'^       \ 
{.°:l!^g*«f°™°d'"i<'«»-  .£3«.000^had   somi  pecuhw  '"^'  "  ^"   ^''^ 


recommended  tbp 
the  timber  and  rene 

work  woulrl  '^,^,,.^-JWng  the  floor.  This 

e  undertaken  as  soon  as 
The  doctors  also  recommended 
certain  yentilation  tubes  should  be 
sedi  but  he  understood  that  the  military 
medical  officers  took  exception  to  that  re- 
commendation. A  re-arrangement  of  the 
hospital  drainage  was  also  recommended, 
as  well  as  a  disinfection  of  the  sewage 
from  the  hospital,  together  with  a 
suggestion  that  it  should  be  diverted 
from  the  rest  of  the  sewage  system. 
This  work  had  been  ordered  and  was 
bMjs^oarried  out  at  the  present  time. 

^^reconstruction  of  certain  closets  and 
an  examination  of  their  connection  was 
recommended,  and  this  work  was  also 
being  carried  out.    The  Committee  re- 

\  commended  that  a  certain  alteration 
should  be  made  as  regarded  ash  pits 
and  receptacles  of  that  kind.  The  at- 
tention of  the  local  Military  Authorities 
had  been  called  to  the  matter,  and  the 
work  was  now  in  hand.  An  improved 
system  of  ventilating  the  main  sewers 
was  recommended,  and  the  work  was 
also  in  hand.  The  isolation  of  infectious 
disease  was  recommended.  There  had 
been  some  difficulty  in  providing  a  hos- 
pital for  these  cases,  but  that  difficulty 
had  been  removed  and  was  now  arranged 
for.  The  medical  officers,  however, 
pointed  out  that  cases  of  enteric  fever 
were  not  always  easy  to  diagnose  as 
such  until  some  time  had  elapsed,  when 
it  was  too  late  to  remove  tne  patient. 
The  Committee  further  recommended 
that  care  should  be  taken  with  regard 

I  to  the  supply  of  milk,  which  they  seemed 
to  think  was  sospicious.   This  question 


^^^^^^^  observa- 

While  ill  UBbllfr-lMLwas  in  con- 
stant communication  with  some  of  the 
officers  who  were  quartered  in  those 
barracks.  While  in  Dublin  on  the  last 
occasion  nearly  all  those  barracks  had 
cases  of  illness  of  an  enteric  character 
in  them.  The  Hoyal  Barracks,  how- 
ever, was  the  place  whence  the  officers 
came  with  whom  he  was  in  constant 
communication.  During  the  time  he 
was  in  Dublin  one  officer  died  in  that 
barracks,  and  the  other  officers  felt  that 
they  were  in  daily  danger  of  catching 
typhoid  fever  owing  to  its  condition. 
This  was  not  a  new  question.  He  be- 
lieved the  question  of  illness  in  the 
Boyal  Barracks  was  a  very  old- standing 
grievance.  He  thought  the  evil  had 
been  going  on  for  25  years,  and  at  dif- 
ferent times  there  had  been  deaths  not 
only  among  the  officers  but  among  the 
rank  and  file  as  well.  He  hoped  the 
(Government  would  seriously  taxe  this 
matter  into  consideration.  It  required 
to  be  dealt  with  immediately.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  say  that  the 
immediate  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
site  of  the  new  barracks  had  been  over- 
come. He  diould  like  to  know  whether 
the  Government  had  consulted  what 
were  known  as  sanitary  engineers,  in- 
dependently of  the  Military  or  Civil 
Authorities.  He  believed  a  question  of 
this  kind  could  only  be  dealt  with  by 
specialists  who  thoroughly  understood 
the  subject. 

Thb  Dukx  of  CAMBEIDOE  :  AU  I 
ean  say,  my  Lords,  is  that  if  this  bar- 
racks is  not  healthy  I  lived  in  it  for 
seven  years,  two  years  in  the  House  where 
one  of  the  officers  has,  unfortunately, 
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died,  and  five  years  in  the  Boyal  Square. 
There  has  been  a  large  increase  in  the 
number  of  cases  of  enteric  fever  among 
British  troops  all  over  the  world,  and 
therefore  the  spread  of  that  disease 
among  the  troops  stationed  in  the  Boyal 
Barracks  in  the  Oity  of  Dublin  is  not 
by  any  means  extraordinary.  Through- 
out the  vrhole  of  Ireland  there  has  been 
more  fever  than  usual,  and  no  doubt 
the  Boyal  Barracks  have  had  their 
share  in  the  increase  of  that  disease.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  a 
large  number  of  men  are  brought  to- 
gether there  is  great  danger  that  diseases 
of  this  class  will  spread  among  them. 
The  spread  of  the  disease  among  the 
troops  in  Dublin  may  further  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  fact  that  the  Boyal 
Barracks  are  situated  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  a  very  low  class  of  houses,  which, 
however,  are  not  specially  connected 
with  fever,  although  they  are  inhabited 
by  a  very  low  class  of  persons.  The 
condition  of  the  Liffey  is  certainly  not 
all  that  could  be  desired.  The  difficulty 
which  we  have  to  face  at  the  present 
moment  is  how  we  are  to  provide  accom- 
modation for  the  troops  if  we  were  to 
remove  them  from  the  Boyal  Barracks. 
We  certainly  could  not  place  them  under 
canvas  at  this  time  of  the  year ;  and  the 
only  other  way  to  deal  with  the  matter 
would  be  to  hire  large  accommodation 
premises,  which  would  be  difficult  to 
find,  and,  even  if  found,  would  be  very 
expensive.  The  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War  has  assured  us  that 
the  recommendations  of  the  several 
Oommissions  which  have  sat  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  sanitary  condition  of 
our  tooops  are  being  largely  carried  out  at 
the  present  moment,  and  that  any  other 
suggestions  that  may  be  made  in  the 
same  direction  will  receive  very  careful 
consideration.  If  it  were  decided  to  pull 
down  any  portion  of  the  Boyal  Barracks 
in  Dublin,  considerable  troop  accommo- 
dation would  be  lost,  and  new  barracks 
would  have  to  be  built  somewhere  else 
at  great  expense.  All  these  points  to 
which  I  have  referred  involve  very 
serious  questions,  and  naturally  anyone 
occupying  my  position  must  take  all  the 
difficulties  to  which  those  questions  give 
rise  into  consideration.  I  feel  as  strongly 
as  the  noble  Lord  who  brought  this 
subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  how  desirable  it  would  be  to 
ascertain  absolutely  what  is  the  cause 

Th$  Duke  of  Cambridg$ 


of  the  Boyal  Barracks  being  so  nn- 
healthy,  and  whether  there  is  any  ne- 
cessity for  pulling  even  a  part  of  them 
down.^     The    Local    Authorities,    who 
ought  to  know  more  about  the  matter 
than  we  do,  do  not  advocate  pulling 
down  the  barracks,  even  although  that 
course  had  been  recommended  by  the 
Oommissioners.    Then  wo  come  to  the 
other   question,    as    to   new   barracks 
being  built.    Of  course,  when  such  bar- 
racks are  built,  it  will  enable  us  to  re- 
duce considerably  the  number  of  men 
now  in  the  Boyal  Barracks ;  but  it  will 
take  some  two  or  three  years  to  build 
these  new  barracks.   I  think  that  in  the 
meanwhile  something  miay  be  done  to 
make  the  Boyal  Barracks  more  healthy 
by  opening  up  the  passages  on  both 
sides  ofth^fiflsyal  Square  and  by  pulling 
down  a  portion  of  ^ho^-ggble  ends  of  the 
barracks.     I  can  assure  youf*4tt^^^P" 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  f orW^_|* 
anxious  to  effect  all  necessary  improV«iJ 
ments  in  these  buildings ;  and  I  believe 
that  no  endeavour  will  be  spared  to  put 
these  barracks  into  the  best  possible 
condition. 

EiLBL  BEAUOHAMP  said  he  would 
remind  the  Under  Secretary  for  War 
that  it  was  not  only  the  Boyal  Barracks 
that  were  unhealthy,  and  he  was  very 
glad  to  hear  the  assurances  of  tJM^ Illus- 
trious   Duke.      He    trusted    that  '^any 
financial  difficulties  would  now  be  ove^ 
come.    The  time  for  consideration  had 
gone  by,  and  the  time  for  action  had 
arrived.    He  might  add  that  while  he 
was  desirous  of  having  the  medical  Be- 
port  which  had  been  referred  to  by  Uie 
TJnder  Secretary  for  War,  he  was  also 
anxious  for  the  Betum  for  which  he  had 
asked. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  asked 
the  noble  Lord  if  he  could  g^ve  them  any 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
Biohmond  Barracks  at  Dublin.  In  cases 
of  this  kind  the  truest  economy  would 
be  to  place  the  troops  in  healthy  bar- 
racks. The  question  of  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  the  barracks  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  experts,  and  he  trusted  that 
such  persons  would  soon  be  able  to  point 
out  the  cause  of  the  unhealthy  condition 
of  these  buildings. 

Lord  HABBIS  said  he  would  obtain 
full  information  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  Biohmond  Barracks.  Ho 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  that  the  question  of 
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the  sanitary  condition  of  these  barracks 
vras  one  for  experts.  He  should  like  to 
point  out  that  if  Dublin  Barracks  were 
m  the  insanitary  condition  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  had  spoken,  it 
^as  a  pity  that  he  did  not  interfere  when 
lie  was  in  Office  in  Ireland. 

EjlBl  SFENOEB  :  A  report  on  the 
fiubject  was  sent  in. 

Ijobd  HAEHIS  said,  that  notwith- 
standing that,  the  Gk>Temment  of  the  day 
did  not  accede  to  the  representations 
made  to  them.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  the  present  Gbyemment  had  now 
the  information  from  experts  which  they 
desired  last  year  upon  the  matter,  and 
they  had  no  intention  of  delaying  the 
-work. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Honae  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Monday y  20th  February ^  1888. 
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nH  

^  MINUTES.]  —  Afpirhatiow.  —  Joeeph  Pirth 

1V^       Bottomley  Firth,   ee^uire,  Member  for  the 

g^r;      Burgh  of  Dundee,  being  one  of  the  people 

■^     called  Quakers,    made  the  Affirmation  re- 

quiredbyLaw. 

UMtf'^'^    MsMBBB    SwoBir.  —  Bichard     Knight 
Ti    CanstoB,    eequire,    for    Southwark    (\^t 
ti»**  Divieion). 

tt*  **  jBLic  Bills  —  Ordertd  —  Fir9t  Reading  — 
fllSl*  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
1*^  le-  Amendment  *  [131] ;  Oriminal  Evidence  * 
ZuU  [132]  ;  Bferchant  Shipping  Act  (1854) 
^^Zi  amendment*  [133];  Marriage  with  a  De- 
ve^  toaaed  Wife's  Sister  (India)  •  [134];  Pauper 
ijt]l0i^  LiunaticB*  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers'  Super- 
innuation)  *  [135]. 

AjgtfJ  IMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDTJRE 
"  fth*  IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (REMAND  OF  A 
\^  IEMBBR  in  CUSTODY). 

py  ^  kiB.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  House, 
jtb;  ^  it  he  bad  receiyed  the  following  Letter 
jtuy^'  iiting  to  the  Eemand  in  Custody  of  a 
lo  b»  <^  mber  of  this  House  : — 
iid*«|  '  Clonmel, 

letapf'  Ireland, 

corf**^  16th  February,  1888. 

.     Sir, 
J j  ob^  beg  leave  to  inform  you  that  late  last  night 
i^^  imanded  Doaglas  Pyne,  esq.  a  Member  of 


H« 


House  of  Commons,  until  Wednesday  next 


Jiri  (^.  22ad  February,  when  he  is  to  be  brough 


10^ 


of 


up  for  trial,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure Act,  at  Clonmel.  He  is  now,  and  will 
remain  until  that  day,  in  Clonmel  Prison. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Tour  obedient  Servant, 

8.  T.  Cabbw, 
Bendent  Magistrate. 
The  Bight  Honourable, 

The  Speaker,  House  of  Commons. 

Q  UE8T10N8. 


INDIA— BAILWAY  FROM    SUKKUB  TO 
SIBI— THE  SCINDE-PI8HIN  LINE. 

Mb.  SLAaa  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
he  will  supply  the  House  with  details  of 
the  cost,  up  to  date,  of  the  railway  from 
Sukkur  to  Sibi ;  and,  also,  of  the  rail- 
ways known  respectively  as  the  Scinde- 
Pishin  line  and  the  line  through  the 
Bolan  Pass ;  also,  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  extension,  by  means  of  tunnelling,  to 
Ohaman  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gokst)  (Chatham)  : 
The  cost  of  the  line  from  Sukkur  to 
Sibi  was  Rfl.z.  1,293,710,  ezdusiye  of 
Rs.z.  294,941,  the  cost  of  the  Sukkur 
Bridge.  The  cost  of  the  Scinde-Pishin 
line  was  Rs.x.  4,085,603  ;  of  Bolan  Pass 
line,  R8.X.  875,711;  of  Killa  Abdullah 
Branch,  Rs.x.  48,351 ;  of  extension,  with 
tunnelling,  to  Chaman,  Rs.x.  1,408,697. 
The  total  cost  of  all  lines  and  branches 
was  Rs.x.  8,007,013. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  Is  it  intended  to  cany  out 
the  tunnelling? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  The  work  is  in 
course  of  construction. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— AL- 
LEGED  AITACK  ON  CHURCHES,  &c. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr. 
W.  H.  K.  Redmond),  at  the  meeting  of 
the  National  League,  as  reported  in  The 
Freeman^ e  Journal  of  the  15th  instant,  in 
which  he  is  reported  to  have  said  that 
the 

"Orangemen  o!  Ireland"  were  "hirelingB 
engaged  in  attacking  their  own  churches,  so  as 
to  have  the  fact  ox  these  outrages  wired  to 
England;" 
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whether  he  has  any  eyidence  to  support 
the  allegatioxi  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
they  were  committed  by  ''  some  Orange 
enemy  of  the  Nationalist  cause ;  "  whe- 
ther, on  Friday,  the  20th  of  January, 
there  were  illuminations  in  those  parts 
ofFermanagh  where  there  were  branches 
of  the  National  League ;  and  whether  a 
light  was  seen  in  Oughterdrum  Ohurch, 
near  Castleoaldwell,  by  parties  across 
Lough  Erne;  whether,  next  morning, 
the  church  door  was  found  open,  and, 
on  the  remains  of  a  fire,  the  large  Bible 
of  the  church  half  burnt,  and  burnt 
parts  of  the  communion  cloth  were  found 
among  the  ashes ;  and,  if  he  will  make 
further  efforts  to  discover  the  perpetra- 
tors of  the  outrages  near  Castleoaldwell 
and  at  MuUoughdun  ? 

Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL(Fermanagh,S.): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swers the  Question,  I  would  like  to  ask 
him  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  some  years 
ago  an  outrage  was  committed  in  Castle- 
caldwell,  and  whether  efforts  were  not 
made  to  fasten  the  outrage  on  the  Catho- 
lics of  the  district ;  whether  it  turned  out 
that  the  author  of  the  outrage  was  not  a 
Catholic,  but  a  stranger  brought  into 
tiie  neighbourhood  by  a  local  magnate ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  perpetration 
of  the  present  outrage  has  been  charged 
against  the  Nationalists  and  Catholics 
of  Fermanagh ;  whether  there  is  evi- 
dence to  prove  the  contrary  of  Mr. 
Bedmond's  allegation;  and  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  resort  to  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Coercion  Act  to  let  in 
light  upon  these  mysterious  matters  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  EiNa-HARMAir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
gire  Notice  of  his  Question,  as  I  have 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  events  to 
which  he  refers.  In  reply  to  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
speech  referred  to.  The  County  Inspec- 
tor of  Constabulary  reports  there  is  no 
ground  for  the  allegation  contained 
therein.  It  appears  that  there  were 
illuminations  at  Derrygonelly,  where 
there  is  a  branch  of  the  Nationsd  League, 
on  Friday,  the  20th  of  January,  and  on 
the  following  day  at  several  places  in 
Fermanagh,  where  there  were  branches 
of  the  National  League.  A  light  was 
seen  in  the  direction  of  Oughterdrum 
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Church  between  5  and  6  o'clock  on 
Saturday  morning,  and  later  that  day 
the  outrage  alluded  to  was  found  to 
have  been  perpetrated.  The  police  are 
making  every  effort  to  disoorer  the 
guilty  persons. 

POST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)— NON-DELI- 
VERY  OF  A  REGISTERED  LETTER, 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N. 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whethe 
he  is  aware  that  a  registered  letter,  con- 
taining a  money  indosure,  was  posted  in 
Curry,  County  Sligo,  on  the  29th  of 
October  last,  by  Patrick  Howley,  and 
addressed  to  Messrs.  Neale,  Jones,  and 
Co.,  Mincing  Lane,  London ;  whether  its 
non- delivery  was  duly  reported  to  the 
Department ;  and,  if  so,  what  inquiries 
were  made,  and  with  what  result ;  whe- 
ther the  Department  will  now  pay  to 
Patrick  Howley  the  value  or  amount  of 
the  indosure — namely,  £5  5«.,  as  the 
letter  cannot  be  delivered ;  and,  what  is 
the  usage  in  all  such  cases  of  the  non- 
delivery of  registered  letters  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENEBAL(Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University)  :  I  have 
been  informed  that  the  registered  letter 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  de- 
livered at  the  address  given  on  the 
letter,  and  that  the  receipt  was  duly 
signed  by  the  house-porter.  The  letter 
appears  to  have  been  lost  by  the  porter, 
and  he  has  this  day  handed  to  one  of 
my  officers  the  amount  (£5  5«.)  con- 
tained in  the  letters  for  disposal. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND) - 
ALLEGED  POLICE  OUTBAQBS  IN 
CORK. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid}  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liea- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  information 
has  reached  him  that  on  Tuesday  night 
last,  the  14th  February,  in  the  City  of  ' 
Cork,  a  local  band,  on  returning  from 
accompanying  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Eastern  Division  of  Cork  (Mr.  Lane) 
from  the  Great  Southern  and  Western 
Station  to  his  residence,  was  charged  and 
batoned  and  their  instruments  smashed 
by  a  body  of  police  under  Sub-Inspector 
Creagh,  and  that  one  of  the  bandsmen, 
Alexander  McCarthy,  was  so  serioaslj 
wounded  that  he  had  to  be  immediately 
removed  to  hospital;  whether  another 
member  of  the  Barrack  Street  Band, 
after  having  been  knocked  down  by  a 
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baton  blow,  was  kicked  by  tbe  police  in  | 
tbe  head  and  face  while  lying  insensible 
on  the  ground,  inflicting  such  serious 
injuries  that  his  life  was  considered  by 
the  medical  gentleman  under  whose  care 
he  was  placed  to  be  in  danger;  whether 
this  is  the  third  attack  which  has  been 
made  upon  local  bauds  in  Cork  for 
having,  m  response  to  the  request  of  the 
citizens,  played  in  the  streets  of  the  city 
upon  the  release  of  Bepresentatives 
released  from  imprisonment  under  the 
Criminal  Law  ana  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act;  and,  whether  an  inquiry  will  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  similar  occurrences  in  the  future 
be  prevented?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  asked,  Whether  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  the  drummer  was  knocked  down, 
and  another  policeman  deliberately 
kicked  him  whilst  on  the  ground,  break- 
ing his  upper  jaw;  whether  another 
man  sustained  a  severe  fracture  to  the 
base  of  his  skull,  and  his  life  has  been 
in  imminent  danger  since ;  whether  up- 
wards of  30  people  were  not  seriously 
wounded  by  the  police  ;  and,  also,  whe- 
ther at  the  North  Infirmary,  where  the 
policemen  would  be  treated  if  injured, 
not  a  single  policemen  was  brought  for 
treatment? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
8ECBETABY  (Colonel  KnraHABMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  With  regard  to  the  Questions 
which  are  not  on  the  Paper,  I  can  give 
no  information.  In  reply  to  those  which 
are  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
Constabulary  Authorities  report  that  the 
occurrences  referred  to  arose  out  of  a 
riotous  assault  on  the  police,  at  whom  a 
volley  of  stones  was  thrown  as  the  band, 
accompanied  by  a  large  crowd,  passed, 
the  stone  throwing  being  kept  up  for 
half-an-hour  afterwards.  The  police 
charged  with  batons,  when  some  of  the 
instruments  were  broken.  McCarthy  did 
not  go  to  hoepitaL  He  received  a  bruise 
on  the  right  side  from  a  fall,  which  he 
states  he  got  when  running  away  from 
the  police.  Another  member  of  the 
band  was  seriously  injured,  and  the 
doctor  stated  he  could  not  pronounce 
his  life  out  of  daneer ;  but  he  has  not 
alleged  that  he  was  kicked  by  the  police. 
Several  constables  were  struck.  Two  of 
them  are  under  medical  treatment,  one 
suffering  from  concussion  of  the  brain. 
Bands  have  not  been  interfered  with,  as 
alleged.     Whenever  it  is  proposed  to 


prevent  any  demonstration  as  likely  to 
lead  to  a  breach  of  the  public  peace,  the 
bands  are  invariably  warned  before- 
hand. The  occurrence  in  question  was 
due  altogether  to  a  most  unwarrantable 
attack  on  the  police. 

Db.  TANNEB  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not 
answered  the  third  portion  of  his  Ques- 
tion, as  to  how  it  was  that  if  the  stone- 
throwing  continued  for  half-an-hour 
none  of  the  police  had  to  be  treated  at 
the  infirmary  ?  He  also  wished  to  ask, 
whether  this  was  not  the  third  time 
those  wanton  attacks  had  been  made  on 
the  citizens  of  Cork  by  an  infuriated 
constabulary  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Dr.  TANNEB  intimated  that  he 
would  repeat  the  Question. 

Me.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked, 
was  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man aware  that  one  of  the  injured  men 
stated  to  him  (Mr.  Gilhooly)  that  a 
policeman  knocked  him  down  and  kicked 
him? 

[No  reply.] 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSIONS, COUNTY  DOWN. 

Mh.  M^CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  YtThether,  considering 
that  according  to  present  arrangements 
no  sitting  of  any  of  the  Sub-Commissions 
can  be  held  in  the  County  of  Down  be* 
fore  April  next,  he  will  take  steps  to 
have  an  additional  Sub-Commission  ap- 
pointed, in  order  that  the  tenants  of  the 
principal  landlords  in  Down  may  have 
their  fair  rents  fixed  at  once,  and  not  be 
compelled,  as  at  present,  to  pay  their  old 
rents  when  they  are  entitled  to  the  bene* 
fits  of  the  judicial  rents  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiira-HABifAir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  As  I  have  already  explained  to 
the  hon.  Member,  a  sitting  of  a  Sub- 
Commission  in  the  County  Down  will  be 
held  in  about  six  weeks.  To  adopt  the 
course  suggested  in  the  Question  would 
not  expedite  the  matter,  even  if  it  were 
found  feasible. 

Ma.  M'CARTAN  :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, would  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  not  consider  the  advisability 
of  appointing  a  new  Commission  which 
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oould  sit  during  the  next  month  in 
County  Down  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN :  There 
would  be  some  delay  in  the  appointment 
of  a  Sub-Commiseion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
How  many  Sub-Commissions  are  oper- 
ating now.  Is  there  one  for  each 
county? 

Colonel  KINQ-HABMAN  :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  put 
the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
— TRAVELLING  POST  OFFICES- 
SUNDAY  DUTY. 

Me.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether  the 
officers  employed  in  the  travelling  post 
offices  in  !^gland  are  paid  overtime  for 
every  hour  they  are  on  duty  on  Sundays ; 
if  so,  how  is  it  that  two  hours'  pay  per 
Sunday  is  stopped  from  officers  doing 
similar  duty  in  Ireland,  notwithstanding 
that  the  late  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Mr. 
Fawcett,  undertook  to  place  the  men  in 
this  Department  in  both  countries  on 
the  same  footing ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  officers  employed  in  the  travel- 
ling post  offices  in  England  are  paid  6d. 
per  trip  risk  money  when  dealing  with 
registered  letters;  and,  if  so,  why  a 
similar  allowance  is  not  made  to  officers 
doing  the  same  duty  in  Ireland ;  and, 
why  a  Memorial  on  tiie  latter  subject  to 
the  Inspector  of  Mails,  bearing  date 
30 th  of  April,  1887,  still  remains  un- 
answered  ? 

•  Tm  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikss)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  state,  first,  that  in  England 
officers  attached  to  offices  where  Sunday 
duty  is  part  of  the  regular  work  of  the 
staff  are,  when  employed  in  the  travel- 
ling post  office,  paid  extra  for  all  Sun- 
day work  in  excess  of  an  average  of  two 
hours  per  Sunday,  and  officers  in  Ireland 
are  so  paid  also.  In  England,  however, 
much  of  the  work  is  performed  by  officers 
attached  to  the  General  Post  Office, 
London,  where  Sunday  duty  is  not  part 
of  the  regular  work  of  the  staff;  and 
these  officers,  when  working  in  the 
travelling  post  office  on  Sunday,  are  paid 
extra  for  all  the  work  they  do.  As  regards 
the  payment  of  6d.  per  trip  risk  money 
to  officers  of  the  travelling  post-offiee, 
when  dealing  with  registered  letters,  I 
understand  that  such  payment  has  been 

Mr.  M^  Carton 


made  in  some  instances.  Should  the 
practice  be  maintained  as  a  permanent 
arrangement,  I  wiU  take  care  that,  the 
conditions  being  similar,  it  shall  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  The  matter,  which 
is  still  under  consideration,  will  necea- 
sarily  take  time  to  settle. 

LAW    AND     POLICE  —  REVIVAL     OF 

PUGILISM. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (BethnalGhreen,  N.£.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  sudden  out- 
break and  rapid  increase  of  pugilism  in 
this  country  recently,  under  the  desig- 
nation of  sport,  boxing,  prize-fighting, 
or  other  euphemistic  terms ;  whether 
this  mode  of  combativenesss  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  law  of  the  land ;  and, 
whether  newspaper  reports  of  these  en- 
counters are  legal ;  and,  if  illegal,  whe- 
ther the  Gh>vernment  will  institute  pro- 
ceedings against  all  those  who  take  part 
in  such  practices,  whether  as  principals 
or  accessories,  and  against  the  news- 
papers which  contain  reports  of  them  ? 

The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  my  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
certain  amount  of  increased  interest 
which  has  recently  been  displayed  in 
pugilism.  Prize-fighting,  as  distin- 
guished from  boxing  or  sparring  with 
gloves,  is  illegal.  A  concourse  of  per- 
sons attending  a  prize-fight  in  this  coun- 
try is  an  unlawful  assembly,  which  the 
authorities  ought  to  prevent  or  to  dis- 
perse. A  newspaper  paragraph,  of 
which  the  object  is  to  promote  a  prize- 
fight, or  to  incite  people  to  attend  one, 
in  this  country  would,  I  apprehend,  be 
illegal ;  but,  speaking  generally,  a  mere 
narrative  in  a  newspaper  of  a  past  prize- 
fight, even  in  this  country,  would  not 
be  illegal.  The  Government  have  used, 
and  will  continue  to  use,  their  best  en- 
deavours to  prevent  those  different 
breaches  of  the  law. 

Me.  EDWARD  HABEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  may  I  ask  why  it  is  that  the 
publication  of  a  bare  record  of  the  meet- 
ings of  a  political  Society  in  Ireland  are 
subject 

Mb.  SFEAKBE  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON :  I 
ask  why  it  is  that  the  editors  and  pro- 
prietors of  such  newspapers  are  subject 
to  a  month's  imprisonment  ? 
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the  alleged  assault  ooonrs.  There  was 
no  reason  for  departing  from  this  practice 
in  the  case  in  question. 

Mb.  FLYNN  said,  that  the  practice 
was  quite  the  other  way.  The  case 
should  have  been  tried  before  the 
ordinary  Court,  which  sat  erery  day. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked, 
Whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Sergeant 
Knox,  who  had  brought  the  accusation 
against  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  had  been 
promoted  to  the  position  of  Head  Oon- 
stable—had,  in  fact,  been  rewarded  ? 

OoLONKL  KINQ-HARMAN  said,  he 
had  no  information  whateyer  upon  the 
subject ;  but  with  regard  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Cork  (Mr. 
Flynn),  he  believed  that  the  answer  he 
had  given  was  quite  correct. 

Me.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Who  decides  whether  a  case  of  assault 
is  to  be  tried  by  a  Crimes  Act  magis- 
trate or  is  to  be  withdrawn  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Justice  of  the  Peace? 

CoLowEL  KING-HARMAN :  I  do  not 
know.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  ask  the  Solicitor  Oeneral 
perhaps  he  will  be  able  to  teU  him. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  if  he  can  state  whose 

Srovince  it  is  to  decide  when  the  juris- 
iction  of  the  ordinary  magistrate  should 
be  withdrawn  in  assault  cases  and  the 
matter    dealt     with    by    Government 
magistrates  ? 
The   solicitor   GENERAL  fob 


Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  HOWELL :  May  I  further  ask 
whether  the  publication  of  challenges 
for  a  prize-fight  would  or  would  not  be 
an  infraction  of  the  law? 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  ReaUy,  Sir,  it 
does  not  belong  to  me  to  answer  ques- 
tions of  law ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  know  my  private  opinion  I 
should  say  it  would. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS— ST. 
MARTIN'S-LE-GRAND. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
When  building  operations  will  be  com- 
menced on  the  site  that  has  been  cleared 
in  St.  Martin's-le-Grand  ;  and,  whether 
he  will  have  them  started  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  to  give  employment  to 
some  of  the  men  now  out^of  work  in  the 
building  trades  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plukkkt)  (Dublin  University):  Treasury 
sanction  has  now  been  pbtained  for  the 
works  at  St.  Martin's-le-Grand,  and 
they  shall  be  commenced  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible ;  but  some  time  must  be  occupied 
in  getting  working  drawings  and  enter- 
ing into  a  contract ;  but  there  shall  be 
no  unnecessary  delay. 

OBIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887— TRIAL  OF  THE 
MAYOR  or  CORK. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  why  the  Mayor 
of  Cork,  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  City, 
was  tried  before  two  Resident  Magis- 
trates under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  for  a  petty  assault 
on  a  policeman  on  the  14th  instant,  and 
not  tried  before  the  ordinary  Petty 
Session  Bench  of  Magistrates  which  sits 
every  day,  or  made  the  defendant  in  a 
civil  action ;  and,  whether  this  departure 
from  the  ordinary  practice  was  taken 
with  his  sanction  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Haeman) 
(Kent, Isleof  Thanet)  (who replied)  said: 
As  already  stated,  the  assault  was  by 
no  means  a  petty  one,  but  a  gross  inter- 
ference with  a  policeman  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty.  The  practice  is  to  try  under 
the  recent  statute  charges  of  assault  on 
the  police  when  the  section  dealing  with 
such  charges  is  inforce  in  adistrict  where 

VOL.  CCCXXII.    [thmd  sebum.] 


IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  give  me  Notice  of  that 
Question  I  will  inquire. 

SCOTLAND— MEASLES  IN  THE  ISLAND 

OP  LEWIS. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  cases  of,  and  of 
deaths  from,  measles,  which  took  place 
in  the  last  three  months  of  1887  in  each 
of  the  parishes  in  the  Island  of  Lewis ; 
and  wnether  in  any  of  these  parishes 
any  steps  were  taken  to  relieve  the  sick, 
or  beyond  the  closing  of  schools  to 
check  the  spread  of  the  disease ;  and,  if 
so,  what  steps  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  My  information 
is  that  in  Stornoway  burgh  there  were  a 
large  number  of  cases  and  four  deaths ; 
Stornoway  parish,  many  cases  and  18 
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deaths ;  Barvas  parieh,  nearly  300  oases 
and  one  death ;  Lochs  parish,  300  cases 
and  16  deaths;  Uig  parish,  two  cases 
and  no  deaths.  The  disease  has  been,  on 
the  whole,  of  a  mild  type ;  and  in  all 
these  cases  medical  attendance  was  given, 
and  the  sick  supplied  with  medicine  and 
such  necessaries  as  were  ordered  by  the 
medical  men.  Isolation,  wherever  prac- 
ticable, was  insisted  upon. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)  -THE  RIVER  BARROW. 

Mb.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
their  Bill,  to  obtain  powers  to  deal  with 
the  drainage  of  the  Biver  Barrow,  to 
ask  the  House  to  give  a  larger  contribu- 
tion, by  way  of  a  free  grant,  than  the 
sum  of  £76,000  recommended  by  the 
Eoyal  Commission  on  Public  Works  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthbEXCHE- 
OUEB  (Mr.  Gk)8CHBN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir;  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  increase 
the  sum. 

ADMIRALTY— DEVONPORT  DOCK- 
VICE  ADMIRAL  GRANT. 

Mr.  LABOUCHiEBE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  retain 
Vice  Admiral  Grant  in  his  position  of 
Superintendent  of  Devonport  Dock, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  has 
attained  to  the  rank  of  Vice  Admiral ; 
if  so,  whether  there  are  any,  and  what, 
reasons  for  adopting  this  special  course; 
what  is  the  difference  in  the  pay  of  a 
Vice  Admiral  and  a  Bear  Admiral  when 
employed;  and,  whether  there  are 
several  Bear  Admirals  on  the  Active 
List  who  are  thoroughly  competent  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  Superintendent 
of  a  Dockyard,  by  reason  of  their  having 
served  as  Captains  of  Steam  Boserve  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Lord  Geobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Under 
the  old  Begulations  the  post  of  Admiral 
Superintendent  of  a  Dockyard  was  only 
tenable  by  Bear  Admirals,  promotion  to 
the  list  of  Vice  Admiral,  necessitating 
retirement  from  the  appointment,  al- 
though the  period  of  three  years  for 
which  the  appointment  ran  might  not 
have  been  completed.  Short  terms  of 
service  being  prejudicial  to  the  efficient 
working  of  the  yard,  I  made  an  ar- 
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rangement  by  which  an  officer  might, 
irrespective  of  his  rank,  complete  his 
term  of  service  with  the  consent  of  the 
Admiralty.  The  difference  in  pay  be- 
tween a  Vice  Admiral  and  a  Bear  Ad- 
miral when  80  employed  is  £117  2«.  6i. ; 
but  the  difference  between  their  half 
pay  is  £136  17^.  6i/.  The  State,  there- 
fore, retains  the  services  of  the  officer  of 
experience,  and  saves  £20  per  annum 
under  the  arrangement.  Yice  Admiral 
Grant  is  the  first  officer  to  whom  the 
change  applies. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  SUB^IARINE 
TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral, If  the  House  may  depend  on  him  to 
continue  to  resist  the  attempts  of  the 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company  to  re- 
establish the  monopoly  under  which  the 
country  has  so  long  suffered  ? 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Is  it  true  that,  after  enjoying  a  mono- 
poly of  the  Cable  traffic  between  this 
country  and  the  Continent  for  the  past 
20  years,  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company  have  obtained  the  further 
concession  of  an  extension  of  time  for 
three  months  valued  at  £25,000 ;  and, 
is  it  true  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  besides  paying  heavy  directors' 
fees  and  declaring  dividends  of  from  15 
to  25  per  cent  for  many  years,  the  Sub* 
marine  Telegraph  Company  have  ob* 
tained  the  promise  of  the  GK>vemment 
to  grant  a  bonus  to  each  shareholder  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  term  for  which  the 
monopoly  was  granted,  beside  pur- 
chasing from  the  expiring  Company  the 
whole  of  their  old  Telegraph  Cable  and 
working  appliances  at  valuation  ? 

The  POSTM  ASTEB  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company  have 
been  informed  that  it  is  not  the  inten* 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Gtyvemment  to 
agree  to  any  renewal  of  the  oonoessioa 
to  them  which  will  expire  shortly.  No 
agreement  has  been  come  to  with  the 
Company  as  to  the  purchase  of  their 
plant  and  transfer  of  their  undertaking ; 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  to  the 
public  interest  that  any  statement  as  to 
the  details  of  negotiations  should  be 
made  until  some  definite  decision  shall 
have  been  arrived  at.  I  may  say,  how- 
ever, that  the  inferences  suggested  by 
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the  Qaestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oanterburj  are  yery  inacourate. 

EGYPT— THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

Sib  QE0R9E  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldj,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
succeseive  Oovemments  of  this  coantry 
haye  always  been  in  favour  of  keeping 
the  Suez  Oanal  open  to  ships  of  war 
of  belligerents,  or  whether  any  Govern- 
ment has  ever  proposed  to  limit  its  use 
to  commercial  purposes  and  the  peace- 
ful passage  of  transports  and  vessels  of 
war  in  time  of  peace  between  the  Great 
Powers ;  and,  whether  the  French 
Government  has  always  insisted  on  keep- 
ing the  Oanal  open  to  belligerents,  or 
whether  any  French  Government  has 
ever  proposed  or  suggested  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  it  should  be 
consecrated  to  peaceful  purposes  only, 
as  always  urged  by  its  founder,  M.  de 
Lessens  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.) :  It  is  unnecessary,  for  prac- 
tical purposes,  to  go  further  back  than 
the  Convention  of  London  of  1885,  con- 
ducted on  behalf  of  this  country  by  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  when  the  Powers  then  as- 
sembled agreed  to  a  Declaration  that 
the  freedom  of  the  Suez  Canal  at  all 
times  should  be  guaranteed.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  then  and  since 

Eroposed  that  the  Canal  ''  should  be 
ree  for  the  passage  of  all  ships  in  any 
circumstances ;  "  and  I  cannot  find  that 
any  former  Government — at  least,  since 
the  opening  of  the  Canal—held  any 
other  view.  This,  I  think,  was  also 
always  the  view  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  the  expressed  view  of 
the  Canal  Company  as  early  as  1869, 
although  they  always  wished  the  Canal 
to  be  excepted  from  military  and  naval 
operations. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  on  the  first  appropriate 
Vote  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  incon- 
Tenince  and  complications  that  would  be 
likely  to  arise  from  the  use  of  the  Canal 
by  belligerents  to  the  world  in  general, 
and  to  this  country  in  particular. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT,  1887— 
CHECK  WEIGHMEN. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  received  any  information  respecting 
the  appointment  of  one  James  Watts  as 
checkweighman  at  Farrington  Gurney, 
in  Somersetshire ;  whether  such  appoint- 
ment was  made  by  a  majority  of  the 
workmen  voting  by  ballot ;  and,  whether 
it  is  true  that  since  his  appointment  the 
owner  of  the  colliery  has  refused  to  allow 
him  to  perform  his  duties  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received,  just  before  I  entered  the  House, 
a  lengthy  Report  on  the  subject  which  I 
have  scarcely  had  time  to  master,  but 
from  which  I  collect  that  the  owner,  who 
is  also  the  manager  of  the  colliery,  has 
not  received  any  intimation  from  the 
workmen  of  the  appointment  of  Watts 
as  checkweighman,  and  that  from  in- 
quiry he  has  made  he  believes  that  no 
ballot  has  taken  place  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  Watts.  Watts  came  to  the  col- 
liery one  afternoon  after  work  had 
ceased,  and  interfered  with  the  weighing 
machine  without  authority,  being  at  the 
time  in  the  employment  of  a  neigh- 
bouring mine-owner,  to  whom  he  has 
not  yet  given  notice  to  leave  his  em- 
ployment. Watts  was  ordered  away  by 
the  clerk. 

IRELAND— THE   MITCHELSTOWN    IN- 
QUEST— COUNTY  INSPECTOR  BROWN 
RIGG. 

Mb.  LABOnCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  two  follow- 
ing questions  which  were  addressed,  as 
reported  in  The  Timee,  to  County  Li- 
specter  Brownrigg,  who  was  in  com- 
mand of  the  police  at  Mitchelstown, 
when  a  meeting  took  place  there  last 
September,  by  District  Inspector  Irwin, 
who  was  second  in  command  on  that 
day,  during  the  inquest  that  took  place 
in  respect  to  the  death  of  certain  persons 
at  that  meeting  : — 

"  Was  it  your  object,  after  the  previous 
day's  oocurrence,  to  deter  me  from  adhering 
to  my  original  words  ? 

"  Would  it  be  correct  to  say  that  the  object 
of  bringing  these  men  (the  pouce  constables)  to 
the  office  was  to  coach  them  ?  '* 

whether  any  investigation  has  been 
made  into  these  charges  made  by  the 
District  Inspector  against  the  County 
Inspector ;  and,  whether  both  are  still 
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members  of  tlie  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabu- 
lary? 

thb  paemamentaey  under 

8E0RETARY  (Colonel  KinoHarman) 
fXent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  matter  referred  to  by  this 
Question  is  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  De- 
partmental inquiry. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEQRAPa  MONEY 

ORDERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
in  reference  to  the  promise  made  in  re- 
ply to  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury, 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates 
last  Session,  to  establish  experimentally 
telegraph  money  orders  in  this  country, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  Uniyersity)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  this  matter  has  been  under 
consideration,  as  I  promised  in  answer 
to  the  Question  addressed  to  me  when 
the  Estimates  were  under  discussion 
last  year ;  and  I  hope  before  long  to  be 
in  a  position  to  institute  an  experiment 
in  this  direction. 

ROYAL  PARKS  AND  PLEASURE  GAR- 
DENS—TUB RETURN. 

Mb.  PIOEERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 
in  presenting  a  Return,  ordered  on  16th 
June  last,  of  certain  particulars  respect- 
ing the  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gar- 
dens; and,  if  he  can  state  when  this 
Return  will  be  presented  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunxet')  (Dublin  University) :  It  t^as 
not  possiole  to  have  the  Return  referred 
to  in  the  Question  respecting  the  Royal 
Parks  ready  before  the  close  of  last 
Session  ;  but  I  am  informed  by  the 
Treasure  that  it  will  now  at  once  be  laid 
on  the  Table. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE     DEPARTMENT)— 
FAILURE  OF  A  lO-INCH  GUN. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  a  large  gun,  stated  to  be 
a  10-inch  gun,  has  lately  failed  under 
proof  at  Woolwich ;  and,  if  so,  under 
what    circumstances    and    from    what 
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causes,  and  where  it  was  designed  and 
constructed  ;  and,  whether  any  guns 
have  burst,  or  otiierwise  failed,  since 
the  failure  of  the  43-ton  Oolliogwood 
gun ;  and,  if  so,  what  guns,  and  in  what 
particulars  f 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
A  10-inch  gun  lately  failed  under  proof 
at  Woolwich,  the  chase  snapping  in  two 
at  the  forward  end  of  the  uner  at  the 
first  proof  round.  The  gun  was  other- 
wise uninjured.  The  eause  of  the 
failure  is  now  under  investigation  by 
the  Ordnance  Committee.  The  gun 
had  been  designed  at  the  Royal  Gun 
Factory ;  but  the  design  was  modified 
during  manufacture,  the  gun  being 
chase-hooped  and  lined  in  accordance 
with  the  proposal  of  the  Elswick 
Ordnance  Company,  who  made  it.  No 
g^ns  have  burst  on  service  since  the 
failure  of  the  43-ton  Collingwood  gun; 
though  several  have  been  found  defec- 
tive at  proof.  I  think  it  only  right  that 
a  marked  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  failures  at  proof  and  failures 
on  service.  Our  guns  are  subjected  to 
very  severe  proof;  and  I  should  be 
sorry  if  severe  oritioism  in  Parliament 
upon  failures  at  proof  were  to  produce 
any  tendency  to  pass  into  actual  service 
guns  which  had  not  been  most  scrupu- 
lously tested. 

INDIA— THE  DIRECTOR  OF  THB  INDO- 
EUROPEAN  TELEGRAPHS. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  it 
true  that  the  retirement  of  the  present 
Director  of  the  Indo-European  Tele- 
graphs is  overdue  under  the  Service 
Rules;  and,  whether  he  is  not  only 
allowed  still  to  retain  his  appointment, 
with  all  its  valuable  remuneration  and 
perquisites,  but  that  he  is  also  allowed 
to  hold  the  appointment  of  Director  of 
the  Edinburgh  Museum  on  a  large 
salary? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham), 
in  reply,  said,  there  was  no  Service  Rule 
regulating  the  retirement  of  the  late  Di* 
rector  of  the  Indo-European  Telegraphs, 
who  had  retired,  as  settled  in  Januarj, 
bj  an  Order  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
on  the  15th  of  February. 
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SOUTHERN  PACIFIC— THE  NEW 
HEBRIDES. 

Ms.  BEYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  French  troops 
have  yet  evacuated  the  New  Hebrides ; 
and,  when  the  Papers  relating  to  that 
evacuation  and  the  future  regulation  of 
those  Islands  will  be  delivered  to  Mem- 
bers? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jamxs  Ferousfon)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  French  troops  have 
not  yet  evacuated  the  New  Hebrides ; 
but  the  French  Government  undertook 
to  withdraw  them  at  the  expiration  of 
lour  months  from  the  signature  of  the 
Convention— namely,  from  the  16th  of 
November  last—if  it  were  not  possible 
to  do  so  earlier.  Copies  of  the  agree- 
ment, with  regulations  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Joint  Naval  Commission,  will  be 
delivered  to  hon.  Members  on  Wednes- 
day morning  at  furthest. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— RE- ARREST 
OP  MR.  PYNE,  M.P. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  (for  Mr. 
P.  J.  Power)  (Waterford,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  On  what  charge  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Waterford  (Mr.  Pyne) 
re- arrested  at  Kilmacthomas,  on  the 
15th  instant,  after  he  had  entered  into 
bail  to  prosecute  his  appeal  against  the 
decision  of  Messrs.  Considine  and  Bod- 
kin, Resident  Magistrates ;  why  bail 
was  refused  for  his  appearance  at  Petty 
Sessions,  at  which  the  second  charge 
against  him  was  to  be  heard ;  if  on  the 
hearing  of  the  second  charge  the  Crown 
applied  for  a  remand  for  eight  days ;  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  bail  to  a  large  amount 
was  offered  for  the  hon.  Member's  ap- 
pearance at  the  end  of  that  period,  and 
on  what  grounds  was  that  application 
refuted ;  if  when  making  this  applica- 
tion to  be  admitted  to  bail  the  hon. 
Member  was  suffering  from  a  severe 
wound  inflicted  by  a  police  baton ; 
what  action  is  to  be  taken  with  re- 
gard to  the  police  constable  who  in- 
flicted the  wound ;  on  what  grounds,  and 
by  whom,  were  the  police  ordered  to 
disperse  by  force  any  people  accompany- 
ing the  hon.  Member  to  the  Waterford 
and  Limerick  Railway,  on  his  way  to 


donme],  on  the  15th  instant;  were  the 
wishes  of  the  Mayor  and  the  Local 
Justices  consxdted ;  and,  if  not,  why,  be- 
fore issuing  such  orders  to  the  police ; 
whether  he  has  information  to  show 
that  much  indignation  prevailed  at  the 
treatment  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ceived, and  at  the  manner  in  which  the 
Mayor  and  the  Local  Justices  had  been 
treated,  and  that  a  collision  between  the 
police  and  the  poople  was  averted  only 
by  the  influence  of  the  Mayor  and  his 
friends ;  and,  why  did  the  police  autho* 
rities  refrain  from  giving  notice  of  their 
intention  of  dispersing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's friends  until  near  the  hour  at  which 
he  should  start  for  Clonmel?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked,  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
state  if  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Waterford,  while  in  custody  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  and  on  his  way  to  the  Clonmel 
Court  House  yesterday,  received  a  severe 
baton  wound  on  the  head  from  one  of 
the  policemen  on  duty;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  report 
of  the  case  in  The  Daily  News  of  the  17th 
instant,  where  it  is  stated  that  Alderman 
Strange  applied  to  the  Court  to  have 
the  hon.  Member  admitted  to  bail  in 
order  that  he  might  receive  proper 
medical  treatment  for  the  wound  thus 
inflicted  on  him ;  that  a  Mr.  Lon organ 
offered  bail  to  the  amount  of  £5,000 ; 
that  the  District  Inspector  of  Constabu- 
lary had  received  instructions  (from, 
Dublin  Castle)  not  to  accept  any  bail, 
and  that  Colonel  Carew,  R.M.,  said  "  he 
could  not  accept  bail  under  the  circum- 
stances ;  "  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division  in  admitting. to  bail  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cork,  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  extending  to  magis' 
trates  the  right  of  exercising  some  dis- 
cretion on  the  question  of  admitting  to 
bail  the  political  prisoners  brought 
before  them  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  the  quota- 
tion from  the  remarks  of  Colonel  Carew 
as  given  in  the  Notice  Paper  should 
read — 

'*  He  coald  not  attempt  to  accept  bail  nnder 
such  circa  Distances." 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiHo-HAaMAH) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thauet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  hon.  Member  referred  to  was, 
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in  the  second  case,  obarged  with  un- 
lawfully taking  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy, and  with  inciting  to  intimida- 
tion. The  Besident  Magistrate  reports 
that  he  refused  bail  because  it  was  op- 
posed by  the  District  Inspector;  and 
also  because,  in  his  own  opinion,  a  per- 
son who  does  all  in  his  power  to  evade 
arrest  is  not  entitled  to  oail  when  made 
amenable.  The  Grown  applied  for  a 
remand  to  next  Petty  Sessions.  Bail 
was  offered  to  a  large  amount,  and  re- 
fused for  tho  reasons  just  stated.  The 
police  were  not  ordered  to  disperse  by 
force  any  people  accompanying  the  hon. 
Member.  A  crowd  of  roughs  did  follow 
the  party,  and  on  arrival  at  the  railway 
station  threw  stones  at  the  police.  It 
is  believed  one  of  these  struck  the  hon. 
Member,  as  the  immediate  police  escort 
were  armed  with  rifles,  not  with  batons. 
The  doctor  who  examined  the  cut  refuses 
to  say  it  was  caused  by  a  baton.  A 
torchlight  procession  with  bands  had 
been  contemplated;  but  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  tne  police  the  Mayor  pre- 
vented it.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  alleged  indignation  of  the  Mayor 
and  Local  Justices.  The  magistrates 
had  full  discretion  as  to  admitting  to 
bail  in  a  case  such  as  that  referred  to  in 
tho  Question. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  say 
whether  an  investigation  will  be  ordered 
as  to  whether  the  hon.  Member  was 
struck  by  a  stone  or  by  a  baton,  as  we 
have  seen  statements  which  lead  us  to 
suppose  that  it  must  have  been  by  a 
baton  ? 

Colonel  KINO-HAEMAN  said,  the 
Government  had  no  information  which 
would  lead  them  to  call  for  any  special 
investigation.  He  had  also  seen  state- 
znents  that  the  blow  was  inflicted  by  a 
stone,  and  as  the  police  escort  were 
armed  with  rifles  and  not  with  batons, 
it  was  natural  to  suppose  the  wound  was 
not  caused  by  a  baton. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  that  his  informa- 
tion seemed  to  show  that  the  blow  was 
given  by  a  police  baton.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
order  such  an  inquiry  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  as  would  enable  in- 
dependent testimony  to  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  it  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper.  | 

Colonel  Xing'Uarmaji 


Mr.  M'CABTAN  asked,  if  any  in- 
quiry was  made  as  to  how  the  wound 
was  inflicted ;  and  he  also  wished  to 
know  how  many  of  the  policemen  who 
were  on  duty  in  Clonmel  had  been  en- 
gaged in  guarding  Lisfinny  Castle  while 
the  hon.  Member  was  patiently  awaiting 
arrest  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
had  no  information  on  these  points. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— IRISH 
QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any  large 
measures  involving  his  personal  super- 
vision are  now  in  course  of  preparation 
for  Ireland ;  if  not,  what  reason  exists 
why  the  subjects  dealing  with  Irish 
administration,  brought  forward  bj 
means  of  Questions  in  this  House,  are 
no  longer  answered,  as  has  been  the 
practice  since  the  Union,  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  bat 
are  left  to  a  subordinate  official,  for 
whose  appointment  no  legislative  sanc- 
tion exists ;  and,  whether  any  precedent 
can  be  cited  for  this  devolution  of 
responsibility  in  dealing  with  Irish  sub- 
jects? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  referred  to  the 
practice  since  the  Union.     I  may  remind 
him  of  two  changes  that  have  occurred 
since  then.   One  is  the  gradual,  but  still 
recent  and  enormous,  increase  in   the 
number  of  Questions  put  to  the  Irish 
G-overnment ;  the  other  is  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     It  is  in 
consequence  of  these  changes  that   a 
partial  alteration  has  been  made  in  the 
method  of  dealing  with  Questions.     I 
may  remind  the  House  that  answering 
Questions  is  probably  of  all  Parliamen- 
tary operations  among  the  least  difficult 
and  responsible;   for  the  answers  are, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  read  out  from 
manuscript  by  the  Minister  ioc*  -charge. 
It  is  true  that  occasionally  Questions  of 
great  nicety,   or  involving  large  prin- 
ciples, are  asked ;  and  on  such  occasions 
the  answers  are  prepared,  in  the  Irish, 
as  in  other  Departments,  sifter  consulta- 
tion between  the  Under  Secretary  and 
the  Chief  Secretary.    But,  for  the  moat 
part,  answers  are  merely  a  transcript  of 
information  received  from  Ireland  with 
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respect  to  some  local  incident,  condensed 
and  arranged  for  the  conyenience  of  the 
House.  It  is  not  accurate  to  say,  there- 
fore, that  there  is  any  devolution  of 
responsibility.  All  I  have  done  is  to 
assume  that  a  Question  addressed  to  the 
Ohief  Secretary  is  addressed  to  the  De- 
partment of  which  he  is  the  Head  ;  and 
have  made  it  a  matter  of  arrang^ement 
between  the  Parliamentary  Representa- 
tiyes  of  that  Department  wno  shall 
answer  it.  This  is,  I  think,  highly  con- 
ducive to  the  proper  despatch  of  Public 
Business,  in  which  the  House  is  pri- 
marily interested;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will,  I  think,  himself 
see  the  absurdity  of  leaving  it  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  decide  who  shall  have 
charge  of  a  Bill,  and  not  at  the  same 
time  to  allow  him  to  settle  who  shall 
read  out  an  answer  relative  to  alleged 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  a  constable. 
I  may  add  that  no  Minister  in  my  recol- 
lection has  answered  Questions  more  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House  than  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  that 
I  am  always  here  in  time  to  deal  with 
Questions  put  without  Notice  when  such 
a  course  seems  desirable. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  never  in  the  House 
at  Question  time,  I  should  like  to  know 
from  what  source  he  gathers  that  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  answers 
are  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

THE  WATER  SUPPLY— APPREHENDED 
WATER  FAMINE. 

Sir  HENBY  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
8.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  letters  which  have  recently 
appeared  in  The  Times  newspaper  on  the 
question  of  the  water  supply  of  this 
country ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
opinions  expressed  by  Sir  John  La  wee 
and  other  eminent  authorities  as  to  the 
possible  danger  of  a  water  famine  oc- 
curring during  dry  summers,  and  in 
view  of  the  vast  importance  of  the  ques« 
tion  of  the  proper  storsgo  of  water 
throughout  the  Kingdom,  the  Qovern- 
ment  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
appointing  a  Eoyal  Oommission  to  in- 
quire and  report  to  Parliament  on  the 
whole  question  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Shixb)    (Strand,   Westminster;:    My 


attention  has  been  called  to  the  letters 
whicji  have  appeared  in  27ie  Times  on 
the  question  of  the  water  supply  of  this 
country.  The  question  is,  undoubtedly, 
an  important  one ;  but  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  any  steps  to  be  taken  now 
which  could  affect  the  water  supply  of 
the  ensuing  summer.  Looking  to  the 
fact  that  large  sums  of  money  have  in 
late  years  been  borrowed  by  Local  Au- 
thorities for  the  purpose  of  providing 
water  in  the  districts  for  which  they 
are  responsible,  the  Gk)yemment  hardly 
think  that  a  Boyal  Oommission,  such  as 
is  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  is  at 
present  advisable.  I  may  state,  for  the 
information  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
in  1 884  the  Local  Authorities  obtained 
powers  to  spend  £750,000  to  obtain 
water;  in  1885,  £1,613,000;  and  in 
1886,  £1,741,000;  so  that  in  three 
years  £4,000,000  have  been  authorized 
for  the  purpose  of  water  supply. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
—LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  RICHARD  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tressury, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  accordance  with  the  assur- 
ance given  last  Session  by  him,  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation in  Wales  during  the  present  Ses* 
sion  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  giving 
attention  to  this  important  subject 
during  the  Recess ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware  that  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Session  must  be  occupied  by  legislation 
of  considerable  importance  to  which  the 
Government  is  specifically  pledged. 
Should,  however,  opportunity  be  af- 
forded to  them  at  a  later  period.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  hope  to  be  able 
to  ask  Parliament  to  consider  a  measure 
dealing  with  intermediate  education  in 
Wales. 

EGYPT  —  THE  JUDGE  ADVOCATE  " 
GENERAL  AT  CAIRO. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
before  proceeding  to  Egypt  to  prosecute 
the  claims  of  the  ex  Khedive  Ismail,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  offered  to  place 
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his  resignation  in  the  hands  of  the  Prime 
Minister ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Prime  Minister  declined  that  offer  ? 
Thb  FIEST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Bmith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Judge  Advocate  General,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  discussion  which  took  place 
in  this  House  towards  the  close  of  last 
Session,  placed,  shortly  after  the  close 
of  the  Session,  his  Office  absolutely  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
No  answer  has  yet  been  given  to  his 
letter.  The  Qovernment  are,  however, 
of  opinion  that  it  is  advisable  that  the 
arrangements  for  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  Office  should  be  modified, 
and  they  are  considering  in  what  man- 
ner that  can  best  be  done. 

PUBLIC    MEETINGS  IN  THE   METRO- 
POLIS—TRAFALGAR SQUARE. 

Mr.  CUNNINQHAME  GRA.HAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  I  ^ish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther **  I,  Charles  Warren  "  has  removed 
his  ukase  prohibiting  the  right  of  free 
speech 'in  Trafalgar  ISquare;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Square  is  now  available  for 
the  citizens  of  I^ondon  for  free  meeting 
or  not  ? 

Thb  SEORETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Regulations  issued  by  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  under  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Act,  have  not  been  revoked. 

Mr.  CUNNINQHAME  GRAHAM: 
I  would  like,  then,  to  ask  the  right 
hon-  Gentleman  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  afraid  to  allow — 
•*  Order!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon. Gentleman  must  couch  his  Questions 
in  proper  Parliamentary  language. 

Mb.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM : 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  see  reason- 
able reason  for  apprehension  from  the 
law  of  free  speech — whether  they  have 
any  reasonable  ground  of  apprehension 
in  prohibiting  meetings — what  reason 
they  have  for  prohibiting  meetings  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ADMINISTRATION  OP  THE  LAW  (IRE- 
LAND)—"  BLUNT  v,  BYRNE," 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  liieu- 

Ur.  Osborne  Morgan 


• 


tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  having 
gard  to  the  public  importance  of  the 
questions  of  law  and  facts  raised  in  the 
action  of  ''Blunt  v.  Byrne,"  he  would 
lay  a  full  and  accurate  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E)  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  nas  not  given  me  Notice  of 
this  Question ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  very  desirable  if  an  authentio 
report  could  be  laid  upon  the  Table.  I 
am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  pre- 
cedent for  laying  the  evidence  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  possible  to  do  it  if  our  sole  authority 
is  newspaper  reports.  If,  on  inqoiiy,  I 
find  that  any  authentio  transcript  could 
be  put  in,  I  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  laying  it  on  the  Table. 

Ma.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  proceed- 
ings against  myself  in  the  Parliament  of 
1880-1885  were  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  in  my  absence  and  to  my 
detriment  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
from  what  source  they  were  taken. 
Perhsips  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  com- 
municate with  me  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BRADLAUOH :  It  appears  from 
the  Papers  as  printed  that  some  of  them, 
at  any  rate,  were  taken  from  the  attorney 
employed  against  me. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  1 1  of  the  jury  who  tried 
the  case  of  Mr.  Blunt  were  of  opinion 
that  the  meeting  was  a  legal  meeting, 
and  were  in  favour  of  a  verdict  against 
the  Government,  and  in  view  of  the 
principles  laid  down  in  the  Charge  of 
Chief  iBaron  Palles,  the  Government  did 
not  see  their  way  to  immediately  liberate 
Mr.  Blunt  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  to  advise  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  review  the  sentence  on 
Mr.  Blunt,  on  the  ground  that  if  one 
juryman  had  been  of  a  different  mind 
Mr.  Blunt  would  have  got  a  verdict  for 
damages.  I  answer,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  question  of  the  illegality  of  Mr. 
Blunt's  intentions  was  never  submitted 
to  the  jury,  being  withdrawn  from  their 
cognizance  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Blunt's 
own  counsel.  In  the  second  place,  that 
the  unauthorized  gossip  on  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  bases  his  request  could. 


GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  VENEZUELA- 
RUMOURED  HOSTILITIES. 

Mb.  HANBURT-TRAOY  (Mont- 
gomeiy,  &c.)  asked,  Whether  it  was 
true  that  orders  had  been  given  to  the 
Naval  Oommander  in  Chief  to  take  hos- 
tile  steps  against  the  Goyernment  of 
Venezuela?  Had  not  the  latter  Go- 
vemment  made  repeated  offers  to  sub- 
mit the  various  disputed  questions  to 
arbitration,  especially  that  of  territorial 
boundary,  and  on  what  grounds  had  this 
offer  been  refused  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Fbrousson)  (Manchester, 
N.E.):  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  answer  together  Questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Laboucbere)  and  the  hon.  Miember  for 
Montgomery  Boroughs.  There  is  no 
truth  whatever  in  the  report  that  any 
naval  or  military  action  against  Vene- 
zuela on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment is  being  taken,  or  is  in  con- 
templation. Negotiations  have  been  for 
some  time  going  on  respecting  the 
doubtful  territory  between  British 
Qoiana  and  Venezuela,  and  proposals 
for  arbitration  have  been  made  by 
Venezuela.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  averse  to  the  principle  of  arbi- 
tration, but  were  not  able  to  accept  the 
bases  proposed  by  Venezuela.  But  all 
negotiations  were  necessarily  stopped  in 
oonsequenoe  of  the  suspension  of  diplo* 


matic  relations  by  the  late  President 
Guzman  Blanco. 
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under  no  circumstacces,  be  a  ground  for 
Executive  action.  In  the  third  place, 
that  the  gossip  which  has  reached  me 
on  the  subject  of  the  distribution  of 
opinion  among  the  jurymen  is  of  an 
entirely  different  character  to  that  which 
appears  to  have  reached  the  hon.  Member. 
In  the  fourth  place,  that  I  cannot  con- 
ftider  a  civil  action  as  providing  an 
appeal  against  a  verdict  given  in  one 
Criminal  Court— [An  hon.  Mbmbbb  :  A 
verdict?]— and  confirmed,  on  appeal, 
in  another.  And,  finally,  in  the  fifth 
place,  that,  if  I  did  so  regard  it,  the 
character  of  the  evidence  given  in  Court, 
and  the  tenour  of  the  Judge's  Charge, 
must  entirely  remove  any  doubts  which 
could  have  previously  been  conceived  to 
exist  as  to  the  gross  illegality  of  the 
meeting  which  Mr.  Blunt,  in  spite  of 
the  warnings  of  the  Executive,  persisted 
in  attempting  to  hold. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  188?— ALLEGED  MEET- 
INGS OF  SUPPRESSED  BRANCHES  OF 
THE  NATIONAL  LEAGUE. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
Notice.  It  is,  Whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  alleged 
meeting  of  a  suppressed  branch  of  the 
National  League  at  Droumtariff,  as  re- 

Jorted  in  United  Ireland^  on  the  28th  of 
anuary  last,  and  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  in  his  recent  speech  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The 
facts  are  —  as  reported  by  the  local 
police  —  that  on  the  day  in  question 
no  meeting  whatever  of  this  branch  took 
place.  The  only  thing  which,  by  any 
stretch  of  imagination,  could  be  con- 
strued into  a  meeting  was  a  football 
match,  which  took  place  in  a  field  at  a 
place  called Islandhill,  near  Droumtariff ; 
and  if  any  election  took  place,  or  any 
voting  occurred,  as  reported  in  United 
Ireland^  it  must  have  been  in  the  course 
of  this  match.  Certainly  no  attempt 
whatever  was  made  to  hold  a  meeting  in 
the  League  Hall,  or  in  any  other  place 
in  Droumtariff  on  this  occasion. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
asked,  Whether  the  statement  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  just  read  out  was 
given  on  the  authority  of  the  local 
policemen,  who  failed  to  detect  the 
meeting? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  Why  the  Question  had  not  been 
answered  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman)  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  said  in 
my  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber a  short  time  ago,  I  am  always 
here  to  answer  Questions  put  without 
Notice  when  such  a  course  seems  de- 
sirable. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Was  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Waring) 
asked  to  put  the  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  f 

[No  reply.] 
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ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER    TO  HER   MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  aRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjoubned  debate.]    [eighth  hiqht.] 

Order  read,  for  resuminii:  Adjoamed 
Debate  on  QueBtion  [9th  February.]— 
[See  page  64.] 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 

OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Mb.  OHAPUN  fLincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  that  before  the  discussion 
closed  he  was  anxious  to  refer  to  one 
paragraph  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  to  which  he  had  heard  no 
reference  made  bj  any  of  the  Ministers. 
The  paragpraph  to  which  he  referred 
stated  that  ''the  prospects  of  commerce 
are  more  hopeful  than  they  have  been 
for  many  years  past."  Well,  if  that 
were  so,  no  one  would  be  more  rejoiced 
to  hear  it  than  he  was;  but  he  confessed 
he  had  considerable  doubts  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  very  sceptical  indeed  as 
to  the  possibility  of  any  material  or  per- 
manent improvement  occurring  in  their 
trade  until  they  had,  in  the  first  place, 
a  genuine  revival  in  the  agpricultural 
prosperity  of  the  country.  He  was 
sceptical  for  this  reason,  that  other 
countries  were  becoming  more  and  more 
surrounded  by  a  wall  of  hostile  tanfifs, 
which  absolutely  prohibited  English 
trade.  If  that  were  so,  it  seemed  to  him 
the  only  real  improvement  they  could 
look  for  was  in  the  increase  of  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  markets  at  home ; 
and  that,  in  his  opinion,  was  to  be  found 
only  in  a  large  increase  in  the  agricul- 
tural productions  of  the  country,  and  in 
the  wealth  which  ought  to  be  annually 
created  by  agricultural  prosperity.  Now, 
could  this  be  done  ?  Could  any  means 
be  devised  for  bringing  about  this  state 
of  things?  Why,  English  manufacturers 
would  then  have  at  their  very  doors  the 
very  best  markets  for  their  goods — mar- 
kets far  superior  to  those  for  which  they 
were  lookmg  in  vain  abroad.  Every 
additional  quarter  of  wheat  that  woxdd 
be  g^wn  in  this  country  would  provide 
an  additional  market  to  that  extent  for 
the  goods  the  manufacturers  desired  to 
sell ;  but  not  one  single  quarter  of  wheat 
brought  from  America  at  the  present 
moment  provided  the  least  additional 
market  for  British  manufacturers,  for 


the  simple  reason  that  the  Americans 
refused  to  purchase  in  return.  How 
much  they  had  lost  in  this  way  in  the 
last  few  years  coxdd  be  shown  by  the 
simplest  possible  computation.  If  the 
House  woxdd  allow  him  he  would  refer 
to  the  evidence  given  by  Sir  James  Oaird 
before  Lord  Iddesleigh's  CSommisaion. 
He  should  take  only  one  paragraph  from 
the  Beport — paragraph  y3.  He  pointed 
out  that  as  regarded  the  home  markets 
there  had  been  a  serious  loss  in  the  pur- 
chasing powers  by  reason  of  the  defi- 
ciency or  decrease  of  the  prodace  of  the 
soil.  That  was  what  occurred  in  1885; 
but  matters  had  become  considerably 
worse  since  then.  Sir  James  Oaird  spoke 
of  the  loss  in  that  year  as  £42,000,000 
or  more,  and  the  loss  in  several  of  the 
preceding  years  must,  no  doubt,  have 
been  equal  to  or  even  greater  than  that. 
This  amount  had  been  lost  to  the  markets 
in  which  it  was  formerly  spent,  and 
could  not  fail  to  have  had  an  important 
influence  upon  the  demand  for  manufac- 
tured goods.  He  would  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House  whether 
that  was  not  a  lamentable  state  of  things? 
But  since  1885  matters  had  become  con- 
siderably worse,  and  from  later  compu- 
tations the  loss  could  not  now  be  put 
down  at  less  than  £50,000,000.  Exports 
had  diminished  by  something  like  a 
quarter.  The  exports  of  British  and 
Irish  manufactures  for  last  year,  given 
in  the  Official  Eetums,  amounted  to 
£220,000,000,  and,  according  to  the 
latest  computation,  the  loss  was  equal 
literally  to  a  quarter  of  the  whole  of 
their  export  trade.  That  was  exactly 
what  the  depression  in  agriculture  was 
costing  at  the  present  time ;  and  it  was 
literally  nothing  to  what  it  would  cost 
in  the  future  if  the  present  state  of 
things  continued.  It  was  as  certain  as 
that  he  was  speaking  there  that  thou- 
sands on  thousands  of  additional  acres 
of  land  would  go  out  of  cultivation  if 
the  prices  remained  as  they  were.  He 
wished  to  say  a  word  upon  the  subject 
of  land  which  had  gone  out  of  cultivation, 
for  the  latest  Betums  upon  this  subject 
had  given,  he  believed,  a  totally  false 
impression.  In  1881  a  special  Return 
was  made  upon  this  point.  It  was  called 
a  Betum  of  the  acreage  of  unoccupied 
farms  and  plots  of  land  available 
for  cultivation.  Under  this  head  the 
quantity  of  unoccupied  land  was  shown 
as  43,000  acres.    ]^o  subsequent  Betom 
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of  this  kind  was  made  again  until  last 
year.     This   showed  it   to    be    25,000 
acres,   or  apparently  a  diminution  of 
18,000  acres;  and  it  was  argued  inconse- 
quence—and very  naturally — that,   as 
there  had  been  a  diminution  of  18,000 
acres  in  the  area  of  uncultivated  land,  that 
betokened  a  considerable  improvement 
in  the  agricultural  position.    He  wished 
to  examine  this  question  a  little  more 
closely.     Where  did  they  find  that  the 
chief  increase  in  the  cultivated  area  was 
shown  ?    It  was  shown  under  the  head 
of    permanent   pasture.     Arable   land 
had  fallen    from    17,600,000  acres  to 
16,900,000  acres  in  round  numbers  since 
1881.     Permanent  pasture,  on  the  other 
hand,    had    during   the    same    period 
increased    from     14,600,000    acres    to 
15,600,000  acres.    Now,  he  ventured  to 
express  the  confident  opinion  that  thou- 
sands of  acres  had  gone  out  of  cultiva- 
tion between  1881  and  1887,  of  which 
we  had  no  account  whatever.     What 
had  happened  had  been  this.    A  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  area  which 
was  now  returned  as  permanent  pasture, 
and  which  accounted  for  the  large  in- 
crease under  that  head,  was  simply  land 
which  had  been  left  to  go  waste,  and 
had  what  was  called  '*  laid  itself  down 
to  grass,"  growing  little  but  weeds  and 
thistles,  and  little,  if  any,  grass  at  all, 
and  probably  fit  to  feed  nothing  but  a 
donkey.    Some  of  it,  no  doubt,  had  been 
let  of  late  for  whatever  it  would  fetch, 
probably  a  shilling  or  two  an  acre,  and 
consequently  it  was  now  returned  as  per- 
manent pasture,  and  no  longer  reckoned 
as    uncultivated  land.     That  was  the 
explanation  of  the  apparent  improve- 
ment under  that  head,  and  he  should  be 
much  surprised  if  hon.*  Gentlemen  well 
acquainted  with  agriculture  did  not  agree 
with  him.    There  was  another  aspect  of 
the  case  which  he  desired  to  put  before 
the  House,  which  showed  the  remark- 
able result  that,  although  there  was  so 
larg^e  a  diminution  in  arable  land  and  so 
g^rowing  an  increase  in  permanent  pas- 
ture within  the  last  two  years,  although 
there  had  nreviously  been  an  increase, 
there  had  been  a  considerable  diminu- 
tion of  stock  and  a  great  falling-off  both 
in  cattle  and  sheep.    Happily,  however, 
in    consequence  of  the    good  lambing 
soason,  there  was  last  year  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  number  of  lambs.    But 
the  most  lamentable  and  painful  feature 
conneoted  with  the  agricultural  depres- 


sion   was     the    terrible    number    of 
labourers  throughout  the  country  who, 
in  consequence  of  this  depression,  had 
been  thrown  out  of  work.     There  was 
an  instructive  Memorandum  issued  on 
this  subject  in  The  Board  of  Trade  Journal 
of  November  last  year,  which  referred  to 
questions  of  labour  and  wages  in  the 
South-Eastem  Counties.   The  interest  of 
that  Memorandum  consisted  in  a  com- 
parison of  the  numbers  of  unemployed, 
and  of  the  rate  of  wages  at  present  as 
compared  with  1880.     From  them  it  ap- 
peared  that  there  were  now  many  more 
labourers  out  of  employment  than  there 
were  seven  years  ago.    It  would  also  be 
seen  that  not  only  the  rate  of  day  wages, 
but  those  of  piecework,  had  been  mate- 
rially reduced.     On  the  first  page  he 
found  such  items  as  these  with  respect 
to  piecework.    In  the  first  village  men- 
tioned in  this  Return  the  reduction  was 
from  SO  to  40  per  cent ;  in  another  one- 
half  ;  a  little  further  one-third ;  and  in 
others  25  per  cent.    Weekly  wages  had 
also  fallen,  but  not  so  much.  In  the  column 
which  indicated  the  number  of  labourers 
out  of  employment  he  found  that  in  one 
village  the  number  was  20 ;  in  the  next 
two-fifths  of  the  total  number ;  in  others 
1 5  and  40  or  50.   All  these  were  at  places 
where  in  1880  there  was  not  a  single 
man  out  of  employment.      In  a  large 
village  with  which  he  was  personally 
acquainted  he  was  told,  to  his  great  dis- 
tress, that  there  were  from  60  to  80 
labouring  men  willing  to  work,  but  abso- 
lutely unable  to  obtain  work  the  whole 
of  the  winter ;  and  the  most  miserable 
part  of  the  story  was  that  those  on  whom 
these  men  had  been  previously  depen- 
dent for  employment  were  now,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  reduction  of  their  own 
incomes,   unable  to  provide  work  and 
wages.     He  was,  however,  glad  to  say 
that  some  alleviation  had  been  found  for 
these  poor  and  deserving  people  in  the 
increase  of  the  number  of  allotments, 
the  granting  of  which,  he  was  liappy  to 
say,  had  been  stimulated  by  the  Bill  of 
last  year.    But  allotments  were  never 
intended  to  be,  and  could  not  be,  re- 
garded as  a  substitute  for  wages  and 
employment,    however    desiraole    they 
might  be  as  a  supplement  to    them. 
What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ?    It  was 
no  use  for  these  unhappy  people'  to  go 
into  towns,   where  a  similar  state   of 
things  was  already  in  existence.    The 
number  of  artizans  out  of  employment 
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was  something  of  which  few  people  had 
anything  like  an  accurate  conception. 
There  was  some  remarkable  evidence 
g^ven  by  a  man  who  was  specially  com- 
petent to  speak  on  this  question,  and 
whose  statement  had,  within  the  last 
few  hours,  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  nonld  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  it.  This 
evidence  was  given  by  Mr.  J.  0.  Fielden, 
a  gentleman  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes,  and 
connected,  as  he  said,  with  all  the  move- 
ments amoDg  the  working  classes  in  the 
cotton  district  since  1859,  and  the  arbi- 
trator for  the  operatives  in  all  the  great 
wage  questions  when  the  question  had 
been  settled  by  arbitration.  His  evi- 
dence came  to  this— that  out  of  the  total 
number  of  men,  women,  and  children  of 
the  people  employed  in  the  country  earn- 
ing wages,  no  fewer  than  700,000  were 
out  of  employment  altogether,  owing  to 
the  depression  in  trade  and  agriculture, 
and  those  that  were  in  employment  were 
receiving  greatly  reduced  wages,  and 
what  was  more  in  what  was  described  as 
real  wages.  And  this  estimate,  he  told 
us,  was  put  even  higher,  200,000  higher, 
by  the  delegates  representiDg  all  the 
principal  trades  at  the  Trades  Confer- 
ence at  Wolverhampton.  If  that  was 
anything  like  an  approach  to  a  true  de- 
scription of  the  present  state  of  things — 
and  there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
that  it  was — it  was  not  unnatural  that  he 
had  taken  a  great  interest  in  the  para- 
graph of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  of  which 
he  had  spoken.  It  deeply  regretted  that 
there  should  not  be  in  agricultural 
matters  a  corresponding  improvement  to 
that  in  trade.  It  commended  that  indus- 
try to  the  care  of  the  House,  in  the  hope 
that  means  might  be  discovered  to  meet 
the  difficulties  under  which  it  laboured. 
It  was  for  no  light  reason  that  such  a 
paragraph  was  inserted  in  the  Speech. 
It  indicated  a  very  deep  concern  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  condition  of  agriculture,  and  all 
classes  connected  with  that  industry 
would  be  proportionately  grateful  for 
that  concern.  But  it  would  be  more 
interesting  to  the  House  to  know  what 
was  the  view  of  the  Government  on  the 
subject,  and  what  were  the  means  which 
they  proposed  to  improve  our  position  in 
that  regard.  He,  of  course,  presumed 
that  no  return  to  Protection  would  be 
suggested.      The  speeches  of  Ministers 
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during  the  Recess  had  put  that  out  of 
the  question  entirely,  and  so  long  as  the 
exports    of    wheat    from    silver-using 
countries  were  stimulated  as  they  were 
at  present  by  the  existing  rate  of  ex- 
change, which  many  competent  authori- 
ties considered  to  amount  to  something 
like  a  bounty  of  25  to  SO  per  cent  upon 
every  quarter  of  wheat  sent  to  us  from 
those  countries,  he  confessed  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  Protection 
would  not  have  the  beneficial   effects 
which  were  expected  from  it  so  far  as 
the  English  producer  of  wheat  was  oon- 
cemed.     Several  other  measures  were 
mentioned    in    the    Speech    from    the 
Throne.    There  was  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  question   of  railway  rates,   which 
he  was  glad  was  to  be  introduced  again 
and  hoped  would  be  carried.      But  it 
would  have  to  be  considerably  different 
from  the  Bill  of  last  Session  if  it  was  to 
have  the  desired  effect.  He  also  rejoiced 
at  the  indication   of   an  intention   on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  mitigate 
the  burdens  which  now  fell  on  the  rate- 
payers of  the  country.    But  he,  for  one, 
could  not  think  that  these  were  all  the 
measures  which  were  in  the  minds  of 
Ministers  when  that  paragraph  of  the 
Speech  to  which  he  had  referred  was 
framed.    If  that  were  so,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  able  to  give  any  hope  or 
to  throw  any  light  on  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  agricultural  interest,  it  would 
be  matter  of  great  encouragement  at  a 
time  when   encouragement  was  sorely 
needed.      He    did    not    think   it    was 
necessary  for  him  on  this  occasion  te 
suggest   any  remedy  for   agricultural 
depression,  even  if  it  were  possible  for 
him   or   anyone  .else  to   do   so.       His 
object  was  to  ascertain  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Government   what    they    were 
really  to  understand  from  the   expres- 
sions contained  in  that  paragraph  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.     He  thought 
any  Member  of  the  House  was  fully 
justified  in  pressing  this  question  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  There 
were,  it  was  true,  more  exciting  ques- 
tions, yet  he  was  sure  that  the  depres- 
sion in  trade  and  agriculture,  with  its 
results  shown  in  thousands  of  people  oat 
of  employment,  was  not  a  less  impor- 
tant subject  even  than  the  Irish  Ques- 
'tion,  of  which,  in  his  opinion,  it  formed, 
a  most  material  part.    It  formed,  in  his 
opinion,  the  gravest,  most  difficult,  and, 
perhaps,  the  greatest  problem  for  boIu* 
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tion  at  the  present  time;  and  he  was 
certain  that  any  Goyernment,  which- 
eTer  Party  might  be  in  power,  would 
shortly  have  to  deal  with  it. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  DUCHY 
ov  L  ANOASTEB  (Lord  JoHsr  Mahnebs) 
(Leicestershire,  E.) :  I  am  sure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  need  not  apologize  for 
having  brought  this  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  No  set  of 
men  can  be  more  aware  than  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  of  the  terrible  depres* 
sioa  from  which  the  agricultural  interest 
is,  and  has  been,  sufiPering.  It  is  nearly 
10  years  since  the  amculturists  began 
to  struggle  with  unfu>ated  energy  and 
dauntless  courage  against  the  difficulties 
which  threaten  to  overwhelm  them. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  divided  liis 
observations  into  two  main  heads. 
First,  he  made  some  observations  upon 
that  portion  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
which  refers  to  the  presumed  revival  of 
trade,  and  he  assigns  many  reasons  to 
show  that  that  revival  of  trade  does  not 
really  exist ;  and  I  think  he  went  so  far 
as  to  say  that  there  could  not  be  a 
revival  of  trade  until  agriculture  was 
flourishing.  To  a  certain  extent  I  agree 
with  him;  but  I  would  ask  Mm  whe- 
ther the  position  might  not  be  re- 
versed, and  whether  we  might  not  say 
that  agriculture  could  not  really 
flourish  until  trade  revived  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk)vernment  do  see  some  symp- 
toms of  a  revival  of  trade — speaking 
generally,  I  am  not  asserting  that  in 
some  trades  there  are  not  a  great  lack 
of  employment  and  diminished  profits  *, 
but,  taking  the  trade  of  the  Kingdom 
as  a  whole,  we  have  reasons  to  believe 
that  there  are  signs  and  symptoms  of 
revival,  and  pro  ianio  I  think  those 
signs  of  revival  of  trade  do  augur  well 
for  the  future  of  agriculture.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  went  at  some  length  into 
the  statistics  of  unoccupied  farms.  I 
think  that,  on  the  whole,  his  explanation 
of  what  appears  to  be  a  discrepancy  in 
these  Returns  is  probably  correct,  and 
that  certain  farms  after  two  or  three 
years  have  managed  to  put  forth  a  rough 
kind  of  grass  upon  them  which  produces 
a  certain  amount  of  revenue  to  the 
owners,  so  that  the  farms  are  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Betums.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  seen 
a  remarkable  papsr  in  The  National 
Jteview  by  Mr.  Karris,  who  gave  chapter 
and  verse  as  to  two  farms  of  his  own 


that  were  bringing  in  between  £200  and 
£300  a-year  each. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  the 
farms  referred  to  by  Mr.  Harris  had 
been  laid  down  to  grass,  whereas  he  had 
spoken  of  farms  which  had  laid  them- 
selves  down 

Lord   JOHN   MANNERS:    I    am 
speaking  from  memory.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  drew  a  very  sad  picture  indeed 
of  the  condition  of  the  labourers.     I 
know  nothing  more  painful  and  nothing 
more  sad  than  the  facts  to  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  called  attention. 
It  is  impossible  to  controvert  them ;  but 
I  should  like  anyone  to  point  out  how, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  case  is  to  be 
remedied.     I  am  afraid  it  will  be  a  slow 
process  before  we  can  again  see  the 
agricultural  labourers  restored  to  their 
former  position  and  employed  at  good 
wages.    Then   my   right   hon.   Friend 
asked  what  the  Government  meant  by 
the  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  what  we  meant  to  do  in  consequence 
of  that  paragraph.    Those  two  questions 
are  most  reasonable,  and  the  only  pur- 
pose I  have  in  rising  is  to  explain  what 
the  Government  intended  by  that  para- 
graph, and  how  they  propose  to   give 
effect  to  it.      The  paragranh    is    un- 
doubtedly worded  rather    abnormaUy. 
It  invites  the  attention  of  the  House. 
We  inserted  that  paragraph  advisedly, 
as  we  wish  to  take  the  House  fully  into 
our  confidence  in  regard  to  this  subject, 
and  to  have  the  support  of  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  in  endeavouring  to  palliate 
the  disastrous  situation  described  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend.     A  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  character  and  com- 
position of  the  Department  with  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  connected.    A 
good  deal  of  misconception  has  arisen, 
on  that  subject ;  but  I  admit  that  the 
constitution  of  what  is  called  the  Com- 
mittee of  Agriculture  is    not  what  it 
ought  to  be,  if  agriculture  is  thought 
worthy  to  have  a  Department  of  its  own. 
It  is  a  misnomer ;  there  is  really  no  such 
thing  as  a  Committee  of  Agriculture. 
There  is  a  most  admirable  Department 
with  two  objects.    The  first  is  to  make 
regulations  with  reference  to  the  pre- 
vention of  diseases  among  animals,  and 
the  regulation  of  the  transport  of  ani- 
mals to  and  from  this  country  ;    the 
second,  to  obtain,  tabulate,  and  publish 
agricultural    statistics.      In  regard  to 
these  objects  there  cannot  be  a  better 
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Department  than  that  which  exists  at 
the  present  moment.  It  has  so  far 
worked  admirably  with  the  able  as- 
sistance of  Mr.  Peel  and  Professor 
Brown,  together  with  an  excellent  staff 
of  Inspectors.  Again,  I  think  extremely 
well  of  the  way  in  which  the  statistical 
branch  is  conducted.  I  see  no  reason 
to  make  any  change  in  these  two  branches. 
But  when  I  have  said  that  I  have  said 
all.  I  have  described  the  whole  Agri- 
cultural Department.  I  am,  however, 
glad  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  having  regard  to  the  great 
and  unprecedented  depression  to  which 
agriculture  has  so  long  been  and  is  still 
subjected,  we  propose  to  introduce  a 
Bill  establishing  an  Agricultural  De- 
partment. We  think,  however,  it  would 
be  premature  to  describe  at  present  the 
character  of  that  measure ;  but  I  may 
mention  that  we  propose  to  adopt  severid 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agricultural  Education  and 
Dairy  Schools.  Another  topic  on  which 
I  desire  to  lay  stress  is  the  paragraph  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  referring  to  the  re- 
adjustment of  local  and  Imperial  taxa- 
tion. I  must  not  anticipate  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  to  say 
on  this  interesting  subject ;  but  we  hope 
that  the  measure  we  shall  introduce  will 
be  a  measure  of  sufficient  magnitude 
and  importance  to  make  the  agricultural 
world  feel  that  a  great  operation  is 
being  performed,  and  that  justice, 
which  has  been  so  long  delayed,  is  now 
being  tardily  rendered  to  them.  Then, 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  made  some 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  re-introduce 
the  Hallway  Bates  Bill.  All  I  can  say 
on  that  subject  is  that  it  will  be  intro- 
duced by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  sincere  hope  and  expectation  that  it 
will  have  a  practical  effect  in  the  way  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  bounties  which 
now  exist  upon  the  introduction  of 
foreign  produce,  and  that  the  agricul- 
turists of  the  country  will  gain  relief,  at 
any  rate,  from  that  unjust  burden.  I 
am  aware  that  any  measure  I  may  have 
indicated  can  have  really  but  a  small 
effect  in  diminishing  the  evil  of  which 
the  agriculturists  complain ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  we  will  do  all  that  it  is  possible  for 
us  to  do  within  the  limits  of  the  existing 
fiscal  system,  and  we  shall  make  our 
proposals  in  the  hope  and  expectation 
that  by  their  agency  the  oldest,  the 
greatest,  and  most  important  of  all  our 
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national  industries  may  be  fostered  and 
preserved. 

Ma.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saflron 
Walden)  said,  the  information  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  able  to  give  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
create  a  Department  of  Agriculture  was, 
doubtless,  very  interesting  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  initiated  the  debate, 
but  not  so  much  interest  to  the  remainder 
of  the  House  ;  while  that  was  the  case 
he  was  willing  to  admit  that  some  of  the 
measures  indicated  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  were  of  great  importance  to  the 
agricultural  community.  The  Railway 
Rates  Bill  was  one  which,  if  carried  out 
in  a  proper  spirit,  would  be  a  great 
benefit  to  the  farmers  of  this  country. 
He  regretted  that  no  legislation  had 
been  proposed  in  the  interest  of  agri- 
cultural labourers,  but  trusted  that  if  any 
was  put  forward  by  the  Opposition  the 
Government  would  not  oppose  it.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  make  no  re- 
ference to  the  Tithes  Bill.  He  hoped  the 
Tithes  Bill  of  this  Session  woula  not  be 
a  sham  one,  as  he  regarded  that  of  last 
year.  He  disagreed  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men oj^osite  on  this  question.  The  levy- 
ing of  tithes  was  neither  a  landlord's, 
a  farmer's,  nor  a  labourer's  question  in 
particular,  but  it  was  essentially  a  land 
question.  In  his  opinion,  though  the 
iState  might  do  much  for  the  agricul- 
turist, it  could  not  do  evervthing.  The 
key  to  the  situation  was  the  individaal 
himself.  Naturally,  the  first  remedy 
that  occurred  to  the  farmer  was  a  reduc- 
tion of  rent  and  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion; but  he  was  certain  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  agree  that  the  land- 
lords of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
had  done  their  duty  in  this  matter. 
[•'Hear,  hear!"  n/trf^No!"]  The  reduc- 
tions of  rent  throughout  the  countty  had 
averaged  something  like  25  per  cent. 
In  trade  and  manufacture  the  energetic 
man  met  the  situation  by  what  was 
called  a  system  of  expansion.  It  was 
said  that  the  farmer  was  not  able  to 
do  that ;  but  he  thought  he  might  meet 
the  situation  partially  and  improve  his 
position  materially  by  producing  more 
largely  such  things  as  cheese,  butter, 
and  eggs,  for  all  of  which  the  demand 
was  always  great  and  a  good  price  could 
always  be  obtained.  The  British  farmer 
unfortunately  had  one  fault,  one  in- 
herent weakness,  and  that  was  a  strong 
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hankering  after  the  flesbpots  of  Pro- 
tection. He  was  therefore  yerj  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
disavow  any  intention  of  supporting  a 
protective  system.  It  was  a  most  de- 
lusive and  unsettb'ng  notion  to  put  into 
the  heads  of  the  farmers — namely,  that 
their  position  could  be  alleviated  by  any 
return  to  a  duty  on  com.  Yet  some 
hon.  Oentlemen  and  others  were  going 
about  the  country  apparently  preaching 
that  doctrine.  The  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division,  who  justly  possessed 
such  influence  with  the  agricultural 
community,  might  do  something  to  dis- 
abuse the  minds  of  the  farmers  on  this 
point ;  but  now  that  he  had  given  up  the 
position  of  Leader  of  the  Protection 
JParty  in  the  House,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  had 
stepped  into  his  shoes.  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  take  this  op- 
portunity of  explaining  to  the  House 
what  he  meant  by  Fair  Trade.  A  great 
deal  of  vague  language  was  used  by  its 
advocates,  but  what  they  exactly  meant 
it  was  difficult  to  discover.  As  one 
deeply  interested  in  the  agricultural 
community,  he  had  to  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  for  his  speech, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  bring  forward 
real  remedial  measures.  If  they  did  he 
felt  sure  they  would  be  heartily  sup- 
ported by  the  Agricultural  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  said,  that  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  and  as  a  borough 
Member,  he  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  that  portion  of  the  Most 
Qradous  Speech  from  the  Throne  which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin). 
He  felt  certain  that  the  whole  agricul- 
tural community  would  read  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  East  Leices- 
tershire (Lord  John  Manners),  who  so 
ably  represented  the  agricultural  com- 
munity in  the  House,  and  that  they 
would  be  grateful  for  the  indication 
afforded  in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech  that  speedy  relief  might  pro- 
bably be  attainable.  But  he  joined 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford  in  saying  that  it  would 
bave  been  far  more  satisfactory  to  the 


unfortunate  farmer  and  agricultural 
labourer  if  more  precise  information 
had  been  afforded  to  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  as  to  the  measures  to  be  adopted 
for  the  relief  of  the  agricultural  interest 
at  the  present  day.  The  sympathy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment-->and  more 
especially  the  sympathy  of  the  noble 
Lord — would  be  highly  acceptable  to 
the  suffering  and  depressed  agricultural 
interest ;  but  he  certainly  thought  that 
what  was  wanted  was  an  early  and  tho- 
rough and  practical  remedy  for  a  great 
and  crying  evil.  He  confessed  he  did 
not  see,  in  the  measures  which  had  been 
foreshadowed  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  any  great  sign  of 
a  remedy  for  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion at  the  present  moment.  The  exten- 
sion of  local  government  was,  no  doubt, 
desirable;  but  he  only  hoped  that  it 
might  be  obtained  without  any  increase 
of  local  burdens.  Technical  education 
had,  no  doubt,  been  scandalously  neg« 
lected  in  the  past ;  but  he  felt  quite  cer- 
tain that  any  effort  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  promote  and 
encourage  it  would  be  received  with 
ready  favour  by  both  sides  of  the  House 
of  Oommons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Divi- 
sion had  g^ven  an  indication  that  he 
thought  the  first  remedy  might  be  found 
in  what  was  known  as  bi-metallism. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  authority 
was  great  in  the  country — his  experience 
in  agricultural  matters  was  unequalled 
— but  he  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  some  little  difficulty 
in  persuading  the  country  of  that  fact. 
No  doubt  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somerset  (Sir 
Bichard  Paget)  would  hear  with  great 
satisfaction  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  was  in  the  contemplation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  establish 
an  Agricultural  Department;  but  he 
(Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  should  like  to  say 
this — that,  having  acquired  considerable 
knowledge  of  the  feeling  of  the  agricul- 
tural community  in  the  country,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  state  that  they  were  not 
only  anxious  for  men,  but  also  for  mea- 
sures. One  of  the  measures  which 
would  be  most  acceptable  to  them — in 
fact,  the  chief  amongst  those  which  they 
wanted — and  he  was  not  singular  in  this 
belief  either  in  the  House  or  in  the  coun- 
try—was a  measure  which  woxdd  stimu- 
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late  Britisli  and  Irisli  production,  and 
which  would  give  the  British  and  Irish 
consumer  a  direct  interest  in  the  en- 
couragement of  the  industry  and  labour 
of  their  fellow-countrymen.  He  had 
no  intention  of  going  at  any  length  into 
this  matter  at  the  present  time,  in  spite 
of  the  observations  addressed  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  SafiPron  Walden  Division  of 
Essex  (Mr.  H.  Gardner).  Other  oppor- 
tunities would,  he  believed,  occur  during 
this  Session,  when  he  ^ould  be  able 
more  fully  and  thoroughly  to  gratify 
the  hon.  Member's  curiosity,  and  when 
he  would  also  be  able,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  hon.  Friends,  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter before  the  House  on  an  occasion 
when  a  more  practical  result  would 
be  obtainable  than  was  possible  this 
evening.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Safiron  Walden  Division 
of  Essex  had  noticed,  in  common 
with  other  hon.  Members,  that  on 
the  Order  Book  was  his  (Mr.  Howard 
Vincent's)  Motion  on  the  subject,  and 
similar  Motions  in  the  names  of  other 
hon.  Members.  Upon  some  of  these 
Motions  he  trusted  that  they  would  be 
able  to  get  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
Of  course,  the  opinion  of  the  House  would 
only  be  taken  provided  it  could  be  done 
without  endangering  the  present  patriotic 
Government,  which  nine  commercial  men 
out  of  every  ten  recognized  as  alone 
capable  of  bringing  about  any  real  re- 
vival of  industry.  Perhaps  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  say  that  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  energetic  men  were 
actively  at  work  in  arousing  public 
opinion  upon  this  question,  and  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  prospect  of  their 
relaxing  their  efforts  until  the  interests 
of  the  masses  of  the  whole  population 
were  regarded  as  more  sacred  than  those 
of  a  small  minority  who  produced  nothing 
more  deserving  of  legislative  protection 
than  the  interests  of  the  foreign  im- 
porter and  producer.  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Maldon 
Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  0.  W.  Gray) 
would  corroborate  the  statement  that 
the  revival  of  agricultural  industry  was 
a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  home  population,  and  for  this  reason 
he  asked  for  a  few  minutes.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
had  remarked,  the  state  of  agriculture 
was  terrible ;  numerous  farms  had  been 
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deserted,  and  thousands  of  acres  of  arable 
land  had  been  laid  down  in  permanent 
pasture.  The  wages  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  had  shrunk  to  89.  or  9«.  a- 
week,  and  many  men  with  wivea  to 
maintain  and  children  to  support  were 
unable  to  obtain  employment.  For  the 
urban  population  the  state  of  affairs 
was  also  very  serious.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sleaford  did 
Dot  refer  to  the  influx  from  the  unhappy 
country  districts  into  the  towns  during 
the  past  few  years,  but  it  had  been 
enormous,  and  amounted  to  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  persons.  With  the  depree- 
sion  in  trade  and  the  decreased  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  agricultural 
population,  amounting — according  to 
Sir  James  Caird— to  over  £42,000,000 
a-year ;  with  the  increased  and  inoreaaing 
taxation  and  increasing  competition  on 
the  part  of  foreigners  in  the  home 
market  which  had  rendered  employment 
in  the  towns  scarcer  and  scarcer,  it  was 
no  wonder  then  that  the  bitter  cry  of 
the  unemployed  became  every  day  louder 
and  louder.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
sights  to  be  seen  on  the  high  roads  of 
the  country  and  at  every  street  corner 
of  London —a  gaunt  man,  a  miserable 
woman,  and  the  famished  children — 
must  pierce  the  heart  even  of  the  most 
zealous  member  of  the  Gobden  Glab. 
The  pauperism  in  London  alone  showed 
an  increase  of  more  than  10,000  persons 
in  the  first  week  of  the  present  month, 
compared  with  the  corresponding  week 
in  1886.  Thousands  of  persons  were 
fed  by  charity,  and  it  was  stated  by  Mr. 
Shipton,  of  the  London  Trades  Council, 
in  a  deputation  which  recently  waited 
on  the  Prime  Minister,  that  there  were 
numbers  of  persons  who  would  rather 
suffer  martyrdom  than  let  their  suffer- 
ings be  known  outside  the  dicle  of  their 
friends.  In  Sheffield  and  many  other 
towns  and  villages  numbers  of  deserving 
persons  were  altogether  unable  to  obtain 
employment,  and  numerous  unprofitable 
relief  works  had  been  imdertaken  in 
many  parts  of  the  country.  A  high 
authority — Mr.  Francis — the  Chairman 
of  the  London  and  County  Bank,  stated 
recently  that  the  depression  in  agricul- 
ture amounted  in  the  last  10  years  in 
Great  Britain  to  £10  an  acre,  with  an 
addition  of  £2  per  acre  for  the  tenants' 
capital.  If  the  land  were  to  be  realized 
now  at  the  present  prices  there  would 
be    a    loss    in  money    of    more    than 
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£600,000,000  sterling.   With  these  facts 
before  them,  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  the  question  was  one  which  deserved 
attentive  consideration.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bordoslej  Division  of  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings)  wrote  a 
letter  a  few  weeks  ago  in  which  he  said 
that  £50,000,000  sterling  a-year,  which 
might  be  applied  to  the  encouragement 
of  agriculture  in  this  country,  now  went 
over  to  the  foreigner  in  the  trade  of 
batter,  cheese,  poultry,  eggs,  vegetables, 
and  bacon.     He  submitted  that  these 
were  matters  which  deserved  the  close 
and  speedy  attention  of  Parliament.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  neither  he  nor  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Maldon 
Division  of  Essex,  nor  any  other  Mem* 
ber  of  that  House,  intended  to  make 
any  attack  upon  real  Free  Trade ;  but 
bearing  in  mind  that  this  country  raised 
a  far  larger  revenue  from  import  duties 
than  any  other  country  in  Europe,  his 
hon.  Friends  and  himself  intended  to 
attack,  singly  and  together,   wherever 
and  whenever  they  could,  in  that  House 
and  in  the  country,  that  unfair  system 
of  one-sided  Free  Trade  which  admitted 
the  produce  of  the  foreigner  into  the 
British   markets,  while  the  same    pri- 
vileges were  rigidly  denied  to  our  pro- 
duce in  every  quarter  of    the  globe. 
They  intended  to  assail,  by  every  legiti- 
mate means  the  circumstances  of  the 
hour  might  justify,  those  abuses  which 
the  Prime  Minister  pointed  out  at  Liver- 
pool had  crept  in  under  the  broad  mantle 
of  Free  Trade.    He  felt  convinced  that 
the  great  body  of  public  opinion  was 
being  aroused  in  this  matter  with  a  view 
of  securing  the  legitimate  defence   of 
British  industry.  The  struggle  they  had 
before  them  might  be  a  long  and  diffi- 
cult one;    but  they  would  not  flinch 
from  it,  because  they  were  of  opinion 
that  the  welfare  of  the  British  producer 
and  of  the  great  masses  of  the  com- 
munity of  the  country  rested  upon  the 
prosperity  of  British  industry.  They  knew 
that  on  their  side  was  ranged  the  opinion 
of  every  other   nation,   of   every  self- 
goTeming  British  Oolony,  and  of  every 
democracy  in  the  world.    They  believed 
that  they  were  working  for  the  welfare 
of  their  own  countrymen,  and  endea- 
vouring to  secure  their  industries  from 
destruction  at  foreign  hands ;  and,  with 
all  deference,   he  would  remind  their 
opponents  of  the  well-known  dictum 
pronounced  at  Manchester  by  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)— 

"  It  18  in  vain  that  70a  straggle  against  the 
opinion  of  civilized  mankind.  The  jadgment 
of  the  whole  world  continued  and  prolonged  is 
never  wrong." 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  that  judging  from  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  there 
would  be  no  great  result  from  his  efforts 
on  the  question  of  Fair  Trade  if  it  were 
likely  to  interfere  with   the  patriotic 
Government  now  sitting  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.   He  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  would, 
before  long,  drop  his  new  nostrum  of 
bi-metallism  for  agricultural  distress, 
and  go  back  to  his  old  love,  Protection. 
Whatever  the  landlords  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland  might  have  done  in  reducing 
rents — although  in  the  latter  country  the 
Crofters'  Commission  had  to  lower  them 
40,  50,  and  60  per  cent — the  majority  of 
the  Welsh  landlords  had  not  met  their 
tenants  fairly.     The  consequence  was 
that    thousands    of   tenant-farmers  in 
Wales  were  on  the  verge  of  ruin.  Land- 
lords had  been  somewnat  startled  by  the 
establishment  of  a  Land  League  in  the 
Principality.     He  did  not  then  wish  to 
discuss  the  rise  of  the  League,  or  argue 
whether  it  was  justified  or  not ;  but  he 
would  point  to  two  oounties  in  Wales 
where  there  was    no  Land  League — 
namely,  the  counties  of  Anglesey  and 
Montgomerv.      A  short  time  ago,    at 
the  invitiation  of  the  landlords,  a  con- 
ference of  farmers  was  held  in  Anglesey 
to  discuss  the  causes  of  agricultural  de- 
pression and  the  best  means  of  meeting 
it.    The  result  of  that  conference  was 
that  the  tenants  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  unless  the  landlords  met  them  more 
fairly  than  they  had  hitherto  done,  much 
of  the  land  in  that  Island  would  fall  out 
of  cultivation,   for  this  reason  —  that 
while  the  price  of  agricultural  produce 
had  fallen  30  per  cent,  the  landlords 
had  made  only  temporary  reductions  of 
10  per  cent  in  the  rent.    The  farmers 
had  year  after  year  been  paying  rent 
out  of  their  savings.   Those  savings  had 
now  gone ;  and  they  were  now  paying 
rent    from    loans    obtained    from    the 
banks  on  the  security  of  one  another's 
credit,    and   everybody   knew    that    a 
system  of  obtaining  money  from  the 
banks  on  credit,  with  a  falling  market, 
must  in  the  end  land  the  farmers  in 
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ruin.  The  same  state  of  things  existed 
in  the  county  of  Montgomerj.  The  fall 
of  prices  there  amounted  to  from  30  to 
35  per  cent,  and  only  temporary  abate- 
ments of  30  per  cent  had  oeen  made  to 
meet  this  terrible  fall.  The  farmers  said 
that  it  was  impossible  to  efPect  further 
economy  either  in  labour  or  in  manure, 
and  if  any  reduction  in  labour  were 
made  the  only  result  would  be  that 
the  land  would  be  deteriorated  and  go 
out  of  cultiyation.  The  farmers  further 
complained  of  unnecessarily  restrictiye 
covenants  in  regard  to  cropping  and 
sale  of  produce,  which  operated  preju- 
dicially in  creating  a  feeling  of  distrust 
and  insecurity  among  the  peasantry. 
Whatever  greater  measure  might  be 
under  consideration  for  the  improvement 
of  trade,  they  might  give  the  farmers 
greater  scope  in  cultivation  and  freedom 
of  sale  for  their  produce.  The  reforms 
which  the  farmers  asked  for  were,  that  in 
connection  with  Oounty  Boards  there 
should  be  a  board  of  conciliation  and 
valuers,  who  should  settle  disputes  as  to 
rent  between  landlords  and  tenants,  that 
the  farmers  should  have  security  of 
tenure  so  long  as  they  paid  their  rents 
and  complied  with  the  clauses  of  their 
rents,  so  that  they  shoxdd  not  be  liable 
to  be  turned  out  from  their  farms  for 
taking  part  in  political  or  reb'gious 
combinations.  Finally,  they  demanded 
thattheAgricultural  Holdings  Act  of  1883 
should  be  strengthened  by  giving  fuller 
and  more  ample  compensation  for  the 
improvements  the  tenants  had  made. 
As  yet  the  only  indications  the  farmers 
had  of  any  readiness  to  receive  them 
was  a  threat  from  a  land  agent,  who  is  a 
Welsh  Tory  Member,  that  he  would 
make  a  clearance  of  all  his  tenants  and 
resort  to  oo- operative  farming,  while  his 
antidote  for  Welsh  agitation  was  the 
threat  of  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Wales. 
Another  cause  of  the  deepening  dis- 
satisfaction among  the  farmers  in  Wales 
was  the  method  of  collection  and  ap- 

flication  of  tithes  in  the  Principality, 
t  was  a  matter  for  regret  that  during 
the  whole  of  last  year  the  Government 
refused  to  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  or  any  other 
Member,  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
before  the  House  their  grievances  as  to 
tithes  and  the  Church  Establishment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  had 
obtained  a  favourable  place  in  the  ballot, 
but  the  Qovemment  refused  to  give  him 
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the  day  he  had  secured.  A  still  deeper 
cause  for  dissatisfaction  was  in  the 
methods  resorted  to  in  the  Principality 
for  the  collection  of  the  tithe.  Not  only 
were  Emergency  men  employed,  but  the 
police  and  military  had  been  called  apoa 
the  scene.  He  had  no  wish  to  refer  to  the 
condemnation  which  the  Welsh  people 
had  passed  repeatedly  on  the  alien  Eatab- 
lishment.  At  five  General  Elections  the 
Welsh  people  had,  by  overwhelming 
majorities, condemned  the  continuance  of 
this  alien  Establishment  in  their  midst, 
and  at  their  last  Election  they  sent  28 
Members  out  of  34  to  vote  for  its  discon- 
tinuance. Apart  from  that  question  he 
desired  to  enter  a  protest  against  the 
employment  of  emergency  men  and 
military  in  the  collection  of  tithes  in 
Wales.  He  admitted  that  in  the  earlier 
history  of  the  movement  there  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  groaning  at  the 
bailiffs,  clergymen,  and  others,  who 
refused  to  make  a  reduction  in  the  tithe« 
and  that  on  one  or  two  occasions  the 
bailiffs  were  pelted.  In  the  face  of  such 
manifestations  it  was  right  that  the 
police  should  be  in  readiness  to  prevent 
injury  to  life  and  property.  But  he 
maintained  that  no  cause  had  been 
shown  for  the  employment  of  military 
for  the  collection  of  a  debt,  whether 
the  debt  belonged  to  a  tradesman  or  the 
Ecdesiastieal  Commissioners.  It  might 
be  said  that  the  state  of  feeling  had  been 
such  as  to  justify  the  calling  out  of  the 
military ;  but  he  thought  he  should  be 
able  to  show  from  the  Beport  of  Mr. 
Bridge — the  Special  Commissioner  sent 
down  to  inquire  into  the  matter — that 
there  was  no  cause  whatever  for  sending 
the  military  into  Walos,  Mr,  Bridge 
said — 

'*The  commencement  of  the  distnrbanoes, 
which  have  occurred  in  Wales,  was  contempo* 
raneoas  with, the  agricultural  depression,  whidi. 
became  acute*  when  the  price  of  stock  f  eU  in  the 
vears  1S85  and  1886.  This  took  place  after  a 
long-continued  fall  in  the  price  of  wheat." 

Mr,  Bridge  went  on  to  say — 

"  There  existed  in  Wales  from  old  times  a 
strong  feeling  among  the  Nonconformista  that 
the  tithes  were  improperij  claimed  and  tiiken 
hy  the  Church  of  England,  and  a  desire  has 
grown  up,  not  that  the  tithes  i^ould  be 
abolished,  but  that  they  should  be  applied  to 
some  lay  purpose  for  the  benefit  of  Uie  nation. 
This  feeling  has  arisen  from  causes  partly 
religious,  ^>artly  social,  partly  national,  and 
partly  political,  and,  although  it  had  form^jr 
been  to  a  great  extent  passive,  it  became  active 
and  aggressive  when  the  demand  of  the  &rmers 


901 


Ma)6sty*i  Mo%t  {February  20,  1888}  Qracioui  Speech. 


902 


for  the  redaotion  of  the  rent-chargo*had  heen 
refoBed." 

Mr.  Bridge  gave  an  aooount  of  all  the 
disturbances  whioh  had  taken  plaoe  in 
Wales,  and  he  said  that — 

"The  first  plaoe  where  the  polioe  appeared 
to  protect  the  bailiffs  was  at  lilanonnan,  on  the 
26th  of  August,  1886,  la  this  case  a  few  stones 
were  thrown  at  the  police,  but  on  the  whole 
the  proceedings  were  good-hamoored  and 
orderly." 

In  another  case  the  Report  said — 

"  There  was  a  very  large  number  of  people 
present ;  there  was  much  pushing,  yelling,  and 
horse  play,  and  in  one  place  a  large  stone  was 
thrown.  This  was  the  only  violence,  and  a 
cry  of  '  Shame  ! '  seems  to  have  arisen  from  the 
mob  at  the  throwing  of  the  stone." 

Mr.  Bridge  said  further,  in  reference  to 
the  most  serious  of  all  the  tithe  disturb- 
anoes—that  at  Moohdre — 

**  It  will  also  be  seen  that  there  was  probably 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  people  to  use 
force,  and  that  but  for  the  steepness  of  the  lane 
the  collision  would  not  have  occurred." 

This  is   the   only  case  in  whioh  there 
was  any  excise  for  employing  a  large 
force  to  collect  the  tithe.     Mr.  Bridge 
Baid  that  no  blame  attached  to  the  people, 
and  that  there  would  have  been  no  col- 
lision but  for  the  steepness  of  the  lane 
in  whioh  the  people  and  the  constabu- 
lary met.     That  was  the  only  excuse 
of  the  so  called  riot  at  Moohdre.  What- 
ever may  be  the  sins  of  Welsh  Noncon- 
formists, it  is  not  their  faults  that  lanes 
on  WeleJi  hillsides  are  steep.    The  only 
other  serious  riot  was  that  at  Llangwm. 
The  auctioneer  and  the  police  refused  to 
ffive  notice  of  the  day  of  sale.     They 
lostructed  their  men  to  go  down  on  the 
dawn  of  day  and  sweep  away  the  cattle 
of   the  peasantry.      This  cattle-lifting 
naturally  irritated  the  peasantry,  and 
the  district  became  much  disturbed.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners  only  took 
three  policemen  to  this  disturbed  dis- 
trict, and  there  is  no  doubt  but  that  the 
bailiffs  and  the  myrmidons  of  the  Oom- 
missioners   were    treated    with    some 
harshness,  and  some  of  them  received 
injury.      In  Flintshire,    the   landlords 
had  had  to  revert  to  the  Emergency  men, 
but  he  protested  against  the  importation 
of  such  men  into  Wales,  for  they  formed 
the  most  repulsive  feature  of  the  doomed 
system    of    Irish    landlordism.      They 
vrere  dressed  in  a  semi-military  uniform, 
and    armed  with  the  new   regulation 
police  baton  that  did  such  execution  in 


Trafalgar  Square.  He  did  not  know 
whether  these  men  were  sworn  in  as 
special  constables,  but  if  so  he  would  ask 
the  Government  to  confine  them  to  the 
use  of  the  police  baton  alone.  He  said 
this  because  the  last  few  weeks  they  had 
been  marching  about  the  eountry  armed 
now  with  cutlasses,  and  then  with  revolt 
vers.  He  wished  to  give  fair  warning  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews),  who  was  responsible  for  the 
peace  and  order  of  the  country,  that 
he  must  not  expect  the  peasantry  to 
remain  quiet  and  passive  when  such 
exasperating  methods  for  collecting 
iniquitous  imposts  were  resorted  to. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man what  justification  he  had  for  send- 
ing detachments  of  Cavalry  into  Wales 
in  order  to  assist  in  the  collection  of 
debts,  and  he  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the  Government 
that,  upon  the  evidence  of  their  own  Com- 
missioner, the  use  of  a  military  force 
was  altogether  unnecessary.  Not  oaly 
was  it  unnecessary,  but  it  involved  con- 
siderable cost,  and  was  irritating  and 
exasperating  to  the  people.  Although 
the  military,  each  man  armed  with  20 
rounds  of  ball  cartridge,  might  overawe 
the  people,  still  such  a  deep  sense  of 
dissatbfaction  and  exasperation  was 
aroused  that  it  will  be  difficult  to  make 
the  peasantry  submit  peacefully  to  their 
grievances.  He  would  ask  the  House 
to  note  the  strange  anomaly  which 
existed  in  Wales  at  the  present  day. 
There  they  found  the  Ohuroh  of  the  State 
supported  by  galling  imposts  levied  by 
the  use  of  the  bayonet  and  the  ball 
cartridge,  whilst  the  religious  and  moral 
life  of  the  people  was  fostered  by  Non- 
conformity, the  adherents  of  which  were 
worried  from  day  to  day  by  the  presence 
and  action  of  the  emergency  men  and 
military.  He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  asked 
the  Government  if  it  was  not  time  that 
this  system  should  end  K  His  view  and 
the  view  of  the  Welsh  people  was  that 
the  first  charge  on  land  and  industry  in 
the  Principality  ought  to  be  devoted  to 
some  lay  purpose  that  would  be  for  the 

feneral  good  of  the  mass  of  the  people, 
or  years  they  bad  pressed  both  upon 
Liberal  and  Tory  Governments  the 
necessity  of  inaugurating  a  system  of 
intermediate  education  for  Wales.  It 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  in  the 
matter  of  intermediate  education  Wales 
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was  absolutely  starved.    Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  gave  a 
promise  that  the  question   should  be 
grappled  with ;  but  he  now  found  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  promising  in  a 
hesitating  sort  of  way  that  some  measure 
should  be  introduced  towards  the  middle 
or  end  of  the  Session.    That  was  a  mere 
mockery.      If  the   Government  would 
introduce  their  Bill  at  once,  and  allow 
it  to  go  side  by  side  with  the  Bills  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  and  that  of  the  Tory  Members 
for  Wales,  it  could  be  discussed  by  a 
Select  Committee,  a  general  agreement 
could  be  come  to,  and  a  measure  could 
be  passed  this  Session.     He  had  only 
one  other  point.    The  new  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  ex-Member  for 
Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in  a 
remarkable  speech,   made  five  or  six 
weeks  ago,  said  that  one  of  the  chief 
causes  of  the  difficulty  in  Ireland  was 
that  this  country  had  persistently  re- 
fused to  give  to  the  Irish  people  the 
same  respectful  hearing  ana  attention 
which  they  had  given  to  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
out  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  Irish 
discontent  was  that  this  country  refused 
to  listen  to  the  expressed  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,   and  he 
added  that  the  first  ray  of  hope  and  the 
best  method  of  meeting  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty would  be  to  give  to  the  Irish  people 
and  the  Members  for  that  country  the 
same  consideration  which  they  gave  to 
the  Scotch  people  and  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers.     He  (Mr.  Ellis)  trusted  that  in 
future  the  Government  would  extend  to 
Wales  the  same  principle.    It  was  cer- 
tainly the  best  way  of  settling  Welsh 
grievances,  and  of  doing  away  with  the 
rising  irritation  of  the  Welsh  people. 
He  maintained,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
whole  House,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, whether  it  happened  to  be 
Liberal  or  Tory,  should  pay  the  same 
attention  to  the  Welsh  Members  on  ex- 
clusively Welsh  questions  as  they  now 
paid  to  Scotch  Members  on  Scotch  ques- 
tions, and  as  would  soon,  he  hoped,  be 
paid  to  the  Irish  Members  on  Irish 
questions. 

Sib  EIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis).    He  would  only  ex- 

Mr.  T.  E,  Ellis 


press  a  hope  that  the  good  sense  of  the 
people  in  Wales  would  induce  them  to 
pay  their  debts  like  honest  men.    When 
they  did  that,  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity for  taking  the  extraordinary  pre- 
cautions against  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  protested.     He  trusted,  farther, 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  landlords  of 
Wales  would  induce  them  to  follow  the 
example  which  had  been  set  to  them  by 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.     Turning  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  (Lord  John  Mannezs), 
he  ventured  to  say  that  the  little  agri- 
cultural episode  which  had  taken  place 
would  form  by  no  means  the  least  inte- 
resting part  of  the  debate  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech.     There  was  only  one  ex- 
pression that  fell  from  the  noble  Lord 
to  which  he  would  venture  to  take  the 
slightest  exception.     He  certainly  could 
not  feel  the  noble  Lord's  confidence  that 
the  present  revival   of  trade  pro  iamU 
augured  well  for  a  corresponding  revival 
of  agriculture.    He  wished  tiiat  he  oonld 
entertain    the    same   view.      He   saw 
little  reason  for  beliering  that  the  in- 
crease of  manufactures  was  likely  to 
give  to  agriculture  that  which  waa  neoea- 
saxj  at  this  moment — namely,  an  inte- 
rest in  the  value  of  produce.     The  real 
difficulty  in  ag^culture  was  this — ^that 
the  value  of  produce  was  so  small  that 
it  was  impossible  to  paj  the  neoeasary 
expenses  of  raising  a  crop  in  order  to 
realize  profit.     The  land  was  rapidly 
going  out  of  cultivation.    That  was  the 
real  difficulty,   and  how  was  it  to  be 
remedied?     To  his   mind  there    were 
but    the    four    directions    which    had 
been  indicated  that  night  from  which 
they  could    hope   for  assistance,    and, 
of   these,    two    had    been   mentioned 
in  the  Queen's  Speech — namely,  railwaj 
rates  and  the  adjustment  of  tazatioo. 
He  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
question  of  railway  rates.    With  regard 
to  that  question,  it  was  not  apolitical  one, 
but  it  was  none  the  less  one  which  had 
two  sides  to  it.    On  the  one  side  woald 
be  found  those  who  were  interested  in 
railways,  and  on  the  other  those,  far  leas 
org^ized,  who  were  interested  in  agri- 
cultural and  commercial  pursuits.    Tke 
question  of  railway  rates  was  one  whi<^ 
largely  affected  agricultural  diffioultiaa. 
He  would  venture   to  put  before  tlxe 
House  one  set  of  figures,  and  one  only. 
Mr.    Howard,    formerly  a  Member   of 
that  House,  had  recently  prepared     a 
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careful  estimate  of  the  annual  value  of 
agricultural  produce,  not  that  which 
was  merely  moved  from  farm  to  farm, 
but  that  which  found  its  way  into  the 
outer  market— and  he  put  it  at  no  less 
than  £216,000,000  sterling.  He  (Sir 
Kichard  Paget)  would  like  to  put  side  by 
side  with  those  figures  another  sum  of 
a  very  similar  character — namely,  a 
sum  of  £212,000,000,  which  represented 
the  total  value  of  their  manufactured  ex- 
ports in  the  year  1886.  So,  conse- 
quently, the  value  of  their  agricultural 
produce  was  acknowledged  to  be  more 
than  that  of  the  whole  of  their  exports. 
Now,  what  became  of  this  agricultural 
produce  ?  It  was  sent  all  over  the  land, 
North,  South,  East,  and  West,  mainly  by 
railway ;  and  if,  through  legislation  or 
theaction  of  the  Hallway  Companies,  they 
could  get  it  carried  at  a  lower  rate — 
at  a  rate  at  all  equal  to  that  for  which 
agricultural  produce  was  carried  in 
America — they  would  then  have  contri- 
buted materially  to  the  revival  of  agri- 
culture. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
at  the  present  moment  agriculture  was 
heavily  handicapped.  What  he  wanted 
to  see  was  not  so  much  low  rates  for 
full  truck-loads  carried  for  long  distances, 
but  the  charges  reduced  for  short  local 
traffic  from  station  to  station.  It  was 
the  local  traffic  which  handicapped  agri- 
culture. They  were  told  that  they  ought 
to  be  Free  Traders,  and  most  of  them 
were;  but  if  they  were  to  have  Free 
Trade,  let  them  have  fair  play  also.  He 
could  not  for  the  life  of  him  call  it  fair 
play  that  a  Company  of  Traders,  or  any 
member  of  a  Company  of  private 
traders,  who  had  been  granted  by 
statute,  the  practical  monopolies  of  our 
highways,  should  be  induced  by  any 
process  to  give  preferential  rates  to 
loreigners  and  refuse  them  to  the 
English  producer.  He  would  now  pass 
from  that  question  of  railway  rates, 
merely  saying  this— that  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  opinions  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed with  regard  to  the  Bill  brought  in 
in  '  *  another  pi  ace  "  last  year.  He  hoped 
that  Bill  would  not  be  persisted  in  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  until  it  had 
undergone  those  material  modifications 
which  the  farmers  considered  necessary 
for  their  own  interests.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  re-adjustment  of 
taxation,  he  ventured  to  say  that  there 
waa  nothing   in   the  Queen's  Speech 


which  was  of  greater  importance.  Of 
all  the  classes  that  suffered  by  the 
present  depression  in  agriculture,  none 
had  suffered  so  bitterly  as  that  class 
which  they  all  professed  to  wish  to  re- 
tain— he  meant  those  who  were  known 
as  '*  statesmen  "  in  the  North  of  England, 
and  as  independent  yeoman  farmers  in 
the  South.  They  knew  only  too  well 
that  the  land  which  was  the  possession 
and  the  birth-right  of  these  men  had 
been  depreciated  in  value  to  one-half  of 
what  it  was  formerly,  and  its  produce 
in  even  a  greater  degree.  He  maintained 
that  these  men  were  burdened  by  an  un- 
just amount  of  taxation.  He  therefore 
hailed  with  delight  the  announcement 
that  there  was  to  be  a  re- adjustment 
of  the  incidence  of  taxation,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  re-adjustment  would 
be  made  in  a  manner  sufficiently  broad 
and  comprehensive  to  give  complete 
satisfaction.  He  believed  it  was  per- 
fectly capable  of  proof  that,  taking  Im- 
perial taxation  alone  and  leaving  local 
taxation  out  of  the  question  altogether, 
the  burdens  of  taxation  on  real  property 
far  exceeded  those  on  personal  property. 
If  the  two  were  taken  together,  and  local 
taxation  added  to  Imperial  taxation,  the 
injustice  and  inequality  were  more  dis- 
tinctly marked.  He  would  only  allude 
briefly  to  two  other  points  where  he  con- 
sidered that  injustice  was  done  to  agri- 
culture. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  S  leaf  or  d  Division  of 
lanoolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  brought 
forward  what  he  thought  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  relief  of  agriculture ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
nothing  would  do  more  good  than 
largely  to  increase  the  produce  of  the 
land.  What  was  wanted  was  to  improve 
it  both  in  quantity  and  in  quality.  To  ac- 
complish that,  they  must  do  what  every 
other  nation  under  the  sun  did — namely, 
provide  agricultural  education.  They 
were  told  that  enormous  quantities  of 
butter  were  annually  introduced  into 
England.  Any  hon.  Member  who  would 
take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  figures 
would  £oe  how  that  arose.  Look  at  the 
case  of  Denmark.  That  was  a  country 
which,  a  few  years  ago,  was  distin- 
guished for  the  production  of  execrable 
butter ;  but  the  importations  from  Den- 
mark had  been  increasing  in  value  year 
by  year,  until  last  year  they  amounted 
to  £2,600,000.  Lot  them  go  behind  tho 
figures   and    see   how  this  arose.    It 
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would  now   be  found  that  the  Danish 
butter  market  had  reached  a  high  pitch 
of  perfection;    and  why?     Because  a 
complete  system  of  agricultural  educa- 
tion had  been  established ;  dairy  schools 
bad  been  set  up,  and  the  immediate 
result  had  been  an  enormous  increase 
in  the  production  of  butter.   As  a  matter 
of  facty  Denmark  was  supplying   the 
butter  which  we  ought  to  produce  our- 
selves.    The  noble  Lord  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Duchy  had  referred  to  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Agriculture.     He  would 
not  enter  into  the  recommendations  of 
that  Commission,  of  which  he  had  him- 
self been  a  Member ;  but  he  learned  with 
great  satisfaction  from  the  noble  Lord 
that    Her    Majesty's    Government   in- 
tended to  act  upon  several  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Commission.     One  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
was  a  novel  one;  because  they  sug- 
gested that  State  aid  was  necessary  in 
order  to  set  up  those  schools  which  they 
maintained  it  was  absolutely  requisite 
to  establish.    They  hoped  that  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  too,  there  would  be  a 
multiplication  of  these  schools.    There 
was  only  one  other  matter  upon  which 
he  would  say  a  word,  and  it  had  refer- 
ence to  the  formation  of  an  Agricultural 
Department.     He  tiusted  that  the  De- 
partment would  be  on  a  footing  worthy 
of  the  great  industry  it  was  to  benefit. 
That  it  would  be  of  substantial  benefit 
to  the  country  he  could  have  no  doubt 
whatever.  The  work  which  had  already 
been  done  had  an  admittedly  insufficient 
Department,  and  he  hardly  agreed  with 
all  the  noble  Ix>rd  had  said  ;  still,  many 
things  remained  to  be  done,   and  he 
hoped  that  the  new  Department  would 
be  able  to  do  substantial  service  to  the 
country.    Without  detaining  the  House 
any  longer,  he  would  only  say  that  out- 
of-doors  there  would  be  a  general  feel- 
ing of  satisfaction  at  the  announcement 
which  had  been  made  that  evening  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
After  what  had  occurred  in  the  debate 
since  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  there 
was  every  reason  to  expect  that  the  sub- 
ject would   be   approached  from  both 
sides  of  the  House ;  not  from  the  point 
of  view  of  Party  politics,  but  with  an 
earnest  desire  to  do  something  for  the 
interests  of   agriculture.      He  trusted 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
receive  every  assistance  from  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  passing  the  measure] 
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which  had  been  announced.  He  also 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  re- 
ceive from  hon.  Members  opposite 
reasonable  aid  in  the  legislation  they 
were  about  to  attempt ;  that  no  obatmo- 
tion  would  be  placed  in  the  way  of  the 
rapid  passing  of  the  measure  ;  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  hon.  Members  would 
assist  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
doing  something  for  the  industry  which 
had  been  suffering  so  long,  which  had 
been  well-nigh  driven  to  despair,  and 
which  would  be  very  grateful  for  the 
smallest  measure  of  relief  that  Parlia- 
ment could  pass. 

Me.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  said,  that  during  the 
debate  several  allusions  had  been  made 
to  the  Welsh  Tithe  Question,  and  to 
the  absence  of  any  mention  of  Wales  in 
the  Queen's  Speech ;  but  he  thought  the 
House  hardly  appreciated  the  serious 
state  of  affairs  that  existed  in  the  Prin- 
cipality. It  was  ad  mi  tted  that  th  e  people 
of  Wales  were  among  the  loyal  and 
law-abiding  subjects ;  it  had  been  stated 
in  that  House  by  a  Home  Secretary  that 
Wales  gave  him  less  trouble  than  any 
other  part  of  the  country  ;  and  the 
charges  of  Judges  attested  the  compara- 
tive absence  of  crime  in  Wales,  where 
crimes  of  violence  were  almost  unknown. 
But,  unfortunately,  a  change  had  oo- 
curred;  their  normal  conditions  of  peace- 
fulness  had  well-nigh  come  to  an  end, 
and  something  approaching  to  a  state 
of  civil  war  had  been  brought  about 
How  was  that?  The  reason  was  not 
far  to  seek.  The  Church  was  re- 
duced to  collecting  its  own  tithes,  and 
to  do  this  it  employed  an  army  of 
bailiffs  or  emergency  men,  who  had  re- 
quired the  aid  of  a  troop  of  Hussars, 
provided  with  600  rounds  of  ball  car- 
tridge, to  collect  the  sum  of  12f.  6^., 
arrears  of  tithes  from  an  old  woman. 
He  thought  that  operation  beat  the  re- 
cord of  even  the  Irish  Secretary.  The 
revenue  of  the  Church  was  collected  ex- 
clusively from  agricultural  holdings — 
in  other  words,  from  that  part  of  the 
population  which  was  most  thoroughly 
Nonconformist  and  which  suffered  most 
from  agricultural  depression.  If  the 
Church  of  England  had  made  any 
progress  in  Wales,  which  he  very  much 
doubted,  it  was  certain  that  that  pro- 
gress had  been  made  in  the  towns 
and  in  what  might  be  called  the  English 
ooloniesi  and  .Uiat  in  the  agriooltorai 
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districts  19  out  of  20,  or  99  out  of  100, 
of  the  ratepayers  were  Nonconformists. 
One  man  had  told  him  that  he  had  been 
compelled  to  pay  £800  for  the  support 
of  a  Ohuroh  which  he  had  never  entered 
for  the  last  30  years.  The  House  was 
bound  to  recognize  the  serious  dis- 
satisfaction which  prevailed,  and,  if 
possible,  to  remove  it.  As  to  the 
stock  arguments  that  it  was  due  to 
the  efforts  of  interested  agitators,  he 
wondered  that  sensible  men  could  be 
found  to  lend  themselves  to  such  absurdi- 
ties. Why,  they  might  as  well  blame 
jbhe  vanes  of  a  weathercock  for  the 
violence  of  the  storm.  No  agitation  like 
this  could  flourish  unless  there  was  a 
substantial  grievance  to  feed  it.  If  the 
Tithe  Bill  referred  to  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  were  at  all  like  that  of  last 
Session,  it  would  be  a  most  inadequate 
remedy,  for  its  simple  effect  would  be 
to  shift  the  burden  from  the  right 
shoulder  to  the  left  by  transferring  it 
from  the  occupier  to  the  owner,  and 
leaving  the  latter  to  recover  it  from  the 
former  as  part  of  the  rent.  He  wished 
the  owner  joy  of  the  compromise,  for 
there  was  little  hope  that  when  he  had 
paid  the  tithe  he  would  recover  it  from 
the  rack-rented  occupier.  It  seemed  to 
be  generally  supposea  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  farmers  of  Wales  were  tenant- 
farmers;  but  there  were  thousands  of 
them  who  were  small  freeholders,  and 
who  therefore  would  not  be  benefited 
at  all  by  the  proposal  to  throw  the  bur- 
den upon  owners.  What  they  objected 
to  was  not  the  sources  from  which  tithes 
were  collected,  but  their  application 
when  collected.  Let  the  Church  of  the 
rich  minority  be  disestablished  and 
disendowed,  and  let  the  tithes,  which 
were  national  property,  be  applied  to 
national  purposes  and  readjusted  to 
meet  the  justice  of  each  case,  and  the 
poor  Welsh  farmers  would  make  as 
honest  a  struggle  to  pay  them  as  they 
now  made  to  pay  School  Board  rates. 
If  the  Government  would  not  go  so  far, 
they  might,  at  any  rate,  allow  the  sub- 
ject to  be  discussed.  Last  year  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  Town 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  obtained  the  first 
place  on  the  first  working  night  of  the 
Session  for  his  Motion,  on  Welsh  Dis- 
establishment. But  his  coign  of  vantage 
was  filched  from  him  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
supported  by  Members  on  that  side  who 


should  have  known  better,  on  the  plea 
that  not  a  single  night  could  be  spared 
from  the  discussion  of  Procedure  Bules, 
which  it  took  two  months  to  pass,  and 
which  when  passed  had  proved  so  worth- 
less that  they  required  to  be  retinkered 
o  n  the  first  opportunity «  Another  gpround 
of  complaint  was  the  indifference  of  the 
Government  to  the  question  of  Inter- 
mediate Education,  which  was  a  burning 
question  among  all  parties  in  Wales. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject; 
but  with  60  or  60  Private  Bills  in  front 
of  him,  what  chance  was  there  of  his 
obtaining  a  second  reading  for  it  ?  Be- 
turning  to  the  question  of  the  Tithe 
Eiots,  he  said  that  they  could  not 
dragoon  people  into  an  enthusiasm  for 
an  alien  Church,  and  that  the  only  result 
of  thelate  high-handed  proceedings  was  to 
quicken  indifference  into  active  hatred. 
If  they  wanted  to  have  another  Ireland 
in  Wales,  they  were  taking  the  best 
steps  to  get  it.  The  Qovemment  were 
playing  with  fire,  and  he  trusted  that 
before  it  was  too  late  they  would  re- 
member that  it  was  neither  wise  nor 
just  to  turn  a  stone  deaf  ear  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  Hepresentatives  of  1,500,000 
of  Her  Majestys  subjects,  who  were  easy 
enough  to  govern  if  treated  with  ordi- 
nary consideration,  but  who  were  quick 
to  resent  neglect  and  still  quicker  to  re- 
sent injustice. 

OoLONELKENYON-SLANEY(Shrop- 
shire,  Newport)  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  agricultural  interest  would 
suffer  from  the  fact  that  some  of  the 
younger  Members  of  the  House  had  ven- 
tured to  raise  their  voices  in  support  of 
what  had  been  said,  and  also  to  express 
their  appreciation  of  the  propositions 
likely  to  be  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Manners).  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  attempt  to  elaborate  any 
fresh  propositions  or  to  suggest  any  new 
plans  beyond  those  which  had  been 
shadowed  forth  to  the  House ;  but  he 
urged  with  all  the  power  that  belonged 
to  any  Member  representing  an  almost 
entirely  agricultural  constituency  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  and  vital  that 
the  Government  should  not  play  with  the 
measures  they  had  promised  to  introduce 
— that  the  measures  should  be  intro- 
duced in  no  niggardly  spirit,  but  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the 
agricultural  population,  and  not  merely 
the  ends  of  a  political  Party:    He  be- 
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lieved  it  was  well  known  throughout  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  agricultural  com- 
munity that  they  had  not  for  a  long  time 
had  better  friends  to  their  cause  thau 
those  now  occupying  the  Front  Bench  in 
this  House.  They  were  grateful,  and 
ought  to  be  grateful  for  the  measures 
introduced  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer last  year.  Probably,  the  most 
important  of  these  measures  had  not  re- 
ceived that  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  agricultural  community  that  it 
deserved.  If  the  farmers  had  taken  ad- 
vantage of  it  throughout  England,  and 
had  chosen  to  seek  for  the  relief  that 
measure  afibrded  to  them  by  coming 
under  the  Schedule  for  assessment,  which 
was  suggested  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  there  would  have  been  a 
much  more  widespread  feeling  of  grati- 
tude than  even  existed  now.  He 
(Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney)  was  very  glad 
indeed  to  notice  the  words  which  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  as  to  the 
necessities  of  the  labouring  portion  of 
the  community.  It  was  very  often  for- 
gotten by  those  who  dealt  with  these 
subjects  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
labourers  formed  an  important  element 
in  the  agricultural  community,  and  that 
they  were  championed  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  just  as  much  as  were  the  other 
classes  connected  with  the  land.  The 
question  of  the  condition  of  the  landlord 
and  farmer  and  the  question  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  labourer  were  essentially 
one  and  the  same  question.  The  ques- 
tions could  not  be  treated  differently, 
but  must  be  co- extensively  and  com- 
prehensively dealt  with.  As  to  the 
table  of  wages  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  he  might  venture  to 
assert  that  it  would  portray  even  a  more 
terrible  state  of  things  for  the  agricul- 
tural labourer,  if  it  were  not  that  so 
much  land  was  now  held  in  cultivation 
by  the  landowners  themselves,  or  by 
gentlemen  at  large  throughout  the 
country,  who  had  an  old-fashioned 
and  hereditary  and  worthy  wish  not  to 
lessen  wages  so  long  as  they  could  afford 
to  pay  them.  Inasmuch  as  many  farms 
had  been  given  up,  and  labourers  were 
now  drawing  their  wages  directly  from 
the  landowners,  instead  of  from  the 
occupiers,  and  drawing  the  same  amount 
as  before,  he  thought  it  could  be  proved 

Colonel  Kenyon-  Slohey 


that  the  general  run  of  wages  was  even 
worse  than  was  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  was  most  thankful  to 
the  Government  for  what  they  had  pro- 
mised to-night,  and  he  hoped  that  what 
the  Government  proposed  to  give  would 
not  be  in  shadow,  out  in  actual  sub- 
stance, and  that  it  would  be  given 
promptly.  It  was  certain  that  the  heart 
of  the  agriculturist  was  getting  sick  with 
deferred  hope,  and  that  he  really  wanted 
something  which  would  make  the  coming 
year  better  than  those  which  had  gone 
before  it.  He  imderstood  that  the  two 
measures  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed  were,  one  for  the  relief  of  local  taxa- 
tion and  one  dealing  with  railway  rates. 
The  agriculturists  of  the  country  were 
told  again  and  again  that  they  were 
wanting  in  energy,  and  were  in  fault  in 
not  adapting  themselves  to  the  necessi- 
ties of  life  now-a-days.  They  were 
told  that  they  did  not  bring  themselves 
as  producers  sufficiently  into  contact 
with  the  great  centres  of  consumption. 
He  ventured  to  assert  that  that  was 
exactly  what  agriculturists  were  longing 
to  do,  and  were  bending  all  their  best 
efforts  to  do,  but  they  were  warded  and 
fenced  off  by  almost  hopelessly  heavy 
railway  rates  which  were  levelled  against 
those  who  lived  at  any  distance  from  the 
great  centres.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
bring  figures  before  the  House,  as  statis- 
tics would  come  with  much  greater  efiPect 
from  those  who  were  acknowledged 
authorities.  Figures,  however,  were  at 
hand  with  regard  to  this  subject,  and  he 
believed  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  con- 
test their  correctness.  These  figures 
proved  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
agriculturists  who  lived  any  distance 
from  the  centres  of  consumption  to  bring 
their  produce  to  those  centres  because  of 
the  large  and  prohibitive  tariffs  that 
were  exacted  from  them.  They  had 
been  told  over  and  over  again  that  they 
ought  to  try  to  help  themselves  first, 
and  then  to  seek  relief  from  the  com- 
munity at  large  and  the  Government 
that  ruled  over  them.  He  did  not  think 
it  could  be  charged  on  the  landlord  or 
tenant  or  labourer  or  farmer,  that  the 
class  to  which  he  belonged  had  been 
backward  in  trying  to  help  themselves. 
They  had,  he  thought,  exhausted  almost 
every  means  of  helping  themselves. 
They  had  drawn  on  all  the  funds  at 
their  disposal ;  they  had  drawn  on  their 
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sayings;  they  had  drawn  on  their 
capital ;  they  had  drawn  on  their  in- 
dustry ;  they  had  drawn  on  their  labour ; 
and  now  they  came  to  those  who  led 
and  guided  them  for  that  help  which  it 
was  necessary  they  should  give,  and  give 
freely  and  largely  if  they  wished  to  step 
between  the  sufferers  and  a  ruined  in- 
dustry. It  would  not  be  becoming  in 
him  (Oolonel  Kenyon-Slaney)  to  at- 
tempt to  elaborate  on  this  scheme.  He 
would  only  now  express  his  hearty 
thanks  for  that  which  had  been  pro- 
mised to  agriculturists,  and  for  the 
hearty  willingness  of  that  section  of  the 
community  to  co-operate  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  wherever  they  sat  in  that 
Houso  in  dealing  with  any  measures 
which  might  be  brought  forward  for  the 
relief  of  agriculture,  and  a  hope  that, 
at  last,  they  might  see  the  dawn  of 
brighter  days  for  the  agricultural  com- 
munity. 

Mb.  MAEUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  said,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  sub- 
ject as  agriculture  was  a  staple  industry 
in  Ireland,  and  there   Was  a  general 
opinion  that  the  depression  in  that  in* 
dustry  at  the  present  time  was  unex- 
ampled in  its  severity.  The  agricultural 
industry  in  Ireland  had  of  late  years  re- 
ceived great  consideration  from  Parlia- 
ment by  reason  of  the  fact  he  pointed 
out,  and  also  by  reason  of  another  fact 
which  he  did  not  bring  forward  in  an 
invidious    manner — namely,    that    the 
absence  of  a  commercial  community  in 
Ireland  was  owing  to  the  direct  inter- 
ference of  this  country  in  preventing 
Irish  manufactures.    That  Ireland  was 
entitled    to    special    consideration    by 
reason  of  this  interference  on  the  part  of 
Snglaud  had  been  clearly   shown    in 
leaflets  circulated  during  the  General 
"Election  by  English    politicians ;  that 
even  Mr.  Cobden,  in  years  gone  by,  had 
declared    that      the     policy    of     this 
country  had  been  directed  incessantly 
to     the    destruction    of    the    foreign 
trade    of    Ireland,    whose    industries 
liad  been  mercilessly  nipped  in  the  bud. 
It   was  therefore    especially  necessary 
that  Irish  agriculture  should  receive  at- 
tention at  the  hands  of  Parliament.   He 
was  glad  to  recognize  the  view  which 
liad  been  put  forward  with  regard  to  the 
establishment  of  a  Department  of  Ag^- 
ctilture,  and  he  trusted  a  Minister  of  Agri* 
culture  would   likewise    be  appointed. 
Se  regretted  that  the  ierouL  of  the 


Queen's  Speech  were  extremely  vague. 
It  struck  him,  that  though  there  was  a 
Department  of  Agriculture  proposed, 
and  that  very  likely  a  Minister  of  Ag^cul- 
ture  would  also  be  proposed,  it  was  an 
abnegnation  of  duty  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  not  to  propose 
measures  of  relief.  The  mere  creation 
of  a  Department  would  not  mean  that 
steps  were  being  taken  to  relieve  the 
industry;  which  was  in  a  most  distressed 
state.  As  showing  the  necessity  for  the 
CEtablishment  of  some  supervision  or 
control  over  agriculture,  he  would  refer 
to  what  had  recently  occurred.  In  con- 
nection with  the  Land  Commission  in 
Ireland  a  very  singular  thing  had  hap- 
pened. The  Land  Commission  had  had 
entrusted  to  them  the  administration  of 
a  most  serious  part  of  the  legislation  of 
last  year — namely,  the  clause  enabling 
them  to  reduce  the  judicial  rents.  Upon 
that  clause  there  had  been  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  amongst  the  Com- 
missioners. At  the  time  the  clause  was 
passed  it  was  declared  that  prices  should 
regulate  the  reductions ;  but  the  Com- 
missioners had  made  the  reductions  vary 
from  3  to  14  per  cent,  and  they  had 
made  those  reductions  over  extensive 
areas  of  Poor  Law  Unions.  They  had 
given,  say,  10  or  1 1  per  cent  of  reduction 
in  a  particular  locality  which  was 
stretched  over  pasturage,  feeding  land, 
and  tillage  land,  altogether  irrespective 
of  the  fact  that  a  10  per  cent  reduction 
on  feeding  land  was  equal  to  30  or  40 
per  cent  reduction  on  tillage  land.  The 
Land  Commission,  however,  had  thrown 
indiscriminate  reductions  on  all  classes 
of  property.  That  illustrated  the  neces- 
sity of  having  some  agricultural  super- 
vision— of  having  some  active  Minister 
to  supervize  these  matters.  Something 
even  beyond  a  mere  Department  of  Ag^- 
culture  was  necessary.  The  agricultural 
loss  last  year,  owing  to  the  unfavourable 
season,  had  been  enormous.  Agricultural 
statistics  had  been  published  in  Ireland 
which  showed  conclusively  that  the  loss 
during  the  last  season  by  the  agricul* 
tural  interest  had  been  £6,000,000 
sterling,  and  it  would  be  seen  how  enor- 
mously this  must  affect  the  community 
when  it  was  borne  in  mind  that  the 
agricultural  valuation  of  that  country 
was  only  between  £10,000,000  and 
£11,000,000.  It  would  be  seen  from 
this  that  some  supervision  of  agriculture 
was  asolutely  necessary,  and  that  it  was 
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not  bj  coercion  that  the  GoTernment 
would  get  rid  of  the  causes  which  lay  at 
the  root  of  the  distress  of  the  Irish 
people. 

CoLONBL  DAWNAY  (York,  N.E., 
Thirsk)  said,  that  the  agricultural 
classes  had  reason  to  be  grateful  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  for  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Oovernment  to  this  subject,  and 
also  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners)  for  the 
satisfactory  statement  he  had  made. 
One  proposal  for  the  relief  of  agriculture 
was  to  return  to  Protection ;  but  that 

Eolicy  had  to-night  receiyed  its  death 
low,  and  he  was  glad  that  the  G-oyem- 
ment  had  brought  forward  a  scheme  of 
their  own  to  enable  our  greatest  industry 
to  adapt  itself  to  the  altered  times  in 
which  we  live.  It  was  true  that  we  did 
not  hear  so  much  about  agricultural  dis- 
tress in  England  as  we  did  in  Ireland ; 
but  that  was  not  because  the  distress 
did  not  exist,  but  because  the  Eng- 
lish farmer  knew  how  to  suffer  like  an 
Englishman.  He  knew  how  to  suffer 
without  complaining,  and  to  fight  dog- 
gedly on  when  other  people  surrendered 
themselves  to  despair.  There  was  no 
doubt  about  the  facts  of  the  case.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Earl  of  Derby,  who 
could  not  be  accused  of  making  exag- 
gerated statements,  the  loss  of  those 
who  cultivated  the  land  in  England 
during  the  past  10  years  was  some- 
thing like  30  per  cent,  and  reckoning 
the  value  of  the  land  at  £1,000,000,000, 
that  would  make  a  loss  to  this  country 
during  the  1 0  years  of  something  like 
£300,000,000,  which  did  not  of  course 
include  the  largely  increased  burdens 
which  had  been  imposed  on  the  land 
during  that  period.  Those  who  desire 
to  see  the  extermination  of  the  landlords, 
if  they  would  only  exercise  a  little 
patience,  were  likely  to  get  what  they 
wanted,  without  having  recourse  to  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  heroic  legislation. 
The  condition  of  the  farmer  was  even 
worse  than  that  of  the  landowner. 
Thousands  of  people  10  years  ago,  who 
were  making  incomes  out  of  farming, 
were  now  abandoning  that  industry,  or 
pursuing  it  at  a  loss.  Many  of  them  had 
gone  on  hoping  against  hope  for  a  turn 
of  the  tide.  They  had  not  only  to  con- 
tend with  bad  seasons,  but  they  had  to 
compete  with  Buseia  and  Americai  and 

Mr.  liarum 


now  anew  factor  was  brought  in  agaioat 
them  in  India.     The  wheat  supply  of 
India    was    practically     inexhaustihle. 
The   railways    were  opening  up   nev 
tracts  of  that  country.     The    Indian 
peasant  did  not  live  on  wheat,  but  on 
cheaper  kinds  of  grain,  and  he  was  an 
individual  who  could  live,  marry,  and 
bring  up  his  family  on  li.  6i.  a- week. 
He  wore  no  clothes  to  speak  of,  and 
could  work  on  one  meal  of  rice  per  day. 
This  showed  how  terribly  the  English 
agriculturist  was  handicapped,   seeing 
that  he  had  to  pay  his  labourers  2«.  a 
day  as  against  3d.  a  day.    The  struggle 
was  as  futile  as  the  well-known  straggle 
of  the  old  woman  against  the  Atlantic 
ocean.    What  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  was  this — if  wheat  g^wing 
in  this  country  was  doomed  to  destruc- 
tion, what  was  going  to  be  the  fate  of  the 
agricultural    labourer?      Up    to     the 
present  time  the  ag^cultural  depression 
had  sat  very  lightly  upon  him.     Parlia- 
ment had  set  itself  to  work  to  improve 
his  condition,  and  had  thrust  a  large 
measure    of  political    power    into   Us 
hands ;  but  in  spite  of  this,  the  prospects 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  were  never 
more  gloomy  that  at  the  present  moment. 
An  allotment  and  a  cow  were  very  good 
things  in  their  way ;  but  they  did  not 
enable  a  man  to  keep  a  family  without 
regular  wages,  and  if  we  cannot  grow 
wheat  in  this  country  except  at  a  loss, 
clearly  the  occupation  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  was  gone,  and  the  consequence 
must  be  the  depopulation  of  our  rural 
districts.     We  were  already  face  to  face 
with  this  calamity.     Our  agricultural 
community  was  drifting  into  the  great 
towns  at  the  rate  of  50,000  or  60,000  a 
year,  to  exchange  a  hard  lot  for  one 
which  was  perfectly  hopeless,  and,  as  if 
this  were  not  enough^  we  alone  of  all 
nations  in  the  world  were  permitting  the 
unrestricted     immigration    of    pauper 
foreigners,  who  were  pouring  into  the 
East  End  of  London  and  elsewhere  by 
thousands,  burdening  our  ratea,  bringing 
down  wages  to  starvation  level,  develop- 
ing the  sweating  system,  and  swamping 
and    overstocking  the   labour  market, 
and  depriving  our  own  labourers  of  the 
last  chance  of  obtaining  a  livelihood. 
For  a  great  number  of  years  the  agri- 
culturists had  received  little  sympathy 
from  any  Government.     Some  sympathy 
was  now  being  shown  them  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's preaent  Advisers.    He  thanked 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
what  he  had  done  ;  and  he  trusted  the 
Goyernment  would  yet  see  their  way  to 
deal  with  the  difficult  problem  before 
them,  and  to  arrest  the  ruin  which  was 
now  impending  over  the  agricultural 
population,  and  save  the  country  from  a 
great  national  disaster. 

Sib  EDWAED  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  said,  he  wished  to  express  the 
feeling  which  he  knew  was  uppermost 
in  the  minds  of  the  tenant  farmers  of 
England,  which  was  one  of  great  satis- 
faction   that    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment had  recognized  the  gravity  of  the 
agricultural    situation,    and    at    their 
having  referred  in  such  important  terms 
to  it  in  the  Queen's  Speech.    He  agreed 
in  the  main  with  what  had  been  said  by 
other    speakers;    and   there    was,    no 
doubt,  gratitude  due  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
for  having  given  them  an  opportunity 
for  having  an  agricultural  discussion, 
and   clearing   up  the  somewhat   dark 
terms  of  the  allusion  to  agriculture  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech.    The 
question  of  the  remission,  or  rather  of 
the  transfer,  of  taxation  from  local  to 
Imperial  sources  was  one  of  the  utmost 
importance,  and  was  one  which  he  knew 
would    be   deeply    appreciated.    With 
regard  to  the  Eailway  Bates  Bill,  he 
trusted     Her     Majesty's    Government 
would  not  be  frightened  by  the  oppo- 
sition which  had  been,  in  part,  brought 
forward    by  the  Hail  way  Companies; 
and  they  knew,  from  the  speeches  which 
had  already  been  made  by  the  Chairmen 
of  some  of  the  leading  Railway  Com- 
panies at  the  annual  meetings,  that  there 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  opposition 
in  store  for  the  Bailway  Bates  Measure. 
Se  hoped  the  Government  would  make 
up  their  minds  that  the  Bill  was  not  to 
be    a  sham  measure.     He  knew  that 
those  who.  represented  the  agricultural 
interest  in  this  House  would  do  their 
beet  to  amend  the  BiQ  if  it  required 
amendment.      The    agricultural   com- 
znunity  would   not    be    satisfied    with 
the  Bui  brought  in  last  Session ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  one  now  brought  in 
would  be  amended  in  the  direction  re- 
quired.     He  did  not  think   that  any 
speaker  this  evening  had  referred  to  the 
oxtraordinary  bad  season  that  the  coun- 
try   had  just  experienced.      The  year 
ending  Michaelmas  last  was.  un^uestioa- 


ably  the  worst  year  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses that  this  country,  or,  at  any  rate, 
the  Eastern  counties,  had  experienced 
for  the  last  1 0  years.  The  Betums  for 
Great  Britain,  published  during  the  last 
month,  showed  that  there  had  been  a 
decrease  in  the  number  of  bushels  of 
barley  and  oats,  as  compared  with  the 
year  1886,  of  no  less  than  18,108,000. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  there  was  a 
set-off  against  that  in  the  shape  of  an 
increase  of  12,855,000  bushels  of  wheat. 
The  Return  was  important  in  another 
direction,  because  it  clearly  stated  that 
the  turnip,  the  mangold,  the  hay  and 
the  hop  crops  had  largely  decreased. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  grazing 
stock,  he  supposed  there  was  no  dis* 
triot  in  England  where  there  were 
more  fat  bullocks  and  fat  sheep  than 
in  the  Eastern  counties.  Well,  the 
loss  in  grazing  during  the  past  year 
had  been  most  serious,  though  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  this  was  the  only 
point  in  which  he  could  see  any  hope  of 
daylight  for  the  future,  because  the 
tenant  farmers  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  buying  their  lean  stock  on  more 
favourable  terms.  With  regard  to  grain 
crops,  he  did  not  see  how,  under  the 
present  prices,  they  would  ever  be 
able  to  grow  wheat,  barley,  or  oats 
at  any  profit  at  all.  It  was  just 
nine  years  ago  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Slea- 
ford Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  brought  forward  the  question 
of  the  then  agricultural  depression,  and 
asked  the  Government  to  appoint  a 
Koyal  Oommission  to  inquire  into  the 
then  state  of  agriculture.  He  (Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck)  was  quite  convinced 
of  this — that  there  had  not,  in  the  in- 
terval between  1879  and  the  present 
year,  been  one  single  good  season,  or 
one  which  the  farmers  could  say  was  a 
favourable  one  to  their  pockets ;  and,  in 
addition  to  that,  prices  had  fallen  every 
year,  and  had  been  going  from  bad  to 
worse.  What  was  even  more  unfortu- 
nate for  the  tenant  farmers  was  that 
their  capital  had  been  gradually  de- 
creasing, and  that  many  of  them  at  the 
present  time  had  no  capital  at  all  to 
farm  with.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  labouring  classes,  there  had 
been  undoubtedly  a  large  number  of 
labourers  out  of  employment  in  the  last 
winter  in  the  Eastern  counties;  but 
where  they  had  good  allotments  or  garr 
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densi  they  had  been  able  to  keep  them- 
selyes  alive.  Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  question  of  allotments,  and  he 
might  say  that  in  his  county  of  Norfolk, 
these  had  been  undoubtedly  a  very 
strong  expression  of  approval  on  the 
part  of  the  labourers,  and  a  sense  of 
the  benefits  they  were  likely  to  derive 
from  the  Act  passed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  below  him.  There  had  been 
from  time  to  time  criticisms  of  the  work- 
ing of  that  Act ;  but  he  believed  that 
there  was  ample  proof  already  that  in 
many  districts  excellent  organizations 
had  been  put  into  force  for  carrying 
out  the  working  of  the  measure.  With 
regard  to  the  poor  landlords,  it  would, 
no  doubt,  astonish  the  House  when  he 
said  that  in  his  own  county,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  no  less  than  60  per  cent  of 
the  larger  class  of  landlords  were  no 
longer  able  to  live  in  their  own  homes. 
They  were  obliged  to  desert  them  or  let 
them,  and  if  the  times  did  not  im- 
prove, in  another  two  years  75  per 
cent  of  the  landlords  of  Norfolk  and 
SufiPolk  would  have  shut  up  their  houses 
on  account  of  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion. He  was  glad  that  hon.  Members 
had  spoken  out  on  this  question  of  Pro- 
tection, and  he  thought  it  was  a  most 
unfortunate  thing  that,  either  during  the 
Itecess  or  in  the  House,  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  in  any  way  have  misled  the 
tenant  farmers  in  England,  by  holding 
out  to  them  the  hope  that  there  would 
be  Protection  in  any  sense  of  the  term. 
He  believed  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Central  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Howard  Vincent)  had  done  more  to  bury 
Protection  than  any  other  man  in  Eng- 
land, and  which  he  was  sure  the  farmers 
were  convinced  they  would  never  get. 
He  hoped  the  Agricultural  Department 
would  not  be  a  sham  Department ;  and 
he  laid  a  great  deal  of  stress  on  the 
fact  that,  as  he  believed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goflchen)  would  do  all  in 
his  power,  by  giving  a  good  Vote,  to 
make  it  an  enlarged,  efiPective,  and 
thoroughly  useful  Department,  and  one 
worthy  of  this  country.  He  did  not 
believe  that  without  such  aid  as  was 
given  in  America  and  other  countries  it 
would  ever  be  efiPective.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  present  system  of  arriving  at 
com  averages.  The  present  system  was 
most  unsatisfactory.    The  averages  were 

Sir  Edward  Birkheck 


taken  when  the  corn  had  been  sold 
and  re-sold ;  expenses  and  profits  were 
added,  and  the  prices  g^ven  did  not 
represent  those  at  which  the  farmers 
sold,  or  the  actual  prices  in  the  Com 
Market,  and  it  must  always  be  remem- 
bered that  in  some  seasons  half  the  crop 
is  consumed  for  feeding  purposes.  He 
was  confident  that  the  farmers  in  barley- 
growing  countries  were  now  realizing 
the  fact  that  the  transfer,  not  the  repeal, 
of  the  Malt  Tax  to  a  Beer  Duty  in  1890 
was  proved  to  be  a  failure.  It  enabled 
brewers  to  make  beer  from  materials 
which  the  British  public  would  far 
rather  they  did  not  use.  The  oountiy 
had  been  led  to  believe  that  a  repeal  <h 
the  Malt  Tax  had  taken  place.  It  was 
nothing  of  the  sort ;  but,  as  he  had  said, 
only  a  transfer.  Whatever  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  going  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  agricultural  interest, 
he  trusted  they  would  do  it  quickly  and 
efiPectively,  and  before  it  was  too  late  for 
the  long-suffering  tenant  farmer. 

Mb.  more  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) 
said,  the  farmers  in  his  part  of  the 
country  were  suffering  from  the  depres- 
sion ;  but  they  were  tired  of  giving  ex- 
pression to  their  feelings,  and  were 
anxiously  looking  to  that  House  to  sug- 
gest a  remedy.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  said  that  in  the  impro- 
bable contingency  of  the  Government— 
which  he  called  patriotic-^changingtheir 
places,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  would  again  become  a 
Protectionist.  This  insinuation  must  pro* 
ceed  from  the  assumption  that'an  alliance 
had  sprung  up  between  Unionists  and 
Parnellites,  as  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  declared  that  if  an  Irish 
Parliament  were  established  its  first 
act  would  be  to  set  up  Protec- 
tion. He  did  not  think  that  suffi- 
cient importance  was  given  in  that 
House  to  the  feeling,  general  throughout 
the  country,  that  there  was  something 
more  to  be  said  for  the  idea  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Howard  Vincent),  who  had^  as  he  said, 
taken  Protection  at  his  word^aiud  givea 
Notice  of  a  Bill  on  the  8ubjeet«-«j^J 
thought  it  would  eive  great  satisf  acUoiP 
to  the  farmers  of  tne  country  if  a  debate 
on  the  question  were  to  take  place  ia 
that  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E.  £llia)  had 
spoken  of  Montgomeryshire,  and  aaid 
that  thQ  farmers  there  had  auggoated 
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that  tbeir  rents  were  not  sufficiently  re- 
duced, and  thought  there  ought  to  be  an 
independent  authority  set  up  there  as 
between  landlords  and  tenants.  He 
(Mr.  More)  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  opinion  of  those  gentlemen  who 
went  down  to  help  the  re-adjustment  of 
the  relations  between  the  two  classes 
was,  that  this  would  not  in  any  way  inter- 
fere with  freedom  of  contract  or  diminish 
the  interest  of  the  landlords  in  their 
estates.  He  wished  to  state  that  the  ad- 
joining Shropshire  farmers  had  no  wish 
for  any  outside  interference  between  them 
and  their  landlords.  He  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  for  the 
kind  mention  which  he  made  of  the  Oom- 
mission  of  which  he  (Mr.  More)  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  Member.  He  approTcd 
the  decision  to  give  a  higher  agricultural 
education ;  and  in  nothing  was  this  so 
needed  as  in  the  manufacture  of  butter 
and  cheese;  and  he  thought  that  in  this 
one  possible  relief  for  agricultural  depres- 
sion might  be  gained,  for,  as  was  well 
known,  more  butter  was  imported  than 
was  manufactured  in  the  country.  The 
programme  of  the  Government  was,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  the  Mid  Lothian 
Manifesto  of  1885,  which  they  were  all 
returned  to  support  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House  in  that  Election.  Turn- 
ing to  another  subject  relating  to  the 
introduction  of  two  Bills  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given  to  deal  with  the  Law  of 
Sunday  Olosing  in  Ireland,  he  said  that 
no  one  could  be  in  Ireland  without  being 
struck  with  the  great  necessity  of  amend- 
ing  the  present  law ;  and  he  pointed  out 
that,  while  the  Berenue  from  the  Excise 
had  in  England  fallen  off,  there  had 
been  in  Ireland  during  the  recent  agi- 
tation a  considerable  rising  in  that 
branch 

Mb.  SPEAEEB:  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  not  competent  for  him 
now  to  discuss  the  question  of  Sunday 
Closing  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  MORE:  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  tithes,  he  was  sorry  to 
infer  that  the  Bill  to  deal  with  that 
was  to  be  introduced  in  ''another 
place,"  because  when  that  was  done 
last  year  it  was  not  in  unison  with  the 
feeling  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  was  afraid  the  GoTcmment  would 
have  a  great  deal  of  trouble  with  the 


subject  during  the  present  year;  and, 
having  spent  part  of  the  autumn  in 
Wales,  and  carefully  examined  on  the 
spot  into  the  disturbances  which  had 
taken  place,  he  could  state  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  wisest  and  most  expe- 
rienced clergymen  and  churchmen  in 
England  and  Wales,  it  would  be  more 
judicious  if  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners were  to  give  the  10  per  cent 
which  the  farmers  asked  for  now  than 
to  introduce  a  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  stated  the  other 
night  that  the  introduction  of  a  Tithes 
Bill  would  raise  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  tithes  belonged  to  the 
Church  or  the  Nation,  and  he  could  not 
think  it  desirable  that  such  a  question 
should  be  raised.  He  had  moved  for  a 
Betum  last  Session  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  tithe  was  taken  in  Scotland, 
and  he  believed  that  if  the  same  method 
were  adopted  here  it  would  give  satis- 
faction. In  Scotland  they  appointed  a 
Committee  to  assess  the  value  of  all 
sorts  of  com  in  a  county,  which  was 
done  for  the  county  for  one  year,  and 
Uiat  year  only.  It  was  clear,  however, 
that  the  farmers  considered  that  they 
had  a  grievance  with  regard  to  the  tithe, 
and,  as  he  had  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  settle  the  question  in  that 
House  rather  than  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Sib  WALTEB  ,  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  it  was  admitted  on 
all  sides  that  agriculture  was  in  a  most 
deplorable  state ;  and  as  in  the  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  it  was  inti- 
mated that  agriculture  was  to  have 
some  redress,  he  trusted  that  they  might 
feel  certain  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  determined  to  do  all  that 
was  right,  fair,  and  just  with  regard  to 
this  question,  and  that  the  long-deferred 
hope  which  made  the  heart  sick  would 
not  be  disappointed.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  this  had  been  a  most  peculiar 
year,  and  that  they  had  opportunities  of 
cleaning  the  land  which  they  had  not 
had  for  some  time  past.  That,  notwith- 
standing the  failure  of  certain  crops, 
was  a  great  advantage ;  but  there  was 
no  man  acquainted  with  agriculture  who 
could  not  see  that  there  was  a  great  dete- 
rioration of  the  land  in  respect  of  cultiva- 
tion, and  which  would  not  admit  of  the 
same  crops  being  grown  now  as  hereto- 
fore.   Again,   it  would  be  found  that 
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farms  were  not  ttooked  astheyuBedto  be; 
many  farms  were  stocked  by  jobbers  and 
dealers.  Farmers  were  taking  in  sheep, 
wbicb  showed  that  they  had  not  the 
money  neoessary  to  purchase  them.  They 
were  delighted  to  hear  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners),  be- 
eanse  he  had  clearly  stated  certain 
things  which  the  GbTemment  intended 
to  do ;  and  if.  he  could  draw  one  or  two 
other  promises  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  he  should  be  still  more 
pleased.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  a 
re-adjustment  of  Imperial  and  local 
taxation  was  to  take  place.  That  was 
a'  very  important  admission  to  make, 
and  he  himself  had  urged  for  many 
years  that  everything  which  tended  in 
the  direction  of  Imperial  wants  and 
needs  that  was  now  'provided  by  local 
taxation  ought  to  be  paid  for  out  of 
Imperial  resources.  Again,  real  pro- 
perty now  paid  the  whole  of  this  taxa- 
tion, and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
that  personal  property  was  to  come  in  for 
its  full  share  of  the  burden.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  hoped  that  the  Go- 
Tomment  intended  to  introduce  at  once  a 
more  equitable  system  in  that  respect. 
They  were  now  going  to  hare  another 
Local  GoTemment  Bill.  What  might 
happen  to  that  Bill  he  oould  not  say ;  but 
he  trusted  that  whatever  mieht  be  the 
principle  of  election  on  which  members 
were  to  serve  on  the  Local  Government 
Boards,  there  would  be  in  the  Bill  some 
eeourity  that  the  resources  of  the  rate- 
payers would  not  be  wasted,  and  that 
they  might  find  they  had  some  power  to 
prevent  the  gross  and  extraordinary  ex- 
travagance which  took  place  in  the  case 
of  some  school  boards.  Even  on 
the  supposition  that  the  Bill  did  not 
pass,  he  hoped  they  would  not  be  told 
that  these  things  were  only  to  be  done 
provided  that  the  Bill  did  pass.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  had 
touched  upon  some  points,  but  there 
were  others  about  which  he  had  said 
nothing.  There  was  the  question  of 
indoor  relief,  referred  to  by  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond's  Oommission.  He  (Sir  Wal- 
ter B.  Barttelot)  cited  that  to  his  right 
hon.  Friends  on  the  Front  Bench  as  one 
which  touched  them  most  keenly,  and 
because  there  were  grounds  on  which 
the  recommendation  of  that  Oommission 
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should  be  acoepted.  Again,  there  was 
the  important  question  as  to  the  basis 
on  which  the  rates  were  in  future  to  be 
raised,  and  he  laid  it  down  as  the  start- 
ing point  that  they  most  have  a  new 
valuation  throughout  the  country,  be- 
cause at  present  one  Union  was  not  rated 
like  another,  and,  oonsequentlyy  one 
Union  was  more  heavily  rated  than 
another.  They  wanted  a  new  assess- 
ment throughout  the  country,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  agree 
that  all  rates  should  be  raised  on  the 
same  principle,  whether  the  county  rate, 
the  ordinary  poor  rate,  or  those  rates 
which  wore  raised  for  the  purposes  of 
Imperial  taxation.  They  felt  that  they 
ought  to  know  at  the  commencement  of 
the  year  the  amount  of  rating  which 
they  would  have  to  bear.  They  had 
been  suffering  grievously,  and  in  no  re- 
spect more  than  in  that  of  local  traffic, 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Wells  Division  of  Somerset  (Sir 
Eichard  Paget)  had  referred  to.  The 
railway  rates  were  so  heavy  that  the 
farmers  were  handicapped.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  foreign  produce  question, 
but  he  was  obliged  to  say  that  the  pre- 
sent system  offered  a  bonus  to  foreigners 
to  compete  with  us.  They  were  certainly 
unfairly  treated  as  long  as  they  were 
unable  to  send  their  goods  into  the  mar- 
ket at  the  same  cost  as  that  which  was 
borne  by  foreigners,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Bill  to  be  introduced  would  meet 
this  difficulty  in  a  fair  and  reasonable 
manner.  They  all  admitted  that  rail- 
ways had  been  a  great  advantage  to  the 
country ;  but  he  repeated  that  they  con- 
sidered it  most  unfair  that  the  Oom- 
panies  should  charge  far  less  to  their 
foreign  competitors  than  they  were  called 
upon  to  pay.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Free  Trade  and  Protection,  he 
thought  it  would  be  most  unwise  and 
impolitic  to  raise  a  question  of  that  sort 
at  tho  present  time,  which  was  one  of 

Seculiar  difficulty,  and  to  give  hon. 
I^entlemen  opposite  an  opportunity  of 
saying — '*  This  is  a'  Tory  crv  ;  we 
have  nothing  to  do  with  it*'  The 
question  of  Protection  was  one  which 
had  been  considered  by  a  larg^  number 
of  persons;  it  was  idle  to  deny  that 
there  were  many  who  thought  it  would 
be  a  panacea  for  all  their  ills,  audit 
would  be  foolishi  from  the  Government 
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point  of  view,  to  ignore  the  fact.  It 
oonld  not  be  denied  that  there  was  a 
lai^e  clasa  of  men  in  the  country  who 
had  suflEered  most  seyerely,  ana  who 
still  beHeTed  that  Protection  would  be 
their  saving,  and  the  only  thing  that 
would  saTe  them  at  the  present  time. 
The  working  classes  also  were  beginning 
to  ask  how  it  was  that  their  wages  were 
reduced,  and  that,  instead  of  14«.,  154., 
and  1 6«.,  they  were  now  gettingonly  10«., 
1 !«.,  and  12«.  a- week.  The  House  might 
depend  upon  it  that  if  the  movement  came 
strongly  from  below,  and  grew  strong, 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  would 
change  their  views  upon  this  question 
as  quickly  as  they  had  done  on  a  cele- 
brated occasion  which  ocoarred  a  short 
time  ago ;  they  would  say  that  the 
question  was  pressing  on  them  more 
than  any  other,  and  that  it  was 
one  which  deserved  earnest  and  seri- 
ous consideration*  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  and  be  forthwith 
dealt  with.  The  question  would  never 
be  thoroughly  taken  up  until  it  was 
taken  up  from  below ;  and  if  the  work- 
ing classes  realized  the  important 
practical  issues  which  were  involved  in 
our  fiscal  policy,  they  would  make  their 
influence  felt,  and  the  policy  which  they 
desired,  whether  it  was  or  was  Dot  Pro- 
tection, would  be  carried  out  whatever 
Ministry  happened  to  be  in  power.  He 
thought  he  remembered  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer saying  some  time  ago  that  the  area 
of  taxation  was  too  limited,  and  he  would 
ask  him  to  consider  that  question  most 
seriously.  He  laid  down  no  proposition, 
nor  did  he  state  what  ought  to  be  done  ; 
but  he  said  it  was  wise  to  be  prepared 
in  time  and  consider  what  in  the  circum- 
stances might  be  done  to  relieve  or  con- 
tent a  large  number  of  working  men  in 
the  country.  It  need  not  be  Protection, 
but  something  which  would  do  something 
to  help  them  in  their  difficult  position 
He  thanked  the  Government  for  what 
they  had  promised  to  do.  The  pledge 
they  had  given  must  be  performed.  He 
ventured  to  hope  that,  whatever  might 
happen,  those  measures  which  they 
thought  they  could  fairly  and  honestly 
give  to  the  agricultural  interest  would 
be  carried  out.  Having  said  this,  he 
should  leave  it  to  the  Government  to 
carry  out  their  pledges,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  for  the  bene6t  of  the 
country. 
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INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)-RUMOURBD 
DEFICIT.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  S.  smith  (FHntshire):  Sir,  I 
rise  to  move  the  Amendment  to  the  Ad-' 
dress  which  stands  in  my  name,  and  I 
trust  the  House  will  not  consider  that  I 
unduly  trespass  upon  its  time  in  taking 
this  opportunity  oz  calling  its  attention 
to  the  ooncerns  of  our  vast  Indian  Em- 
pire— 

''  Bat  this  House  humbly  expresses  to  Her 
Majesty  its  re^et  that  another  deficit  is 
threatened  in  the  Indian  Budget,  and  that  it 
has  been  deemed  necessary  to  raise  the  Salt 
Tax  in  order  to  meet  the  same :  That  it  views 
with  anxiety  those  recurring  deficits  in  the 
Indian  Revenue  Accounts,  and  urges  greater 
economy  in  the  Administration  :  That  it  calls 
upon  the  Govemmeot  of  India  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  Kative  population,  both  in  respect 
of  finance  and  administration,  so  far  as  it  can 
do  so  consistently  with  prudence  and  sound 
policy,  and  that  it  urges  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  redeem  the  promise  made  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  two  years  ago,  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  made  into  the  Government  of  India  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission  for  that 
purpose." 

It  is  several  years  since  Indian  affairs 
have  been  seriously  discussed  in  this 
House.  The  Indian  Budgets  are  in- 
variably kept  to  the  dose  of  the  Session, 
and  are  feebly  discussed  by  a  handful 
of  jaded  Members.  It  was  the  8th  of 
September  last  year  when  Parliament 
was  invited  to  consider  the  affairs  of 
200,000,000  of  the  subjects  of  the  Queen, 
the  attendance  aversging  10  to  16 
Members.  The  condition  of  affairs  in 
India  demands  more  vigorous  criticism ; 
the  finances  are  steadily  drifting  into 
confusion ;  there  is  much  Native  discon- 
tent ;  reforms  are  urgently  needed  that 
will  never  be  granted,  unless  this  House 
intervenes;  and  I  trust  I  shall  be 
pardoned  if  I  set  before  this  House,  to 
the  best  of  my  power,  some  of  the 
grievances  of  the  patient  and  long 
suffering  population  of  India.  My 
Amendment  calls  attention,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  recurring  deficits  in 
the  Indian  Budgets.  Let  me  state  what 
these  are.  I  find,  from  the  Statistical 
Abstract  of  India,  that  in  the  10  yeari 
ending  March,  1886,  the  aggregate 
deficits  amount  to  about  16,000,000  of 
tens  of  rupees,  or  conventional  sterling, 
as  it  is  called  in  the  Indian  Accounts, 
while  the  surpluses  are  a  little  over 
8,000,000,  showing  a  total  deficit  of 
about  6,600,000.     Last  year  another 
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deficit  would  have  been  shown  had  not 
the  Famine  Incurance  Fund  been  inter- 
cepted, and  this  year  a  Btill  larger  deficit 
unless  the  Famine  Fund  had  again  been 
taken  and  the  Salt  Duty  also  raised  ;  in 
fact,  the  aggregate  real  deficit  in  the 
last  12  years  amounts  to  about  9,000,000, 
for  I  regard  the  Famine  Insurance  Fund 
as  a  sacred  trust,  which  should  never 
be  devoted  to  other  purposes.  But 
what  adds  to  the  gravity  of  the  matter 
is  this.  We  have  had  a  succession  of 
bountiful  seasons  in  India;  we  have 
had  no  famine  of  note  since  1879,  and 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  things  we  must 
be  approaching  what  is  known  as  a 
famine  cycle  in  India ;  these  cycles  recur 
about  every  10  or  12  years;  the  last 
one  commenced  in  1866  and  lasted  tUl 
1879 — ^it  embraced  five  great  famines— 
it  cost  the  lives  of  7,000,000  or  8,000,000 
of  people,  and,  I  believe,  cost  the  Go- 
vernment £15,000,000  to  £20,000,000 
sterling  for  relief ;  and  we  may  depend 
upon  it  that  if  another  succession  of 
famine  years  occurs,  the  Government  of 
India  will  not  be  allowed  to  let  the 
people  die  in  millions,  as  happened  in 
those  years.  A  vigilant  opinion  on  this 
aide  will  insist  that,  at  all  costs,  the 
people  shall  be  fed,  and  true  wisdom 
would  point  to  the  need  of  accumulating 
a  reserve  fund  in  times  of  plenty  to 
meet  the  inevitable  demands  that  will 
come  upon  us  some  day.  Now  I  will 
ask,  what  are  the  causes  of  this  lament- 
able state  of  things  ?  I  reply,  the  heavy 
expenses  in  Upper  Burmah  and  on  the 
North-West  Frontier,  and  the  great  loss 
by  exchange.  The  total  expenses  of 
t&e  Army  has  grown,  in  the  10  years 
ended  1886,  from  16,500,000  of  tens  of 
rupees  to  fully  20,000,000,  from  which 
it  has  come  down  to  about  19,000,000 
the  last  two  years.  The  extra  expenses 
may  be  divided  Tougbly  between  the 
North- West  Frontier  and  Upper  Bur- 
mah ;  but  there  are  also  heavy  civil 
charges  in  Upper  Burmah ;  and,  as  far 
as  I  can  make  out,  from  the  very  com- 
plicated accounts  that  are  presented  to 
us,  the  cost  of  that  annexation  has  been 
about  £2,000,000  per  annum  the  last 
two  years,  in  place  of  the  estimate  of 
£300,000,  which  was  given  to  us  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
when  he  lightly  embarked  in  that 
aggressive  policy.  This  policy  has  cost 
India  dear ;  and  I  can  only  repeat  the 
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view  I  have  formerly  stated  to  this 
House,  that  it  was  most  unjust  to 
saddle  the  cost  of  this  war  upon  a  poor 
country  like  India,  whose  people  were 
strongly  opposed  to  it,  and  gained 
no  advantage  from  it.  I  will  not, 
however,  attempt  to  .re-open  a  ques- 
tion which  the  House  has  decided. 
I  pass  now  to  the  other  source  of  em- 
barassment  in  the  finances  of  India, 
the  loss  on  exchange.  It  amounts 
this  year  to  the  alarming  figure  of 
£5,500,000.  We  all  know  the  cause  of 
this,  and  I  will  not  waste  the  time  of 
the  House  in  discussing  it.  There  is 
no  remedy  that  I  know  of  except  the 
re*  establishment  of  the  old  bi-metallic 
system  of  Europe,  which  for  70  years 
gave  a  virtually  fixed  exchange  of  1«.  11^. 
per  rupee.  I  am  aware  there  are  some 
deductions  and  set-offs  from  this  enor- 
mous loss ;  but  I  think  few  experts  in 
Indian  affairs  will  put  the  net  loss  to 
the  Government  of  India  from  exchange 
at  less  than  3,000,000  to  4,000,000  of 
tens  of  rupees.  I  now  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  means  by  which  the  In- 
dian Government  is  seeking  to  restore 
equilibrium  to  the  finances.  It  is  by 
cancelling  the  Famine  Belief  Fund  of 
£1,500,000  a<year,  and  adding  25  per 
cent  to  the  Salt  Duty,  which  is  expected 
to  bring  in  fully  £1,500,000  a-year.  I 
think  both  these  methods  are  disastrous. 
I  have  already  pointed  out  what  a  strain 
may  come  upon  the  Famine  Fund  any 
day,  and  with  regard  to  the  Salt  Tax 
I  assort  that  salt  is  about  the  last 
thing  a  benevolent  Government  should 
tax.  It  is  an  absolute  necessary  of  life 
to  an  extremely  poor  population,  and  is 
just  as  odious  as  a  tax  on  bread  woold 
be  to  the  people  in  this  country.  Nearly 
all  the  taxation  of  India  is  already 
borne  by  the  poor,  and  this  will  add 
greatly  to  their  heavy  burdens.  The 
Salt  Tax  at  2^  rupees  per  maund,  to 
which  it  is  now  raised,  amounts  to 
1 6  times  the  prime  cost  of  the  Native 
product.  Think  of  a  tax  of  1,600  per 
cent  on  a  necessary  of  life.  I  am  told 
that  such  is  the  dearth  of  prime  salt  in 
some  parts  of  India,  and  such  is  the 
poverty  of  the  people,  that  they  have 
been  known  to  mix  earth  containing 
saline  particles  with  their  food.  Let 
me  quote  the  opinion  of  Lord  Lawrence 
on  this  subject — 

'*  When  I  was  a  magistrate  many  men  ac- 
ciued  of  smuggling  salt  were  brought  before 
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me ;  and  I  had  to  try  them  and  punish  them 
under  the  OaetomB  Ijaw.  I  thought  it  was  very 
hard  and  very  severe  system.  Here  are  the 
people  in  India  paying  an  excessive  price  for 
salt.  I  think  it  is  an  enormous  rate,  and  not 
only  does  it  limit  the  consumption  as  regards 
human  beings,  but,  I  think,  it  limits  the  con- 
Bumption  very  much  as  regards  cattle,  and  I 
believe  myself  that  a  great  deal  of  the  loss  of 
cattle  from  murrain  in  India  has  arisen  from 
want  of  salt." 

I  beliere  the  Salt  Tax  is  more  oppres- 
sive in  India  than  a  corresponding^ 
duty  on  tea,  sugar,  or  milk  would  be  in 
this  country.  Consider  what  would  be 
the  feeling  in  this  country  if  a  duty  of 
10«.  per  lb.  was  levied  on  tea,  d«.  per 
lb.  on  sugar,  or  4«.  a  quart  on  milk ; 
yet  we  are  doing  the  same  thing  in 
India  with  a  stroke  of  the  pen.  We 
are  doing  it  to  a  people  who  have  no 
representation,  who  are  dumb  and  help- 
less, and  whose  silent  sufferings  are  un- 
known to  the  nation  that  governs  them. 
I  protest  against  this  monstrous  and 
cruel  tax  in  the  name  of  humanity,  and 
in  the  name  of  Ohristianihr,  whose  voice 
vee  are  disregarding.  I  will  boldly 
affirm  that  if  India  had  popular  repre- 
sentation its  taxation  would  be  arranged 
in  a  very  different  way.  The  200,000,000 
of  British  subjects  in  India  would,  with 
one  voice,  re-impose  the  cotton  duties, 
which  in  no  way  press  on  the  people, 
and  are  hardly  perceptible.  India  im- 
ports over  £40,000,000  worth  of  manu- 
factured goods  and  metals,  a  duty 
of  10  per  cent  on  this  would  produce 
£4,000,000,  and  would  at  once  place  the 
Indian  Exchequer  in  affluence.  A  duty 
of  5  per  cent  would  produce  £2,000,000, 
and  meet  the  existing  deficit.  I  know 
how  unpalatable  this  suggestion  will  be 
to  my  Manchester  friends ;  but  justice 
compels  me  to  say  that,  though  inte- 
rested in  the  trade  myself,  I  will  contend 
that  our  duty  is  to  consider  solely  what 
is  good  for  India.  Of  course,  Indian 
machine  manufactures  would  have  to  be 
taxed /ira  ratd^  to  avoid  all  appearance 
of  Protection.  I  fear,  however,  no 
English  Qovemment  will  have  courage 
enough  to  do  what  is  right  in  this 
matter,  unless  we  decide  on  giving  to  the 
Native  population  of  India  an  efficient 
Toice  in  the  Government  of  their  own 
country.  This  leads  me  to  what  I  re- 
gard as  the  pith  of  my  Amendment,  and 
far  the  most  important  point  of  it — 
namely — 
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''  That  'this  House  calls  upon  the  GK)yem- 
ment  of  India  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Native 
population,  hoth  in  respect  of  finance  and 
administration,  so  far  as  it  can  do  so  consist* 
ently  with  prudence  and  sound  policy,  and  that 
it  urges  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  redeem 
the  promise  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  two 
years  ago,  that  an  inquiry  should  he  made  into 
the  Government  of  India,  hy  the  appointment 
of  a  Royal  Commission  for  that  purpose." 

I  cannot  deny  that  an  implication  lurks 
in  these  words  that  the  existing  policy 
of  the  Government  is  not  giving  satis- 
faction to  the  Natives  of  India.  This 
House  will  permit  me  to  say  that  a 
recent  visit  to  India,  and  conference  with 
many  of  the  ablest  representatives  of  the 
Native  population,  opened  my  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  much  more  discon- 
tent in  India  than  I  was  aware  of,  and 
than  this  country  is  aware  of,  and 
that  unfortunately  there  exist  only  too 
good  grounds  for  this  discontent.  It  is 
far  better  for  us  not  to  live  in  a  fool's 
paradise,  and  I  am  sure  that  this  House 
is  only  too  anxious  to  know  the  real  state 
of  affairs,  and  will  welcome  any  light 
that  can  be  thrown  upon  it.  The  uni- 
versal complaint  of  the  Natives  of  India 
is  that  the  country  is  too  expensively 
governed,  considering  the  extreme 
poverty  of  the  people  and  the  paucity  of 
its  resources.  The  real  erux  of  the 
situation  is  the  poverty  of  India,  and, 
till  we  realize  that,  all  our  views,  both 
of  administration  and  policy,  are  certain 
to  be  wrong.  The  fact  is  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Indian  population  can 
scarcely  do  more  than  support  life  in 
ordinary  seasons.  When  a  year  of 
scarcity  comes  their  sufferings  are  ex- 
treme ;  when  a  famine  comes  they  die 
by  millions,  unless  supported  by  the  CK>- 
vemment.  I  could  not  satisfy  my  mind 
that  there  has  been  any  great  increase  of 
well-being  in  India  as  compared  with 
the  early  part  of  this  century.  Certain 
it  is  that  there  are  large  districts  of 
India,  such  as  Bengal,  Oude,  the  Dec- 
can,  parts  of  Madras,  &c.,  where  human 
life  is  supported  on  the  barest  mini- 
mum. All  our  wisest  Indian  Adminis- 
trators have  recognized  this.  Permit 
me  to  quote  from  Lord  Mayo  and  from 
Lord  Lawrence.    Lord  Mayo  said— 

*'I  admit  the  comparative  poverty  of  this 
country,  as  compared  with  many  other  coun- 
tries of  the  same  magnitude  and  importance, 
and  I  am  convinced  of  the  impolicy  and  injus- 
tice of  imposing  hurdens  upon  this  people 
which  may  oe  csdied  either  crushing  or  oppres* 
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Bive.  Mr.  Grant  Duff,  in  an  able  speech  which 
ho  delivered  the  other  day  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  report  of  which  reached  by  the 
last  mail,  stated  with  truth  that  the  position  of 
our  finance  was  wholly  different  from  that  of 
England.  '  In  England,'  he  stated,  <  you  have 
comparatively  a  w^thy  population.  The  in- 
come of  the  United  Kingdom  has,  I  believe, 
been  guessed  at  £800,000,000  per  annum ;  the 
income  of  British  India  has  been  guessed  at 
£300,000,000  per  annum ;  that  goes  well  on  to 
£30  per  annum  as  the  income  of  every  person  in 
the  united  Kingdom,  and  only  £2  per  annum  as 
the  income  of  every  person  in  British  India.' 
I  believe  that  Mr.  Grant  Duff  had  good  grounds 
for  the  statement  he  made,  and  I  wish  to  say, 
with  reference  to  it,  that  we  are  perfectly  cog- 
nizant of  the  relative  poverty  of  this  country  as 
compared  with  European  States.*' 

Lord  Lawrence,  before  the  Finance 
Committee,  said — 

"The  mass  of  the  people  in  India  are  so 
miserably  poor  that  they  have  hardly  the 
means  of  subsistence.  It  is  as  much  as  a  man 
can  do  to  feed  his  family,  or  half  feed  Uiom,  let 
alone  spending  money  on  what  you  would  call 
luxuries  or  conveniences." 

Several  years  have  elapsed  since  these 
statements  were  made;  exhaustive  in- 
quiries have  subsequently  been  made 
into  the  relative  resources  of  both  Eng- 
land and  India.  It  is  generally  ad- 
mitted that  the  aggregate  income  of  the 
United  Kingdom  is  now  £1,200,000,000 
to  £1,250,000,000,  or  £35  per  head  ;  but 
the  best  authorities  on  India  state  that 
its  income  cannot  be  put  at  more 
than  £2  per  head,  or  £400,000,000 
sterling  for  the  200,000,000  people 
that  inhabit  British  territory.  &ir 
Evelyn  Baring,  one  of  the  best  Finance 
Ministers,  estimated  the  income  at 
Bs.  27  per  head ;  but  Mr.  Dadhabhai 
Naoroji,  one  of  the  best  Native  statists  of 
India,  and  a  man  universally  respected, 
puts  the  income  at  only  Es.  20  per  head. 
Compare  that  with  even  the  poverty  of 
Ireland,  where  the  income,  according  to 
Mulhall,  is  £16  per  head,  or  with  Bussia, 
where  it  is  £9  10«.  per  head.  The  In- 
come Tax  Eetums  of  India  fully  con- 
firm all  this,  as  I  have  already  stated  in 
this  House.  They  show  that  a  given 
area  of  population  in  India  only  pro- 
duces one-sixtieth  part  as  much  as  in 
England,  and  that  only  one  inhabitant 
in  700  reaches  an  income  of  £50  per 
annum.  I  apologize  for  wearying  the 
House  with  these  statistics,  which  I  have 
already  given  ;  but  they  are  essential  if 
any  just  conception  is  to  be  formed  of 
the  financial  policy  we  should  pursue  in 
India.    Now  I  must  protest  against  the 
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highly  misleading  statements  of  taxa- 
tion circulated  by  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  in  his  Explanatory 
Memorandum  along  with  the  last  Budget 
A  table  was  appended  to  it,  page  19,  to 
show  theburden  of  taxation  on  the  people 
of  British  India.  In  it  the  total  Budget 
EstimateofRevenue,aboat£77,500,000, 
was  pared  down  to  £20,500,000  as  far 
as  taxation  was  concerned,  and  when 
divided  per  head  over  the  popula- 
tion of  British  India  was  set  forth  aa 
Bs.  0  :  15  :  2,  or  something  less  than 
one  rupee ;  then  a  note  was  appended 
stating  that  if  the  land  revenue  was  in- 
cluded the  amount  was  Bs.  2:0:3.  I 
should  like  to  know  why  the  land 
revenue  was  excluded ;  it  is  the  sheet 
anchor  of  Indian  finance ;  it  yields  in 
gross  £22,500,000 ;  it  is  in  many  parts 
of  the  country  an  oppresive  tax.  I  was 
repeatedly  assured  by  the  Natives  that 
in  times  of  scarcity  it  was  an  intolerable 
burden,  and  in  order  to  raise  it  that 
they  got  hopelessly  in  debt  to  the  money* 
lenders.    Sir  James  Gaird  says — 

''  The  right  of  the  cultivator  to  mortgage  the 
public  land  has  made  him  the  slave  of  the  money* 
lender.  Government  rent  must  be  pud  on  tho 
day  it  becomes  due.  It  is  rigorously  exacted  by 
the  officials,  and  as  the  money-lender  is  the 
only  capitalist  within  reach  the  cultivator  gives 
a  charge  on  the  lands  and  hands  over  aU  hia 
crop  as  a  security  for  cash  advances.*' 

The  only  pretext  for  not  counting  it  as 
revenue  is  that  in  most  of  India  there 
is  no  intermediary  between  the  tiller  of 
the  soil  and  the  Government,  and  it  is 
assumed  that  what  the  cultivators  pay 
the  Government  is  equivalent  to  rent 
paid  the  landlord  here.    The  fact  is  the 
ryots  have  no  surplus  to  pay  a   land- 
lord, for  they  can  barely  exist  them- 
selves.    Sir  William  Hunter,  the  well- 
known  Government    statist,   calculates 
that  40,000,000  of  the  people  go  through 
life  on  insufficient  food.     I  was  myself 
repeatedly  informed  that  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  people  only  eat  one  meal 
a  day ;  their  condition  is    lower  than 
that  of  the  Connemara  peasantry,  and 
it  is  ridiculous  to  exclude  from  considera- 
tion   the  heaviest  tax  they  pay.      A 
large  part  of  the  Opium  Bevenue  is 
also   paid    by   the    people    of   India; 
for,  were    it  not    for  the  profit  made 
by    the    Government,    the    cultivator 
would  get  a  far  higher  price.     I  esti* 
mate    the  true  incidence    of  taxation 
in    India    as    follows  (from    "Statis* 
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tical   Abstract,"  p.   70) : — Gross  land 
tax,  £22,500,000 ;  one-half  the  opium 
duty  (not  counting  what  is  grown  in 
Native  States),  £4,500,000;    salt  tax, 
£6,250,000;   stamps,  £3,500,000;  ex- 
cise, £4,000,000;  provincial  rates,  cus- 
toms,   assessed    taxes,   and    sundries, 
about    £6,000,000.      Total,    in    round 
numbers,  £47,000,000.  I  have  excluded 
any  branch  of  revenue  which  cannot  be 
clearly  defined  as    taxation.     Let   us 
compare  it  with  the  taxable  Bevenue  of 
the  United  Elingdom.  It  was  calculated 
in  last  Budget  as  £76,000,000;  that  is 
almost  exactly  6  per  cent  on  the  aggre- 
gate income  of  the  nation,  if  that  is 
reckoned  at  £1,250,000,000.   If  we  take 
the  aggregate  income  of  British  India 
at  a  point  half-way  between  the  esti- 
mates of  Mr.  Dadhabhai  Naoroji  and  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring— namely,  £470,000,000, 
it  follows  that  the  taxable  revenue  is 
just  10  per  cent,  against  6  per  cent  paid 
in  the  United    Kingdom.     I    believe 
these  figures  to  be  as  reliable  as  can  be 
given,  and  they  show  clearly  that  the 
pressure  of  taxation    is  already   very 
heavy,  and  that  it  would  be  cruel  to 
add  to  it,  unless  on  the  direst  necessity. 
I   am  aware  that   many  consider    the 
great  increase  of  the  foreign  trade  of 
India  a  proof  of  the  growing  prosperity 
of  that  country.    I  believe  the  figures, 
if  analyzed,  show  just  the  reverse.   The 
average  imports  and  exports  of  India 
for   the    last   10  years,    given  in  the 
Statistical  Abstract,  excluding  Govern- 
.ment  stores  and  treasure  (p.  138,  No. 
82)    is  —  imports,   including    treasure, 
.  £58,000,000    a-year  ;    exports,   about 
JC77,000,€00,    or    an   average    surplus 
of    exports    over    imports    of    about 
JB  19,000,000  ;  but,  to  make  a  fair  com- 
.parison,  we  must   deduct  freight  and 
charges  on  the  imports,  seeing  the  ex- 
ports are  valued  without  these  charges. 
ii  we  put  these  at  only  10  percent,  then 
it  foUows  that  India  exports  on  the 
average  about  £25,000,000  more  than 
slie  receives;  in  other  words,  she  virtually 
pays  to  this  country  what  may  be  called 
a  tribute  to  that  extent.     Of  course,  I 
ctdmit  she  has  had  value  in  return  for 
xauch  of  this.     It  represents  guaranteed 
interest  on  railways,  and  remittances  on 
private  investments ;  but  it  also  repre- 
sents a  large  sum  payable  for  interest 
incurred  in  wars  of  which  the  people  of 
Xodia  disapproved,  and  a  heavy  pension 
Jiat  which  they  do  not  regard  with  ad- 


miration. In  my  opinion,  the  growing 
indebtedness  of  India  to  England  is  a 
real  source  of  danger.  If  the  time 
should  ever  come  when  India  becomes 
self-governing,  one  may  conceive  the 
temptation  that  would  arise  to  repudiate 
these  claims.  The  fact  is,  India  is, 
in  many  respects,  what  Ireland  has 
been  for  ages,  a  country  whose  wealth 
is  drained  by  absentees ;  and  the  time 
may  come,  if  we  are  not  careful,  when 
it  will  reproduce  many  of  the  political 
features  of  Ireland.  One  other  remark 
I  would  make  about  the  growth  of  the 
foreign  trade ;  it  is  largely  swollen  by 
the  destruction  of  the  hand  manufac- 
tures of  India.  Many  millions  of  small 
artificers  and  weavers  have  been  thrown 
out  of  employment  by  our  cheap-made 
manufactured  goods ;  and  these  people 
have  been  often  reduced  to  the  greatest 
penury,  as  no  employment  could  be 
obtained  in  lieu  of  the  one  they  had 
lost.  We  Lave,  in  fact,  by  our  Free 
Trade  system,  forced  nearly  the  whole 
population  on  the  soil  for  their  mainte- 
nance. That  soil  is  becoming  poorer 
and  poorer  from  over-cropping,  and  the 
vast  bulk  of  the  peasantry  are  deeply 
and  hopelessly  in  debt  to  the  money 
lenders.  I  repeat  that  the  great  expan- 
sion of  foreign  trade  is  no  gauge  of  the 
increased  prosperity  of  the  people  of 
India;  and  it  is  very  doubtful  indeed 
whether  any  substantial  improvement 
is  taking  place  in  their  condition.  Now, 
I  may  be  asked,  what  remedy  do  the 
Natives  of  India  propose  for  this  state 
of  things?  I  will  reply  by  calling 
attention  to  a  Parliamentary  Setum, 
moved  for  in  1878  by  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright),of 
the  salaries,  pensions,  &c.,  paid  to  persons 
in  the  employ  of  the  Government  of 
India.  I  find  the  salaries  of  those  re- 
sident in  India  came  to  £7,640,000 ; 
non  -  resident,  £3,473,000  ;  total, 
£1 1,013,000.  Of  this  amount,  upwards 
of  80  per  cent  was  payable  to  Euro- 
peans, while  of  salaries  of  £2,000  and 
upwards,  not  one  was  held  by  a  Native. 
I  am  aware  that  since  then  some 
changes  in  favour  of  the  Natives  have 
been  made ;  but  I  believe  the  facts  thus 
disclosed  are  not  very  materially  altered. 
Now,  the  people  of  India  think  that  the 
time  has  come  to  redeem  the  promise 
made  in  the  Queen's  Proclamation  30 
years  ago.  I  will  read  the  noble  words 
in  which  it  is  couched — 
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"  It  18  our  furthor  will  that,  as  far  as  maj 
be,  our  subjects,  of  whatever  race  or  creed,  be 
freely  and  impartially  admitted  to  offices  in  our 
service,  the  duties  of  which  they  may  be  quali- 
fied by  their  education,  ability  and  integrity, 
duly  to  discharge, 

'*  In  their  prosperity  wiU  be  our  strength,  in 
their  contentment  our  security,  and  in  their 
gratitude  our  best  reward.  And  may  the  God 
of  all  power  grant  to  us,  and  to  those  in  autho- 
rity under  us,  streng^  to  carry  out  these  our 
wishes  for  the  good  of  our  people." 

I  make  bold  to  say  this  Proclamation 
has  not  been  adequately  carried  out  yet, 
and  unreasonable  obstacles  have  been 
put  in  the  way  of  the  Natives  entering 
into  the  higher  Services.  For  instance, 
entrance  to  the  Oovenanted  Civil  Service 
was  formerly  open  to  youths  up  to  22 
years  of  age,  and  several  Natives  of 
India,  at  great  cost  to  themselves,  came 
over  to  this  country  and  successfully 
competed  with  the  flower  of  our  youth 
at  the  entrance  examination ;  but,  as  I 
think,  unjustly  and  unwisely,  the  age 
was  reduced  to  19,  and  this  has  effec- 
tually stopped  the  entrance  of  Indian 
youths  into  the  Covenanted  Civil  Ser- 
vice. India  now  produces  a  large  class 
of  well-educated  men,  and  it  is  as  im- 
politic as  it  is  unjust  to  exclude  them 
from  a  full  share  in  the  Service  of  the 
Crown.  They  contend  most  reasonably 
that  if  this  extraordinary  drain  for  sala- 
ries and  pensions  is  to  be  lessened,  it 
must  be  by  employing  cheaper  Native 
agency  whose  incomes  will  be  spent  in 
India.  But  the  fundamental  change 
which  the  Indian  people  demand  is  a 
voice  in  the  government  of  their  own 
country.  I  must  impress  on  the  House 
the  urgent  necessity  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  The  time  is  past  when  we 
can  govern  India  as  a  nation  of  children. 
We  have  given  them  education ;  we  have 
familiarized  them  with  our  own  political 
maxims;  and  we  cannot  complain  if  they 
try  to  act  up  to  the  lessons  we  have 
taught  them.  It  is  vain  to  think  that 
we  can  impart  the  great  political  litera- 
ture of  England,  with  its  lofty  traditions 
of  human  freedom,  without  begetting 
the  desire,  and  even  the  fitness,  to  re- 
ceive this  freedom  for  themselves.  The 
ills  under  which  India  suffers  can  never 
be  remedied  by  a  purely  foreign  govern- 
ment. The  real  wants  and  desires  of  its 
people  can  never  be  fully  understood  by 
strangers,  and  we  must  be  prepared 
gradually  and  prudently  to  introduce 
representative  institutions.  Of  course, 
that  can  only  be  done  very  gradually 
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and  cautiously ;  but  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  remarkable 
development  of  political  life  that  is  now 
occurring  in  India.      Three   National 
Congresses  have  been  held,  attended  by 
delegates  from  all  parts  of  India.    One 
of  them  was  held  at  Madras  last  year, 
and  another  at  Calcutta  the  year  before, 
attended  by  600  or  600  delegates  from 
all  parts  of  India.      The  proceedings 
were  conducted   in    English,   and  the 
speeches  were  as  able  as  they  were  loyal 
and  moderate  in  tone.    There  is  not  the 
slightest  wish  among  these  intelligent 
Indians  to  overthrow  British  supremacy ; 
but  there  is  a  striking  agreement  on  the 
lines  of  reform  that  are  required.   Their 
main  contention  is  that  Native  Members 
should    be    elected  to  the  Legislativa 
Councils  of  India,  in  place  of  being  nomi- 
nated as  at  present.    This  is  a  most  rea- 
sonable request,  and  I  hope  the  Ghovem- 
mentof  India  will  concede  it.  Then  they 
demand  that  the  Budget  shall  be  dis* 
cussed  and  voted  upon  annually,  which 
also  seems  a  most  reasonable  request; 
and  they  also  ask  that  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee of  Parliament  should  be  formed 
to    supervize  Indian  affairs,  to  which 
they  could  carry  their  complaints.     But 
perhaps  the   most  practical   reeolntion 
of  all  is  the  demand  for  an  inquiry  to 
be  held  into  the  Government  of  India 
on  the  lines  announced  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph   Churchill),    when  he 
held  the  Office  of  Secretary  for  India 
two  years  ago.      I  do  most   eamesUj 
urge  this  demand  on  Her  Majesty's  Oo* 
vernment.    The  Natives  of  India  have 
been  most  eagerly  expecting  this  in- 
quiry, since  it  had  a  place  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  two  years  ago.     The 
present  Government  was  then  in  power, 
and  it  placed  these  words  in  Her  Ma« 
jeety's  mouth — 

'*  The  time  which  has  elapsed  oinoe  I 
the  direct  gOTemment  of  India  renders  it 
ahle  that  the  operation  of  the  statutes  bj 
the  change  was  effected  should  be  carefully  in- 
Testigated.  I  commendithiB  important  matter 
to  your  earnest  attention." 

That  statement  was  commented  upon  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  W.  £« 
Gladstone)  as  follows : — 

'*  I  am  of  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTcm* 
ment  are  eminently  right  in  askmg  the  Hoaas 
to  appoint  the  Committee.  I  trust  that  it  wiH 
he  a  carefully  selected  Committee,  and  that  It 
will  he  efficient  in  proportion  to  the  greatness  of 
the  suhject ;  and  that  it  will  deTote  itsalf  to 
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that  robject  with  a  zeal  and  diligence  luoh  as 
we  have  known  in  former  years  and  former 
generations." 

I  now  call  upon  them  to  redeem  this 
pledge ;  it  haa  awakened  hopes  which  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  disappoint.     I 
expect  the  hearty  support  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
who  80  ably  advocated  the  inquiry  two 
years  ago.     I  yerily  believe  that  the 
safety  and  welfare  of  our  Indian  Empire 
demand  such  an  inquiry ;  grave  discon- 
tent is  arising  among  the  Indian  popu- 
lation at  the  neglect  of  their  interests ; 
this  country  and  this  House  are  too 
much  occupied  with  home  a£Pairs  to  do 
justice  to  India.     A  full,  complete,  and 
impartial  inquiry  is  necessary.    Let  me 
ada  that  no  inquiry  at  all  would   be 
better  than   one   which  was  not  both 
searching  and  impartial.     It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  my  opinion,  that  a 
Boyal  Commission  should  be  appointed, 
containing  eminent  men  outside  Parlia- 
ment and  the  official  class,  that  some 
leading  Natives  of  India  should  be  on 
the  Commission,  and  that  it  should  visit 
India  in  the  cold  season,  and  take  evi- 
dence on  the  spot.     Untold  advantage 
would   flow  from   such  a  course.     It 
would  give  a  new  lease  of  life  to  our 
Indian  Empire ;  it  would  appease  Native 
discontent,    and    nobly    vindicate    the 
Boyal  Proclamation  on  the  assumption 
of   the  Sovereignty  of   India   by  the 
Crown.     I  will  close  this  speech  in  the 
noble  words  of  Macaulay,  uttered  as 
long  ago  as  1833  in  this  House,  which 
are  as  true  to- day  as  when  they  were 
spoken,  and  which  are  far  nearer  their 
fulfilment — 

*'The  destinies  of  our  Indian  Empire  are 
covered  with  thick  darkness.  It  is  difficult  to 
form  any  conlectares  as  to  the  fate  reserved  for 
a  State  which  resemhles  no  other  in  historj, 
and  which  forms  hy  itself  a  separate  class  of 
political  phenomena  ;  the  laws  which  regulate 
its  growth  and  its  decay  are  still  unknown  to 
us.  It  may  he  that  |the  public  mind  of  India 
may  expand  under  our  system  till  it  has  out- 
grown the  system ;  that,  hy  good  government 
we  can  educate  our  subjects  into  a  capacity  for 
better  government ;  that  having  become  in- 
structea  in  European  knowledge  they  may  in 
some  future  age  demand  European  institutions. 
Whether  such  a  day  will  ever  come  I  know 
not.  But  never  will  I  attempt  to  avert  or 
to  retard  it.  Whenever  it  comes  it  will  be  the 
proudest  day  in  English  history.  To  have 
found  a  great  people  sunk  in  the  lowest  depths 
of  iriavery  and  superstition,  to  have  so  ruled 
them  as  to  make  them  desirous  and  capable  of 
all  the  privileges  of  citizens,  would  indeed  be  a 
title  to  glory  all  our  own.     The  sceptre  may 


pass  away  from  us.  Unforeseen  accidents  may 
derange  our  most  profound  schemes  of  policy. 
Victory  may  be  inconstant  to  our  arms,  fiat 
there  are  triumphs  which  are  followed  by  no 
reverses.  There  is  an  empire  exempt  from  all 
natural  causes  of  decav.  These  triumphs  are 
the  pacific  triumphs  of  reason  over  barbarism. 
That  empire  is  the  imperishable  empire  of  our 
srts  and  our  morals,  our  literature  and  onr 
laws." 

Mb.  8LA00  (Burnley),  in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  when  a  non- 
official  Member  ventured  to  address  the 
House  on  Indian  subjects  it  was  some- 
times asked — **  What  can  you,  a  non- 
official,  non-resident  in  India,  possibly 
know  of  the  complex  subjects  affecting 
that  great  and  distant  country  ? ' '     Well , 
for  his  own  part,  he  claimed  no  special 
personal  knowledge  of  Indian  affairs.  He 
claimed  only  to  know  and  to  discuss  those 
matters  which  were  presented  to  them 
by  officials  themselves,  and  to  criticize 
the  evident  results   of  their  acts  and 
policy ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  no 
apology  was  needed  on  the  part  of  any 
hoo.  Member  in  the  House  who  ventured 
to  think  that  he  might  be  permitted  to 
take  part  in  Indian  debates  by  reason 
of  the  great  responsibility  which  rested 
upon    them   in  respect  of    all  Indian 
affairs.      It  could  not  be  denied  that 
they  in  England,  whether  they  knew 
anything  of  Indian  matters  or  not,  were 
responsible  for  everything  that  was  done 
in  their  name  respectiog  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.     They  were  under  great 
responsibilities,  political,  financial,  and 
commercial.       Politically,  he    thought 
it  would  be  agreed  that  India  drew  them 
into  dose  connection — ho  might  say  into 
dangerous  connection — with  everything 
which  took  place  in  Europe,  with  every 
political  phase  of  affairs  in  the  whole  of 
Europe.       With    regard    to    finance, 
although  we  did  not  pretend  formally 
to    guarantee   the  financial    affairs  of 
India,  it  could  not    be   disputed  that 
we    were    responsible  for    them,    and 
that  the  Debt  of  India  was  as  much  an 
obligation  on  this  country — [An  hon. 
MsMBEB :   No,  no !]— yes,  as  much  an 
obligation  on  this  country  as  though 
it  were  added  to  our  own  Budget  everv 
year.     An  hon.  Member  said  *'No,'' 
but  he  should  like  to  see  an  Indian 
official  rise  to-night  and  tell  them  that 
they  were  not  so  responsible.     India  we 
had  got  and  India  we  must  hold,  and  for 
India  in  every  respect  and  degree  we 
were  responsible,  and  certainly  from  a 
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financial  point  of  view.  Commeroiallyy 
also,  it  could  not  be  disputed  that  we 
leaned  upon  the  consuming  power  of 
our  Indian  lellow-subjeots  for  a  vast 
portion  of  our  trade.  He  was  one 
of  several  Members  who  represented 
manufacturing  constituenoiea whose  very 
existence  rested  on  their  trade  with  that 
great  country,  and  which,  if  that  trade 
were  withdrawn,  would  be  at  once 
deprived  of  all  employment.  Well,  he 
thought  it  would  oe  very  pleasant 
for  him  and  for  all  of  them  to  accept 
the  smooth  and  pleasing  official  de- 
clarations which  they  were  accustomed 
to  hear  in  the  House  respecting  the 
prosperity  of  India,  the  soundness  of 
Her  finances  and  the  well-being  of 
everything  connected  with  her.  He,  for 
one,  should  be  very  glad  if  he  could  take 
that  roseate  view  of  her  affairs,  but  the 
bitter  lessons  of  experience  taught  us 
that  we  could  not  so  readily  accept  those 
assurances.  Official  blunders  of  a  grave 
nature  had  been  made  in  the  past.  It 
was  not  too  much  to  predict  that  they 
would  be  made  in  the  future,  and  it  was 
open  to  question  whether,  even  at  the 
present  moment,  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  reg^ard  to 
India  was  not  open  to  very  grave  objec- 
tion and  mistrust.  It  would  be  within 
the  memory  of  every  hon.  Gentleman 
here  to-night,  that  when  our  troops 
entered  Burmah  we  were  assured 
that  wo  were  going  to  have  a  very 
easy  walk  over — in  fact,  that  the  inhabi* 
tants  of  that  country  were  positively 
pining  for  us  to  take  possession  of  it, 
and  that  we  had  only  to  present  our- 
selves there  in  order  to  be  received  with 
open  arms  by  every  class  of  the  popu- 
lation. Well,  we  knew  what  haa  hap- 
pened. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  had  told  us  that  for  several 
years  past  this  Expedition,  whieh  was 
to  cost  us  nothing  at  all,  really  cost 
us  a  considerable  sum — £1,000,000, 
or  —  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  Samuel  Smith) 
Baid~£2,000,000  annually.  It  occu- 
pied some  20,000  of  our  troops,  and,  he 
believed,  a  very  large  number  of  police 
as  well.  But  it  was  in  regard  to  the 
Indian  Budget  that  he  thought  the  mis- 
takes and  miscalculations  of  their 
official  friends  showed  in  their  most 
exaggerated  and  extraordinary  form, 
for  every  year  they  were  assured  that 
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they  were  going  to  have  a  surplus,  and 
yet,  year  after  year,  a  mistake  was  die* 
covered,  and  they  were  presented  with 
a  deficit,  until  this  deficit  in  the  financial 
accounts  had  become  almost  as  regular 
as  the  procession  of  the  Equinox.  And 
now  they  were  confronted  with  the  pro- 
blem of  additional  taxation  to  fill  up 
this  chronic  deficit  in  our  Indian  finance. 
As  they  heard  this  deficit  was  to  be  made 
up  by  an  addition  to  the  Salt  Tax,  and 
they  were  assured — as  they  had  been 
assured  before  on  similar  occasions — in 
the  name,  he  supposed,  of  the  Indian 
people,  that  this  addition  to  the  Salt 
Tax  would  not  be  felt.  Well,  he  begged 
to  differ  from  that  opinion,  and  to  state 
that,  on  the  contrary,  this  addition  to 
the  Salt  Tax  would  be  felt,  and  felt  very 
severely,  by  these  40,000,000  of  inhabi- 
tants whom  his  hon.  Friend  had  alluded 
to  as  living  perpetually  on  the  yexy  brink 
of  starvation.  But  that  question  whe- 
ther an  increase  of  the  Salt  Tax  would 
be  an  evil  or  not  was  completely  thrashed 
out  at  the  time  when  Lord  Hipon  re- 
duced it ;  and  he  remembered  well,  in 
the  course  of  that  discussion,  a  mis- 
sionary of  very  great  experience  in  India 
describing  a  little  incident  which  showed 
how  those  matters  were  felt  by  the  people 
of  India.  He  saw  in  a  bazaar  a  man 
half-clothed  and  shivering  in  the  keen 
air  of  a  winter  evening  squat  down  and 
begin  to  bargain  for  his  evening  meal. 
He  wished  to  buy  rice,  salt,  and  chilis^ 
but  if  he  took  the  two  condiments  he 
could  not  get  more  than  half  enough 
rice  for  a  full  meal ;  and  it  was  pitiable 
to  see  the  poor  wretch  trying  so  to  ad- 
just the  account  as  to  get  a  little  salt 
with  his  rice  and  chilis.  There  were 
many  scores  of  millions  of  people  in 
India  who  would  have  to  make  this 
pathetic  computation,  and  ask  them- 
selves whether  they  would  be  able  to 
get  a  little  salt  to  season  their  rice  and 
chilis.  But  it  was  in  the  North -West 
Provinces  that  the  weight  of  this  Salt 
Tax  would  be  felt  most  severely,  for 
there  there  was  already  a  rise  in  tho 
price  of  grain.  There  were  signs  of  an 
impending  scarcity  of  food.  In  Bur- 
mah, he  was  sure,  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  this  increase  of  duty — which 
would  amount,  he  supposed,  to  about 
half  a  rupee  per  maund  of  80  pounds 
^-would  be  very  strongly  resented  by 
the  people;  and  we  need  not  be  sur- 
prised if  we  found  an  outbreak  there 
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suoh  as  took  place  in  Orissa  when  we 
did  a  like  tbiog.  The  Salt  Tax 
showed  something  much  more  ominous, 
much  more  threatening,  than  anything 
that  related  even  to  the  feelings  and 
resentment  of  the  people.  It  showed  with 
perfect  distinctness  that  the  financiers  of 
our  Indian  Empire  had  come  pretty 
nearly  to  the  end  of  their  resources,  for 
it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  they  would 
have  adopted  an  expedient  so  offensive, 
and  he  might  say  so  sad,  if  by  any  pro- 
cess of  financial  ingenuity  they  could 
have  levied   a  tax   which  would  have 

? reduced  a  similar  amount.  In  short,  the 
ndian  Government  confessed  by  that 
act  that  they  were  at  the  end  of  their 
resources,  and  yet  the  limit  of  their  ex- 
penditure was  very  far  from  having  been 
reached.    Now,  one  of  the  chief  causes 
of  the  excess  of  expenditure  which  had 
produced  this  call  upon  the  very  poorest 
of  the  population  was,  of  course,  the 
very  large  sum  of    money    that    had 
been  expended  on  frontier  operations, 
which,   as  they  were  told    the    other 
day,  had  already  cost  an  enormous  sum; 
and    he    supposed   the  whole    system 
of  railway   works  in  connection   with 
the  frontier  defence  had  cost  two  or 
three  times  more  than  was  originally 
anticipated,  and  yet  millions  of  money 
were  still  needed  to  fit  those  vast  pre- 
parations for   anything   useful  in  the 
way  of  a  military  defence.      Now,  in 
the  Queen's  Most  Gracious  Speech,  we 
wore  assured  that  what  was  called  the 
settlement  of  our  boundary  difficulty  as 
between  Afghanistan  and  Bussia  was  a 
matter  of  very  great  satisfaction  to  the 
Government,  and  we  were  supposed  to 
be  relieved  by  this  act  of  very   grave 
sources  of  anxiety,  but  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  a  frontier  line,  however 
scientific  and  however  complete  it  might 
be,  was  not  by  any  means  a  frontier 
defence;  and  it  appeared   to  him  that 
by  those  preparations  and  that  boundary 
settlement,  and  the  extraordinary  im- 
portance which  we  attached  to  all  those 
defensive  operations  on  our  North- West 
Prontier,  we  did  little  more  than  disclose 
to  HuBsia  our   most  vulnerable  point. 
Our   frontier    could    only    be    said  to 
be   safe  so  long  as  we  were  at  peace 
with  Kussia  in  Europe.    Now,  it  would 
be  remembered  how,  when  Lord  Bea- 
con afield  made  his  great  coup  by  sending 
5,000  Native  troops  to  Malta  in  order 
to    eat  up  Skobeloff   and   his    25,000 


troops,  Bussia  responded  by  a  simple 
act.  She  sent  three  men  out  to  Cabul, 
and  this  simple  act  landed  us  in  such 
turmoil  that  we  had  eventually  to  under- 
take the  war  in  Afghanistan  with  what 
consequences  we  were  familiar.  What 
did  those  facts  disclose?  That  Bussia 
could  always  paralyze  our  action  in 
Europe  by  simply  threatening  us  with 
difficulties  in  Afghanistan.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  a  very  influential 
Party  in  that  House  would  drag  us  now 
into  an  alliance  with  Austria  and  Italy, 
and  was  it  unreasonable  to  suppose  that 
if  that  were  done  Bussia  would  at  once 
respond  by  occupying  the  Dependencies 
of  Afghanistan,  or  was  it  doubted  on 
the  part  of  anyone  that  she  would  be 
hailed  with  delight  by  the  population 
there  as  a  welcome  deliverer?  Unless, 
therefore,  we  could  act  harmoniously 
with  Bussia  our  new  boundary  seemed 
only  to  have  thrown  us  more  into  her 
path.  What  followed  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  millions  that  had 
been  spent  on  those  frontier  prepara- 
tions were  simply  and  solely  prepara- 
tions for  further  expenses,  and  it  was  not 
an  unreasonable  apprehension,  he  was 
perfectly  sure  that  when  the  present 
frontier  operations  and  the  railways  were 
completed  it  would  be  discovered  that 
we  had  not  gone  quite  far  enough,  and 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  to  complete  our  military  prepara- 
tions and  make  everything  quite  secure, 
to  continue  our  line  to  Gandahar.  We 
now  stood  certainly  committed  to  the 
Ameer  to  defend  Afghanistan  and  all  its 
Dependencies,  but  he  ventured  to  say 
we  were  utterly  unable  to  do  anything 
of  the  sort.  We  had  undertaken  what 
we  could  not  perform,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  roads  or  any  means  of  communica- 
tion, it  was  absurd  to  imagine  it  was 
practicable  or  possible  to  keep  any  such 
engagement.  Now,  just  a  few  words  on 
the  Bevenue  Question.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  an  endless  vista  of  growing 
expenditure  was  stretching  out  before  us 
in  India,  and  he  wanted  to  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers— who,  he  hoped,  would  give  them 
some  comfort  later  on  when  speaking 
from  the  other  side — where  the  money 
was  to  come  from  ?  We  could  not  go  on 
increasing  the  Salt  Tax;  it  was  un- 
reasonable to  think  that  the  population 
could  stand  another  application  of  the 
screw  in  relation  to  a  necessity  like  salt. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  that 
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the  Opium  BevoDue  was  steadily 
declining  and  there  was  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  it  would  decline  very  much 
more.  Revenue  from  an  Income  Tax 
was  wholly  out  of  the  question  for 
it  bad  already  been  discarded  as  an 
impracticable  expedient,  which  could 
only  produce  annoyance  and  irrita- 
tion. He  ventured  to  describe  this 
as  a  desperate  condition  of  Indian 
finance,  and  he  heartily  joined  with  his 
hon.  Friend  in  asking  for  this  inquiry 
into  our  Government  in  India.  He 
would  most  gladly  accept  the  dogma  of 
official  infallibility  if  one  could  possibly 
do  so.  They  knew  very  well  the  officiid 
picture  presented  to  them  in  glowing 
and  pleasant  colours,  but  what  they 
wished  to  know  was  the  Native  opinion. 
They  wished  to  know  from  their  own 
lips  how  they  regarded  our  Government, 
and  how  they  felt  and  saw  our  acts 
and  our  legislation.  In  asking  for  a 
Boyal  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Government  of  India  they  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  asking  for  nothing 
new.  His  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the 
consensus  of  opinion  which  existed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  with  relation  to 
the  desirableness  of  this  Commission, 
but  the  hon.  Member  neglected  to 
remind  the  House  of  the  fact  that  in 
having  recourse  to  this  inquiry  they  were 
only  reverting  to  a  very  ancient  and 
wholesome  practice.  The  House  would 
remember  that  during  the  time  of  the 
East  India  Company's  Charter  every  20 
years  a  similar  inquiry  was  made,  and 
he  (Mr.  Slagg)  was  sure  no  one  would 
deny  that  those  inquiries  were  useful 
and  beneficial  to  the  Government  and 
the  people  of  India.  Before  he  sat 
down  he  might  allude  to  the  enor- 
mous changes  that  had  taken  place 
since  the  last  inquiry  was  made — 
changes  of  so  fundamental  a  nature  that 
it  seemed  impossible  to  resist  such  a 
review  of  our  relations  with  the  many 
races  of  India.  He  thought  it  was  not 
too  much  to  allege  that  within  the  last 
30  years  education  upon  an  extensive 
and  general  scale  had  only  sprung  into 
existence  in  India,  or,  at  any  rate,  that 
was  so  from  a  Western  point  of  view. 
We  knew  how  a  large  class  had  be- 
taken themselves  with  a  sort  of  pas- 
sion to  the  btudy  of  Western  ideas  and 
forms  of  Government,  and  had  ac- 
quired a  complete  mastery  of  our  own 
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Icmguage.     He    must  refer    with  the 
same    satisfaction    expressed    by    his 
hon.    Friend    to    the  Keports    of    the 
Congress  at  Madras.    We  had   there 
700  delegates  from  all  parts  of  India 
speaking  in  the  name  of  vast   masses 
of  the  people,  and    no   one  oould,  he 
was  sure,  peruse  the  Beport  of  that  Con- 
grees  without  being  struck  by  the  ex- 
treme moderation  of  the  resolutions  and 
the  thoroughly  practical  spirit    which 
animated  the  whole  of  their  proceedings. 
Not  one  word   of  disloyalty;   not  one 
scintilla  of  suspicion  was  shown  as  to  the 
doings  of  the  Government;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  favourable  comments  as  to 
our  rule ;  but,  underlying  all,  an  intense 
and  burning  desire  to  share,    to   some 
reasonable    extent    at    least,    in     the 
Government  of  their  own  country,  and 
to  take  part  and   lot  in  the   heritage 
which  we  had  professed  so  long  to  be 
holding  only  in  their  name.     Now  he 
(Mr.  Slagg)  did  not,  for  one  moment 
propose  to  tell  the  House  or  profess 
to  think  himself   that   these   delegates 
at  the  Congress  of  Madras  represented 
in   our  conception  of   the   word   their 
fellow-countrymen,  but    we  might  be 
certain  of  this :  that  the  time  was  not 
far  distant  when  they  would  so  represent 
them,  and  when  the  spirit  that  animated 
those  highly-educated  Natives  in  such 
a  thorough  and  practical  manner  would 
be  transmitted  to  the    masses   of  the 
people.     Thus  it  was  not  only  a  matter 
of  wisdom,  but  a  matter  of  prudence, 
for  us  to  take  up  this  question  in  time. 
He  felt  perfectly  certain  that  we  should 
be    amply    rewarded    for     a    step    so 
judicious.     At  any  rate,  it  was  incon* 
ceivable  that   it   would   do  harm.     If 
such  an  inquiry  produced   evidence  to 
show   that  our    acts,   our    administra- 
tion,  and  our   system   of  government, 
were  all  that  could  be  desired  why  then 
we  should  be  fortified  in  going  on  in  the 
same  way.    If,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
discovered  that  in   many  respects  our 
system  of  administration  and  taxation, 
our  laws  and  enactments  bore  heavily  on 
the  masses  of  the  people,  we  should  be 
able  by  the  evidence  which  such  an  in* 
quiry  afforded  us  to  apply  at  onoe  those 
wise  and  timely  reforms  which  woald  do 
more  than  anything  else  to  prodaee  a 
spirit  of  confidence  in  the  country — a 
spirit  which  would  lie  deeper  even  than 
the  sentiment  of  loyalty  which  already 
existed.    He  was  sure  that  we  should 
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thereby  give  universal  satisfaction  to  all 
classes  of  the  population  and  produce  in 
them  an  esteem  for  our  rule  and  a  feeling 
of  security  as  to  our  intentions  which 
would  afford  the  most  impregnable 
frontier  for  our  territory,  and  provide 
the  surest  resistance  to  the  assaults  of 
our  enemies. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Address,  to  add  the 
words, — "  But  this  House  hambly  expresses  to 
Her  Majesty  its  renet  that  anoUier  deficit  is 
threatened  in  the  Indian  Budget,  and  that  it 
has  been  deemed  necessary  to  raise  the  Salt 
Tax  in  order  to  meet  the  same ; 

"  That  it  views  with  anxiety  these  recarring 
deficits  in  the  Indian  Revenue  Accounts, 
and  urges  greater  economy  in  the  Administra- 
tion; 

**  That  it  calls  upon  the  Government  of  India 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Native  popidation, 
both  in  respect  of  finance  and  administration, 
so  far  as  it  can  do  so  consistently  with  pru- 
dence and  sound  policy,  and  that  it  urges  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  redeem  the  promise 
made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  two  years  ago, 
that  an  inquiry  shoula  be  made  into  the 
Government  of  India  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Koyal  Commission  for  that  purpose." — {Mr, 
Samuil  Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

SieEICHAED  temple  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  said,  that  the  speeches  of  the 
Proposer  and  Seconder  of  the  Amend- 
ment, although  nominally  supposed  to 
have  reference  to  the  Salt  Tax,  in  reality 
were  speeches  de  omnihits  rebtu  et  quihus- 
dam  dim.  To  reply  to  them  concisely 
was,  therefore,  next  to  impossible.  As 
to  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment,  he  felt 
sure  that  the  Natives  of  India,  whatever 
they  might  think  of  his  facts  and  argu- 
ments, would  recognize  gratefully  the 
charitable  and  sympathetic  spirit  in  which 
he  had  dealt  with  the  subject.  His  hon. 
Friend,  however,  was  a  philanthropic 
pessimist,  and  a  political  Jeremiah.  His 
non.  Friend  chose  to  wear  dark  green 
spectacles  through  which  to  view  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  India,  and  therefore 
the  picture  which  he  saw  was,  of  course, 
yery  dark.  If  any  man  chose  to  put 
on  the  same  kind  of  spectacles,  he  might 
make  out  a  very  touching  story  regard- 
ing the  unfortunate  condition  of  any 
people  under  the  sun.  The  hon.  Member 
had  been  to  India  to  see  for  himself, 
and  that  was  laudable,  for  his  subse- 
quent as  compared  to  his  previous 
knowledge  must  be  as  lifi;ht  compared 
with  darkness.     Still,  his  knowledge  of 


India  had  been  acquired  in  a  win- 
ter's tour,  and,  having  returned  home, 
he  now  treated  the  House  to  "a 
winter's  tale."  Might  he  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  a  tour  of  such  short 
duration  could  not  make  a  man  omni- 
scient in  regard  to  so  vast  an  Empire 
and  population  ?  The  hon.  Member,  no 
doubt,  had  met  a  certain  number  of 
highly  educated  Natives  who  could 
speak  to  him  in  the  English  language  ; 
but  there  were  some  20  different  tongues 
spoken  in  India,  and  with  those  who 
spoke  them  the  hon.  Member  had,  of 
course,  been  unable  to  converse.  Who 
were  the  educated  Natives  whom  he  had 
met  ?  They  were  men  who  only  spoke 
for  themselves  and  not  for  their  country- 
men collectively,  and  who  had  but  two 
objects  in  view,  one  of  which  was  to  ob- 
tain for  themselves  a  larger  share  in  the 
management  of  the  country,  through 
representative  institutions ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  to  secure  for  themselves  also 
some  of  the  loaves  and  fishes  distributed 
among  Europeans.  These  men,  in  order 
to  make  out  a  case  in  furtherance  of  their 
objects,  painted  India  black,  exaggerated 
everything,  and  strove  to  make  all  facts 
and  arguments  point  to  the  conclusion 
which  they  desired.  With  both  the  ob- 
jects above  referred  to  he  sympathized. 
He  quite  admitted  their  title  to  conside- 
ration at  our  hands,  and  he  acknowledged 
their  many  virtues ;  but  he  must  say  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  pretended  to 
utter  the  universal  opinion  of  the  Natives 
of  India  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
only  repeated  the  sentiments  of  a  limited 
class.  Indeed,  their  claim  to  represent 
the  people  would  be  repudiated  by  the 
Natives  generally.  They  were  a  class  of 
political  sgitators  who  would  be  swept 
into  the  sea  if  the  protection  of  England 
were  withdrawn  from  them.  When 
that  was  considered  they  appeared 
rather  ungrateful,  for  they  were  con- 
stantly vilifying  their  protectors.  Their 
own  evidence  might  be  turned  against 
them,  for,  as  the  House  knew,  there  had, 
as  just  mentioned  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
been  large  conferences  at  Oaloutta  and 
other  capitals,  at  which  strong  loyalty 
had  been  expressed,  and  even  lauda- 
tion of  the  British  Government.  These 
really  responsible  utterances  ought  to 
be  set  against  such  irresponsible  con- 
versations as  his  hon.  Friend  had  held 
with  Natives  in  trains,  railway  stations, 
and  other  public  places  of  resort.    To 
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prove  his  contention  that  the  people  of 
India  were  excessively  poor,  his  hoo. 
Friend  contrasted  the  statistics  relating 
to  their  condition  with  English  statistics. 
But  poor  and  rich  were  comparatively 
relative  terms,  and  his  hon.  Friend  had 
overlooked  the  fact  that  an  Englishman 
was  five  times  as  strong  as  a  Native  of 
India,  did  five  times  as  much  work,  and 
had  a  vastly  greater  number  of  artificial 
wants.  Besides  that,  he  possessed  vast 
mechanical  resources  which  were  want- 
ing to  the  Native.  The  Indian,  it  was 
true,  earned  eomparatively  little,  but  his 
wants  were  few  and  he  could  supply  them 
without  difficulty.  There  was,  therefore, 
less  of  real  grinding  poverty  in  India,  and 
fewer  people  suffered  from  the  extreme 
pinch  of  the  rei  angmta  domi.  Would  the 
House  be  surprised  to  hear  that  the 
people  whose  poverty  was  so  feelingly, 
even  so  pathetically,  described  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  were  a  people  whose  num- 
bers were  iocreasing  annually,  whose 
cultivation  was  continually  extending, 
whose  internal  transactions  were  multi- 
plying, and  whose  surplus  of  wheat  en- 
abled them  to  flood  British  markets  for 
several  years — and  now  to  begin  flood- 
ing the  markets  of  Southern  Europe,  as 
we  learned  from  the  newspapers  of  this 
very  day  ?  It  should  also  be  noted  that 
they  absorbed  vast  quantities  of  the 
precious  metals.  Much  had  been  made 
of  the  evidence  of  Lord  Lawrence  as  to 
the  existence  of  poverty  and  misery,  and 
he  yielded  to  no  one  in  respect  for  Lord 
Lawrence's  memory.  But  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  his  words  had 
exclusive  application  to  India.  They 
were,  unfortunately,  applicable  to  every 
nation  under  the  sun.  Statistics  showed 
that  the  Natives  of  India  were  probably 
the  most  lightly  taxed  people  on  the  face 
of  the  earth,  for  it  had  long  been  our 
policy  to  reduce  the  rate  of  taxation, 
limit  its  incidence,  and  abolish  the  im- 
posts which  were  exacted  under  Native 
rule.  As  to  the  Land  Tax,  he  would  not 
enter  upon  the  hon.  Member's  discus- 
sion as  to  whether  this  was  rent  or 
revenue.  It  mattered  little  to  those  who 
paid  the  tax  whether  the  name  of  rent 
or  revenue  were  used.  His  hon.  Friend 
'said,  on  the  authority  of  certain  Na- 
tives with  whom  he  had  conversed,  that 
the  tax  amounted  to  25  per  cent  of 
the  gross  produce  ;  but  according  to 
the  most  competent  administrators  and 
statisticians,    who   had    examined    the 
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figures  closely,  it  only  amounted  to  be- 
tween 7  and  10  per  cent.  Would  the 
House  consider  that  casual  conversa- 
tions with  the  most  unstatistical  people 
in  the  world  were  to  be  set  against  offi- 
cial and  responsible  dicta  founded  upon 
careful  inquiry?  The  old  subject  of 
opium  had  been  referred  to.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wished  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  to  initiate  an  opium  debate, 
questions  could  be  raised  and  answered 
then  ;  but  there  was  one  point  which 
he  (Sir  Bichard  Temple)  wished  to 
impress  upon  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  we  intercepted 
the  profits  of  the  opium  culture,  which 
would  go  to  the  people  of  India  if  it 
were  not  for  us.  Nothing  of  the  kind  ; 
if  our  opium  revenue  were  abolished  to- 
morrow, the  people  of  India  would  not 
get  the  profit,  but  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment would  get  it ;  and  it  was  a  question 
whether  the  Indian  Government  should 
get  it,  in  whose  country  the  article  was 
grown,  or  whether  they  should  let  the 
Chinese  take  it.  With  reg^ard  to  the 
question  of  Excise,  in  a  miscellaneous 
speech  such  as  he  (Sir  Bichard  Temple) 
was  obliged  in  the  circumstances  to 
make,  he  would  only  give  this  general 
assurance — that  the  policy  and  effect  of 
our  Excise  revenue  in  India  was  to  tax 
drugs  and  spirits,  and  so  to  guard 
against  intemperance  by  making  their 
consumption  expensive  and  difficult. 
When  accidentally  rein  was  in  some  de- 
gree given  to  intemperance,  the  Govern- 
ment stepped  in  and  applied  an  effectual 
remedy.  The  Government  of  India  was 
plainly  determined  to  repress  intemper- 
ance, and,  in  his  opinion,  subject  to 
occasional  shortcomings  and  failures,  it 
had  done  its  duty  well  in  that  respect. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  that  the 
people  of  India  continuously  lived  upon 
the  verge  of  famine,  and  that  any  failure 
of  the  crops  brought  them  into  imme- 
diate danger  of  starvation,  he  ventured 
to  assure  the  House  from  his  own  expe- 
rience that  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case.  It  had  been  his  lot  to  com- 
mand in  the  field  the  largest  opera- 
tions of  famine  relief  ever  undertaken 
in  India.  He  consequently  knew 
that  the  people  of  that  country  always 
had  a  considerable  reserve  of  food, 
generally  lying  buried  in  the  dry  earth 
beneath  the  floors  of  their  dwellings. 
If  the  crops  were  destroyed,  the  wages 
of  the   people  ceased,  and  their  em- 
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plojment  was  subverted.    Nevertheless, 
it  would   take   three  or  four  montbs 
after    the    oommencemeat    of    famine 
before  these  stores  were  exhausted  or 
any  stage  approaching  starvation  was 
reached.      He    doubted    whether    the 
working    classes     of    England,     with 
their  many  artificial  needs,  could  hold 
out  as  long,   were  a  similar  calamity 
to  overtake  them.     He  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  who  knew  the  condition  of  our 
working  classes  whether  in  this  respect 
the  comparison  was  not  in  favour  of 
the  people  of  India,  with  their  few  and 
simple  needs  ?    With  reeard  to  finance, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  had  made  out  a  seemingly 
strong  case  against  the  Government  by 
dexterously  handling  figures  taken  at 
comparative  periods  suiting  his  argu- 
ment.   But  if  they  took  the  period  from 
the  last  Eusso-Turkish  War  they  would 
see  that  sioce  that  time  the  Government 
of  India,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  India,  had  succeeded  in  paying  out 
of  current  revenue  a  very  large  sum  for 
famine  relief  and  almost  all  their  share 
of  the  last  Afghan  War,  and  after  that 
war  was  over  had  enjoyed  several  years 
of  surplus  which  had  been  beneficently 
expended  on  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways and  canals  to  safeguard  against 
famine.     After  this  cycle  of  successful 
years  the  Government    of   India  had, 
he  admitted,  fallen  into  an  unfavour- 
able position  financially,  which,  however, 
be   hoped,  was    but  a  passing  cloud. 
The  causes  of  that  had  been  in  part 
explained  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment.    The  troubles 
in  Burmah  and  the  frontier  defences  had 
been  mentioned ;  but  he  (Sir  Kichard 
Temple)  thought  that  there  were  two 
other  reasons  for  these  difficulties  which 
bad  not  been  alluded  to.     One  consisted 
in  this — that  a  certain  trouble  had  arisen 
from  the  Oheefoo  Convention,  by  which 
the  Chinese  were  able  to  levy  import 
duties  on  the  opium,   whereby  about 
£1,000,000  of  revenue  was  lost  to  India. 
The   seoond  reason  was   the   peculiar 
loss  which  arose  from  the   fact  that, 
owing  to  the  very  low  price  of  wheat 
preyaJent   in   England,    the    exporta- 
tion from  India  had  been  considerably 
diminished,  thus  bringing  a  loss  upon 
the  traffic  receipts  of  the  fcJtate  railways. 
But  all  these  losses  would  have  been 
but  a  feather's-weight  for  India  had  it 
not   been  for  the  loss  by  exchange, 


a  grave  circumstance,  wholly  beyond 
the  control  of  the  Government.  The 
hon.  Seconder  of  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Slagg)  said  that  the  Afghans  were 
sighing  for  a  release  from  their  yoke 
by  the  intervention  of  the  Hussians ; 
but  that  he  (Sir  Eichard  Temple)  did 
not  regard  as  at  all  likely,  because  the 
Ameer  was  an  Afghan  of  the  Afghans, 
and  if  the  people  prayed  to  be  de- 
livered from  his  yoke,  they  were  praying 
to  be  delivered  from  their  own  yoke. 
And  naturally  the  Afghans  preferred 
their  own  dominion  to  that  of  any 
Foreign  Power.  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  the  people  of  India  had  no 
wish  to  exchange  British  for  Russian 
rule,  and  an  evidence  of  the  spirit  that 
animated  the  country  was  recently  af- 
forded by  the  loyal  offer  of  the  Native 
Princes  of  funds  for  the  defence  of  the 
frontier.  They  said — We  give  you  our 
money  now,  but  in  the  day  of  danger 
you  may  coimt  upon  our  sword.  The 
hon.  Seconder  alluded  to  our  obliga- 
tions to  defend  Afghanistan  against 
Bussia,  and  seemingly  regarded  this 
obligation  as  impossible  of  fulfilment. 
He  (Sir  Richard  Temple)  would  not,  in 
the  absence  of  official  Papers,  like  to  say 
whether  we  did  precisely  incur  any  such 
obligation;  but  if  we  had  incurred  it 
morally,  he  quite  agreed  that  it  would 
be  very  unwise  for  England  to  attempt 
to  meet  Russia  in  arms  upon  the  Central 
Asian  frontier.  England  would  appoint 
her  own  battle-field;  she  would  fight 
where  she  chose,  and  would  not  let  her 
enemy  select  the  site  he  pleased.  Russia 
would  be  struck  in  the  Baltic,  the  Black 
Sea,  and  perhaps  in  the  China  Seas ;  thus, 
heavily  wounded  and  stricken,  Russia 
would  have  to  relax  her  grip  on  the 
frontiers  of  Afghanistan.  As  regarded 
the  Salt  Tax — which  was  the  proper 
subject  of  this  Amendment,  though  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  had  strayed  widely 
from  it,  and  he  had  been  obliged  to 
f oUow  t^em — he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  words  ''raising  this  tax,"  as  set 
forth  in  the  Amendment,  were  somewhat 
misleading.  Five  years  ago  tlie  Salt 
Tax  was  lowered  very  considerably.  Of 
course,  the  well-wishers  of  India  were 
very  thankful  to  see  it  lowered,  if  the 
Government  could  afford  it.  But  many 
long-headed  men  shook  their  heads  at 
the  time,  and  now  it  turned  out  that 
they  had  to  go  back  to  the  standard  from 
which  they  departed  some  years  ago. 
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He  was  positiye  that  if  inquiries  were 
made  in  the  markets  of  India  it  would 
be  fotmd  that  even  this  addition  of  one- 
fifth— [Mr.  S.  Smith  :  One- fourth.]— -he 
would  correct  himself,  one-fourth — 
would  still  leave  the  price  of  salt  cheaper 
than  it  was  10  years  ago.  The  Salt  Tax 
was,  of  course,  a  tax  on  the  poor ;  but 
if  the  labouring  poor  were  protected  by 
the  arm  of  British  power  from  plunder 
and  devastatioD,  and  to  be  secured  in 
reaping  the  fruits  of  their  labour,  they 
must  pay  something  to  their  protectors. 
And  wnat  else  did  they  pay,  or  could  they 
pay,  but  the  Salt  Tax  ?  They  smoked 
indeed ;  but  there  was  no  tobacco  tax. 
They  paid  nothing  to  the  Excise,  for 
they  did  not  drink.  According  to  calcula- 
tions of  totals  of  revenue  and  of  popula- 
tion, tibie  Salt  Tax  was  now  only  U,  per 
head  per  annum  to  an  adult.  The  very 
poorest  peasant,  of  whom  one  of  his 
hon.  Friends  had  spoken  as  being  able 
to  support  himself,  nis  wife,  and  family 
on  Is.  6d.  per  week,  represented  an  ex- 
treme case.  A  peasant  and  his  wife 
would  probably  earn  about  120«.  a- year, 
and  the  Salt  Tax  upon  them  would  come 
to  2«.  per  annum.  If  the  tax  were 
raised  it  would  amount  to  2s,  6d,  per 
annum ;  and,  although  he  would  depre- 
cate the  raising  of  the  tax  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Member,  still  he  would  remind 
him  that  it  would  not  be  very  sensibly 
felt.  He  found  by  statistics  that  when 
the  tax  was  lowered  five  years  ago 
there  was  no  considerable  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  that  article,  as  would 
probably  have  been  the  case  had  the 
tax  been  oppressive.  Therefore,  if  it 
were  raised,  the  people  of  India  would 

?robablv  not  lessen  their  consumption, 
t  had  been  said  that  the  Salt  Tax  was 
the  sole  remaining  resource  of  taxation 
for  the  country.  That  was  not  so,  as 
there  remained  the  Income  Tax,  which 
was  now  only  2^  per  cent,  or  6d.  in  the 
pound,  as  a  further  resource.  Then  it 
had  been  proposed  that,  instead  of 
raisine  the  salt  Tax,  they  should  revive 
the  old  import  duties  and  tax  the  British 
manufactures  imported  into  India.  This 
proposal  ought  to  be  exposed,  as  being 
one  simply  for  transferring  a  part  of  the 
Indian  burden  from  the  Indian  peasant 
to  the  British  working  man.  To  that 
course  he  could  not  assent,  believing  the 
British  Empire  to  be  for  British  indus- 
try. With  respect  to  the  hon.  Mover's 
proposal  for   some  Parliamentary  in- 

Sir  Hichard  TtmpU 


quiry,  he  would  submit  that  any  inquixj 
ought  to  be  strictly  limited  in  its  scope, 
or  otherwise  the  field  would  be  too  wide 
for  any  practical  result  to  be  arrived  at. 
He  remembered  an  inquiry  into  Indian 
finance  by  a  Committee  of  that  House 
some  years  ago,  which  sat  for  more  than 
one  Session,  which  ranged  over  a  vast 
variety  of  subjects  and  never  made  a  Re- 
port. A  Commission  of  Inquiry  em- 
bracing all  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Mover  and  Seconder 
would  occupy  the  time  of  several  Sessions 
of  Parliament.  If  it  were  granted,  be 
should  recommend  that  its  scope  should 
be  closely  confined  to  some  three  points, 
otherwise  its  duties  would  never  be 
completed,  owing  to  the  immense  range 
of  the  subjects  which  would  inevitably 

E resent  themselves.    Those  points  should 
e — first,  the  general  question  as  to  whe- 
ther any  money  could  be  saved  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  government  of  India 
— and  he  believed  economy  could  be 
effected;  secondly,  whether  any  repre- 
sentative institutions  could  be  devised 
for  the  country — and  he,  for  one,  said 
certainly  they  could;  and,  thirdly,  the 
question  of  substituting,  in  some  degree. 
Native  for  European  agency.     On  the 
last-named  measure,  he  would  say  let  that 
be  done  so  far  as  was  consistent  with  ths 
safety  of  the  Empire.   It  was  our  duty  to 
make  the  Natives  fit  to  manage  their  own 
affairs,  to  make  them  feel  the  responsi- 
bilities of  action,  and  teach  them  how 
to  hold  the  highest  offices.     These  were 
the  ultimate  objects  of  truly  national 
education.    To  this  grand  goal  we  should 
make  gentle  and  gradual  approaches;  but 
in  all  the  offices  in  which  absolute  firm- 
ness and  energy,  and  all  the  higher  attri- 
butes of  human  nature  were  required, 
the  position  should  be  held  by  officials  of 
British  nationality.  If  we  arranged  others 
wise  we  should  drift  into  peril.     He  re- 
collected hearing  an  hon.  Member  op- 
posite— the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff — 
descanting  last  Session  on  the   ability 
of  British  iron-clads  to  enter  hostile  har- 
bours and  fight  under  severe  conditions. 
That  which  an  iron- clad  was  above  all 
other  ships,  a  British  officer  was  above  all 
other  men  in  Eastern  countries.      His 
armour-plating  was  courage,  his  barbette 
was  firmness,  his  turret  was  tenacity, 
and  his  cannon  was  enterprise. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (WoWer- 
hampton,  W.)  said,  lie  winhed  to  adrert 
to  one  or  two  points  touched  on  bj  his 
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hon.  Friend  who  had  spoken  on  the 
subject  of  the  reduction  of  the  Salt  Tax 
(fif  r.  Slagg).  He  did  not  think  it  was 
quite  fair  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  to  the  Address 
(fif  r.  8.  Smith)  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  explained  accurately  the  present 
position  of  the  Salt  Duty.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  put  forward  the 
fact  that  the  Salt  Duty  had  been  reduced 
as  the  argpiment  against  raising  it  now ; 
but  their  complaint  was  not  that  it  was 
reduced  in  former  years,  but  that  it  was 
now  to  be  increased.  He  (Sir  William 
Plowden)  had  been  one  of  the  officers  of 
the  Legislative  Council  when  the  Salt 
Duty  was  reduced,  and  he  was  aware 
that  the  Viceroy  expressed  his  opinion 
that  we  should  in  future  look  to  that  tax 
as  a  possible  resource  in  financial  diffi- 
culties, and  that  we  might  raise  it  again ; 
but  the  question  was  whether  they 
should  raise  it  now,  and  there  he 
thought  he  might  join  issue  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  They  considered  that 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment referring  to  economical  adminis- 
tration was  a  matter  which  they  should 
hare  before  them  as  a  means  of  dealing 
with  the  practical  difficulties  which  sur- 
rounded them  in  India.  It  was  admitted 
that  we  could  economize,  and  to  his 
mind  there  could  be  no  doubt  about  the 
matter.  Then,  with  regard  to  meeting 
the  wishes  of  the  country,  it  was  certain 
that  we  must  go  forward  in  that  direc- 
tion, and  meet  the  desires  of  the  Natives 
to  be  more  closely  associated  with  us  in 
the  administration  of  their  own  affairs. 
He  was  surprised,  with  the  long  expe- 
rience of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  he  should  feel  able  to  express  him- 
self as  he  had  on  our  relying  entirely 
upon  British  valour  and  intellect  Those 
who,  like  himself,  had  been  associated  in 
the  troublous  times  of  1857  with  the 
Natives,  could  not  share  entirely  the 
view  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Evesham  Division  of 
Worcester  (Sir  Eichard  Temple).  He 
had  been  associated  with  the  people  of 
India  when  their  lives  had  been  in  great 
danger,  and  when  there  were  no  Euro- 
peans with  him ;  and  he  felt  that  it  was 
owinff  to  the  good  faith  and  gallantry  of 
bis  Native  friends  that  he  was  able  to 
encounter  the  difficulty  in  which  he  was 
placed.  In  his  opinion,  they  could  rely 
on  the  good  faith,  loyalty,  and  courage 
of  our  Native  fellow-subjeots  quite  as 


much  as  upon  that  of  our  own  people. 
We  had  had  proof  of  the  good  feeling 
which  animated  the  Native  Princes ;  and 
he  had  been  greatly  gratified  with  the 
terms  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  shown  their  loyalty.  With  regard 
to  the  economy  of  their  administration, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gk>rst) 
came  to  deal  with  that  Amendment,  he 
might,  perhaps,  turn  his  attention  to  the 
question  of  economy  of  our  Indian  ad- 
ministration ;  but,  taking  the  Bevenue 
and  Expenditure  of  our  great  Indian 
Empire,  he  found  that  they  were  now  in 
receipt  of  £77,000,000,  and  an  expendi- 
ture of  the  same  amount.  That  great 
Bevenue  was  made  up  of  six  main  heads, 
and  the  charges  were  likewise  made  up 
under  four  or  five  main  heads.  He 
would  turn  briefly  to  two  points, 
on  which  they  had  recently  had  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  men  who  were 
quite  capable  of  giving  good  advice. 
With  regard,  first,  to  the  Army  Service ; 
the  Army  Charges  for  the  last  year  of 
which  they  had  the  figures  before  them 
amounted  to  over  £20,000,000,  while  the 
Civil  charges  amounted  to  £21,000,000. 
A  very  able  Committee  sat  in  1878 
or  1879  under  the  Presidency  of  a 
Gentleman  who  held  high  Office  in  India 
— whose  death  they  had  since  to  deplore 
— assisted  among  others  by  the  present 
Commander  -  in  -  Chief  (Sir  Frederick 
Boberts),  and  that  Committee,  sitting 
with  every  possible  means  of  informa- 
tion  before  them,  came  to  very  definite 
conclusions  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Army  administration  might  be 
largely  economized ;  and  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  with  reference  to  the 
opinions  expressed  in  their  Beport, 
whether  up  to  the  present  time  they  had 
been  acted  upon  ?  There  were  un- 
doubtedly several  definite  methods  by 
which  economy  in  the  Army  Service 
might  be  effected.  Then  in  the  Civil 
administration  there  was  plenty  of  room 
for  large  reductions  and  economies; 
while  with  regard  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ments of  Madras  and  Bombay,  he  asked 
why  they  should  not  be  upon  the 
same  footing  as  the  Local  Government 
of  Bengal?  There  seemed  to  him  to 
be  no  reason  why  these  economies  should 
not  be  effected.  He  would  not  refer  to 
the  second  portion  of  the  Amendment ; 
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bat  lie  sinoerely  trusted  that  some  active 
measures  would  be  taken  in  the  direo- 
tion  of  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  ROPEB  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
aington,  N.)  said,  he  thought  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  should  haye 
thought  it  necessary  to  include  within 
the  terms  of  his  Amendment  a  specific 
condemnation  of  the  increase  of  the  Salt 
Tax  as  the  means  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  for  meeting  the  existing 
deficit ;  and  it  was  also  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Amendment  should  have  introduced  into 
their  speeches  references  to  such  con- 
troverted topics  as  the  Burmah  Annexa- 
tion and  the  Afghan  War;  because 
if  that  condemnation  of  the  Salt  Tax  had 
been  omitted,  he  felt  very  certain  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  obtained  a 
far  larger  amount  of  support  for  the 
really  substantial  part  of  his  Amend- 
ment, not  only  from  his  own  side  of  the 
iGEouse,  but  from  those  Benches,  than  he 
was  aware  of.  For  his  own  part,  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  remainder  of  the 
Amendment.  He  was  altogether  of 
opinion  that  the  recurring  deficits  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  spoke,  perhaps  in 
too  sombre  terms,  were  to  be  regarded 
by  that  House  and  the  country  with  very 
serious  anxiety.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  merely  a  philan- 
thropic pessimist,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested, but  he  did  believe  there  was 
great  reason  for  anxiety  with  regard  to 
Uie  finances  of  India.  He  thought  also 
that  the  Government  ought  to  be  urged 
to  study  wiser  and  more  intelligent 
economy  in  their  administration,  and 
endeavour  to  meet  Native  public  opinion 
both  in  matters  of  finance  and  adminis- 
tration, so  far  as  prudence  and  sound 
policy  permitted;  and  he  would  add 
that  prudence  and  sound  policy  would 
permit  and  demand  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  go  a  great  deal  farther 
than  it  had  g^ne  in  that  direction. 
Above  all,  he  thought  that  the  pledges 
of  the  Government  should  be  fairly, 
fully,  and  honourably  carried  out,  and 
that  a  real  inquiry  should  be  instituted 
into  the  administration  of  Indian  affairs 
generally,  and  not  a  sham  inquiry  such  as 
they  had  seen  hitherto  generally  proposed. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  in  objecting  to 
the  increase  of  the  Salt  Tax ;  but  he  must 
jBay  that  he  considered  that  if  they  were 
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to  have  an  increase  of  taxation,  there 
was  no  other  tax  that  could  be  imposed 
which  would  be  so  little  oppressive  to 
the  people  of  India,  or  that  would  so 
closely  meet  their  own  wishes  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  had  men« 
tioned  another  tax,  which  he  (SirBoper 
Lethbridge)  admitted  would  be  pre- 
ferred by  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  India;  but,  whatever  might 
be  their  own  private  opinion  as  to  the 
desirability  of  re-imposing  the  duty  on 
cotton  goods  imported  from  England, 
he  thought  that  as  practical  men  hon. 
Members  would  not  consider  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  as  feasible. 
He  believed  it  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible that  public  opinion  in  this  coantiy 
would  sanction  any  return  to  the  Pro- 
tectionist theories  which  formerly  domi- 
nated the  taxation  of  India.  He  did 
not  think  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
Government  of  India  to  re-impose  those 
duties,  seeing  that  they  were  not  only 
opposed  to  the  sacred  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  but  also  to  the  just  and  legiti- 
mate interests  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
cotton  manufacturers.  He  objected  to 
the  Salt  Tax  being  raised ;  but  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Evesham  Division  of  Worcester  (Sir 
Richard  Temple)  that  its  incidence  was 
infinitesimal,  and  the  only  alternative 
would  be,  in  his  opinion^  direct  taxa- 
tion. But  every  person  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  wants  and  habits  of 
the  Native  people  would,  he  thought, 
agree  with  him  in  saying  that  direct 
taxation  was  utterly  unsuitable  to  them* 
for  the  obvious  reason  that  for  &^erj 
rupee  raised  by  direct  taxation  that 
reached  the  Treasury,  two,  five,  or  even 
10  rupees  would  stick  to  the  fingers  and 
fall  into  the  pockets  of  the  underling 
extortioners  who  had  to  collect  them. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  that  he  should  with- 
draw that  portion  of  his  Amendment 
which  referred  to  the  Salt  Tax,  in  order 
that  he  might  emphasize  his  resistance  to 
the  increase  of  taxation  at  all — in  order 
to  insist  on  what  really  was  the  true  al- 
ternative— namely,  retrenchment  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  Government.  It  was 
no  use  for  the  hon.  Member  to  demand 
retrenchment  by  the  old-fashioned  aie- 
thod  of  Departmental  inquiries.  The 
hon.  Member  evidently  appreciated  that 
fact  when  he  asked  for  a  Boyal  Com* 
mission.    A  Committee  of  officials,  they 
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all  knew,  would  recommend  a  ruthless 
cutting  down  of  the  salaries  of  mes- 
sengers and  doorkeepers  and  such  small 
^      deer  as  that.    They  would  abolish  a  few 
offices  here  and  there,  giving  to  the  in* 
oumbents  of  those  offices  pensions,  and 
increasing  the  pay  of  the  survivors.  But 
what  happened  with  the  next  swing  of 
the    pendulum.     The  abolished  offices 
came  back,  but  the  special  pensions  and 
increased  pay  continued,  and  the  result 
was  a  larger  expenditure  than  before. 
To  be  real,  an  attempt  at  retrenchment 
must  be  carried  out  by  the  inquiries 
of    a    Eoyal    Commission,     or    some 
such   independent    body,  which  would 
inquire  on  the  spot  in  the  full  light  of 
publicity  and  without  fear  or  favour. 
And  so,  too,  in  the  matter  of  meeting 
the  wishes  of  the  Native  population. 
He  asked  those  hon.  Members  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  last  year  to  say  whether  there 
could  be  any  greater  sham  than  that 
Commission,  which  was  intended  to  meet 
the  desire  of  the  educated  Natives  for 
increased  admission  to  the  Civil  Service  ? 
He  was  quite  sure,  and  the  House  would 
appreciate  the  fact,  that  Lord  Dufferin 
was  anxious  that  that  inquiry  should  be 
a  full  and  impartial  one.     He  believed 
that  Lord  Dunerin's  advisers  nominated 
the  Members  of  that  Committee  with 
the  view  of  making  it  a  Committee  for 
full  and  impartial  inquiry ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee sat,  inquired  into  a  certain  num- 
ber of  details  of  administration,  and  the 
result,  so  far  as  he  could  learn,  was 
simply  nil.    The  same  thing  had  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  the  Committees  of 
Inquiry  here  in  England,  in  full  light  of 
English  public  opinion.      Of    all    the 
Indian  Secretaries  of   State  within  his 
memory,  the  one  who  had  enjoyed  the 
greatest  amount  of  popularity  with  all 
claasea  in  India,  European  as  well  as 
Native,  official  as  well  as  non- official, 
was   undoubtedly  the   noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Handolph  Churchill).     Now,  why  was 
that  ?     It  was  very  largely  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  noble  Lord  stood  forward 
boldly  as  the  exponent  of  a  policy  of 
full    and  thorough  inquiry.     Unfortu- 
nately, as  he  (Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge),  and 
as    many  others,  especially  in    India, 
thought,   the  noble  Lord's    tenure  of 
Office  was  a  short-lived  one,  and  since 
his    retirement  from  the  India  Office 


both  Parties  had  had  a  spell  of  power. 
Both  of  the  Front  Benches  had  seemed 
to  him  to  enter  into  a  sort  of  conspiracy 
to  shirk  an  inquiry  altogether.  Of 
course,  he  did  not  accuse  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  anything  approaching  a 
criminal  conspiracy  in  the  matter,  but 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that,  in  the 
interest  of  India,  the  agreement  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  in  the  matter  of  an 
inquiry  was  much  to  be  regretted.  When 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  left  the  India  Office  and  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  came  into  power,  what 
did  they  do  in  regard  to  this  matter  ? 
They  proposed  to  return  to  the  old  state 
of  things.  They  proposed  a  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  which  was  to  sit  upstairs 
in  the  dim  religious  light  of  one  of  the 
Committee  Booms.  It  was  to  consist 
mostly  of  present  or  past  officials — Gen- 
tlemen of  whom  he  would  not  speak 
except  in  terms  of  the  highest  respect- 
but  he  could  not  but  remember  that 
those  Gentlemen  would,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, be  reviewing  their  own  proceed- 
ings. Surely  it  was  not  likely  that  they 
would  ask  many  awkward  or  inconve- 
nient questions  with  regard  to  their  own 
achievements.  At  that  time  he  felt  it 
his  duty,  as  an  independent  Member  of 
the  House,  to  block  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  by  an 
Amendment,  declaring  that  no  inquiry 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
India  that  did  not  provide  for  a  full  and 
impartial  investigation  on  the  spot  by 
an  independent  authority.  And  if  he 
felt  bound  to  urge  those  views  on  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  he  felt  doubly  bound  to  urge 
them  upon  the  present  Government.  He 
knew  he  should  be  told  that  Parliamen- 
tary inquiries  were  of  great  efficacy  in 
the  olden  times  of  the  India  Company, 
when  the  House  of  Commons  used  to 
overhaul  the  administration  of  the  Com- 
pany for  20  years,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
renewal  of  the  Charter.  Quite  true, 
these  inquiries  did  bring  about  an  im- 
mense amount  of  good  in  the  way  of 
reform,  but  it  should  never  be  forgotten 
that  in  those  days  both  the  Ministry  and 
Parliament  were  exceedingly  jealous  of 
the  extraordinary  privileges  and  immu- 
nities of  the  Company,  and  they  nar- 
rowly scanned  the  administration  of  the 
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Company.  The  examination  of  Parlia« 
ment  was  very  often  not  very  just.  It 
certainly  was  often  not  very  intelligible, 
but  it  was,  at  any  rate,  rigorous.  At 
the  present  time,  under  the  drcum- 
stances  he  had  detailed  to  the  House, 
the  examination  by  a  Parliamentary 
Oommittee  of  the  kind  that  was  in- 
tended would  certainly  be  anything  but 
rieorous.  The  official  Gentlemen  cer- 
tainly would,  in  reviewing  their  own 
achievements,  be  likely  to  be  to  their 
faults  a  little  blind,  and  be  to  their  vir- 
tues very  kind.  The  fatal  objection,  in 
his  opinion,  to  a  Parliamentary  inquiry 
here  m  England  was  that  there  was 
no  possibility  of  getting  any  Native 
evidence  that  was  worth  having.  Not- 
withstanding the  recent  revolt  against 
old  prejudices  in  India,  which  had 
spread  to  a  considerable  extent,  it  was 
perfectly  true  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment nearly  all  that  was  most  worthy 
and  that  was  most  reputable  in  Indian 
society  absolutely  refused  to  cross  the 
black  water  and  to  come  to  England  or 
elsewhere.  Thev  objected  to  come  here 
on  social  and  religious  grounds,  and  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  say — ^frankly  to 
say — what  moral  value  could  attach  to  an 
inquiry  from  which  all  reputable  Native 
evidence  was  absolutely  and  necessarily 
excluded  f  He  maintained,  notwith- 
standing the  disclaimer  of  his  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  the  Evesham 
Division  of  Worcester,  that  there  was 
great  and  urgent  need  of  full  and  im- 
partial inquiry  not  only  in  the  interest 
of  India,  but  for  our  own  credit,  for  the 
credit  of  our  own  administration,  and  for 
the  honour  of  England.  He  believed  that 
the  more  the  administration  of  India  by 
Englishmen  was  fully  and  impartially 
inquired  into,  the  more  favourably 
would  that  administration  be  judged 
by  the  whole  world.  Ever  since  the 
Grown  had  taken  over  the  administra- 
tion of  India  from  the  Company  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  charges  had  been 
accumulating  against  the  Government 
that  we  ought  for  our  own  credit  to  have 
investigated  and  inquired  into.  Griev- 
ances— many  of  them,  he  believed, 
exaggerated,  but  some  doubtless  true — 
had  accumulated,  and  those,  too,  should 
be  looked  into.  Why,  there  was  not  a 
community  in  India— English,  Euro- 
pean, or  Native,  official  or  non-official — 
that  had  not  its  own  special  firievances, 
and  many  of  them  of  a  speci^ly  damag- 
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ing  character  to  the  Government.  Now, 
of  those  grievances  many  had  found  no 
tongue  in  England.    They  found  their 
way  into  the  Press  of  India ;  and  those 
who,  like  himself,  followed  that  Press 
from  week  to  week,  could  understand 
what  the  grievances  were.    But  other- 
wise they  were  not  heard  unless  they 
affected  what  he  called — ^although    he 
did  not  use  the  phrase  in  an  offensive 
sense — the  ruling  clique  of  India.  When 
a  grievance  affected  that  clique  it  was 
very  quickly  redressed,  but  that  clique 
usually  sat  up  aloft  in  the  Himalayan 
heights,  like  the  Olympian  gods  of  old, 
far  removed  from  all  sublunary  cares ; 
and  even  when  that  clique  retired  from 
India  and  came  home  to  England  it  was 
to  obtain  a  further  apotheosis  in   the 
venerable  Council  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.    With  rare  exceptions  those  gen- 
tlemen who  followed  this  official  oareer 
were  the  enemies  of  these  reforms.     In 
perfect  good  faith,  and  in  the  full  belief 
that  reforms  were  not  needed,  they  con- 
sidered that  ex-Lieutenant  GK>vernor8  and 
ex- Chief  Commissioners  should  be  above 
the  captious  criticisms  of  Committees  or 
Boyal  Commissions ;  and  so  for  30  years 
they  had  succeeded    in  averting    this 
inquiry,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
had  consented  to  this  burking   of  the 
inquiry.    Year  after  year  the  House  of 
Commons  consented  to  allow  the  Go- 
vernment not  only  to  shirk  the  inqniry 
for  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire (Mr.  S.  Smith)  had  pleaded  this 
evening,  but  also  to  burke  anything  that 
was  more  than  a  mere  sham  and  simu- 
lated debate  on  Indian  affairs.     What 
could  be  more  unreal  than  the  debate 
on  the  Indian  Budget,  which  oame  on 
usually  at  the  end  of  the  dog-days  in 
August  or  September,  when  a  few  hon. 
Members,  jaded  with  a  long  Session, 
oame  to  listen  to  a  few  speeches  on 
matters  which  concerned   the  highest 
interests  of  200,000,000  of  Her    Ma- 
jesty's subjects?     He  contended   that 
the  dismissal  of  the  debate  on  Indian 
affairs  to  such  a  period  of  the  Session 
not  only  hid  all  knowledge  of  oontem- 
poraneous  Indian  events  from  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  was  really  a  disgrace 
to  the  Government  and  the  House  of 
Commons.    It  is  true  that  the  enterprize 
of  The  Timet  newspaper  on  every  Mon- 
day morning,  in  the  singularly  able  and 
interesting  telegrams  that  were  reoeiTed 
from  their  Calcutta  correspondent,  put 
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before  the  public  an  aocoant  of  current 
Indian  history,  and  of  the  wants  and 
aspirations  of  the  Indian  peoples.    But, 
he  asked,   who  amongst    the  English 
people,  who  even  amongst  hon.  Mem- 
bers   of  the  House,  recognized  when 
he  read  these  telegrams  that  they  were 
the  record  of  a  vast  Continent  occupied 
by  something  like  100  difiPerent  races  ? 
But  did  he  realize  when  he  was  told  of 
this  moyement  in  Bengal,  or  of  that 
movement  in  the  North- West  Provinces, 
that  just  two  or  three  lines  were  obliged 
to  suffice  as  a  description  of  a  popular 
movement  that  might  be  convulsing  a 
population  as  large  as  that  of  France  or 
Germany,  and  nearly  as  highly  organ- 
ized?   The  echoes  of  all  these  things 
reached  us  through  the  columns  of  The 
I^meSf  but  they  reached  us  in  a  condi- 
tion that  was  altogether  faint  and  in- 
sufficient.   The  ciy  of  those  people  went 
tip  to  Heaven  that  they  were  unheard 
in  this  House — that  they  were  unheard 
in  England  at  all  to  any  practical  ex- 
tent.    If  he  (Sir  Boper  Lethbridge) 
were  not  wearying  the  House,  he  would 
like  to  mention  without  comment  one  or 
two  cries  raised  by  the  people  of  India. 
He  did  not  wish  to  attempt  to  comment 
upon  them,  but  he  would  say  that  these 
cries  deserved  the  attention  of  the  House 
of  Oommons.     He   did  not  know — he 
could  not  know — whether    they  were 
true,  but  he  said  this,  that  the  6overn- 
xnent  ought  to  enable  him,  and  ought  to 
enable  every  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  say  that  the  cries  were  not 
founded  upon  real  grievances.     First, 
there  was  a  cry  that  was  almost  universal 
as  to  the  Home  charges.    That  cry  was 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Mover,  and  also  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Seconder,  of  the  Amendment,  but  he 
found  that  only  in  the  present  week  the 
leader  of  the  independent  Members  of 
the  Yideroy's  Council  (Mr.  Evans)  had 
drawn  the  attention  of  India  and  the 
"world  to  this  point  of  the  Home  charges. 
7hese  were  charges,  of  course,  for  the 
cost  of  the  India  Office,  for  stores,  for 
troops,  for  the  interest  on  debt,  and  so 
forth.     Now  there  was  hardly  one  item 
of  these  charges  that  was  not  impugned 
in  some  way  not  only  by  the   Native 
[Press  in  India,  and  by  the  less  repu- 
table of  the  English  Press,  but  by  some 
of  the  leading  papers  and  by  some  men 
of  the  highest  authority  in  India.    This 
very  week  he  had  been  much  impressed 
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by  an  article  in  The  CaUutta  Englishman 
which  was  undoubtedly  the  first  news- 
paper in  India.  The  article  was  upon 
the  Hindoo  and  European  Telegraphic 
Department,  and  in  it  it  was  asked — 

"  How  many  persons  in  India  know  that  the 
head-qnarters  ox  a  purely  Indian  Department 
are  fixed  permanently  in  England,  and  that  a 
considerable  staff  are  employed  there  in  assisting 
the  Director  in  Chief  to  delay  the  publication 
of  the  annual  report  until  it  lias  lost  all  human 
interest  P  All  the  office  work  of  the  Department 
is  done  at  Eurrachee,  and  a  report  is  drawn  up 
there  every  year,  a  report  which  is  afterwards 
sent  home  to  the  Director  in  Chief  to  be  re- 
turned to  the  Government  of  India  at  Simla,  to 
be  again  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Lon« 
don,  and  again  finally  to  be  sent  out  to  India 
to  be  immortalized  in  the  pages  of  the  Official 
Gazette,  Anything  more  absurd  it  would  be 
impossible  to  imagine.  It  is  circumlocution 
run  mad.  It  is  not  only  circumlocution  that 
is  the  gravamen  of  the  chaige.  It  is  unjust  to 
the  sti^,  who  are  exposed  to  the  rigours  of  a 
fierce  climate  in  the  rersian  Gulf  to  keep  a  nest 
of  drones  in  London  on  high  pay.*' 

Then  there  was  the  outcry — which  he 
thought  was  universal  in  the  Native 
Press — against  the  temper  and  even 
sometimes  against  the  honesty  of  our 
relations  with  the  Native  States, 
against  the  gentlemen  who,  as  Resi- 
dents or  as  Political  Agents,  were 
bound  to  control  those  Native  States. 
There  was  one  State  that  had  been 
treated,  it  seemed  to  him,  with  con- 
siderable harshness — having  its  Native 
ruling  family  set  aside  during  the  mino- 
rity of  its  Princes  and  subordinated  to 
an  English  official  placed  in  charge  there. 
He  believed  the  facts  were  undisputed, 
and  when  he  asked  for  information  in 
the  House  he  understood  that  the  Indian 
Office  had  heard  nothing  of  the  trans- 
action. Then  we  unhappily  snubbed 
or  treated  with  something  uke  indignity 
those  Maharajahs  and  great  Nobles  who 
happened  to  belong  to  our  own  territories 
and  to  be  subjects  of  the  Queen,  who 
was  Empress  of  India,  and  this  merely 
because  they  were  subjects  of  the  Queen 
as  distinguished  from  petty  Chiefs  who 
had  their  dominions  in  what  was  called 
Feudatory  India.  We  did  not  allow  to 
the  greatest  of  those  Maharajahs  even 
the  small  civility  of  a  salute  which  was 
a  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  petty  Ohiefs 
in  other  parts  of  India.  The  classes  to 
whom  we  imparted  our  English  educa« 
tion  and  Western  civilization,  and  of 
whom  my  hon.  Eriend  the  Member  for  the 
Evesham  Division  of  Worcester  spoke 
just  now  had  their  demands  to  make,  and 
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he  (Sir  Boper  Lethbiidge)  thought  that 
many  of  them  were  just  demands.  They 
demanded,  for  instance,  to  have  repre- 
sentation in  the  Legislative  Councils  of 
the  various  Provinces,  and  he  thought 
many  of  them  were  admirably  qualified 
for  seats  on  those  Councils.  They  de- 
manded increased  employment  in  the 
C^vil  Service  generally;  and  the  Gt>- 
yemment,  in  replying  to  this  demand, 
sim^y  appointed  such  a  Commission  as 
the  JPublic  Service  Commission,  of  which 
he  had  already  spoken.  Turning  to  the 
European  communities  in  India,  he  found 
that  all  the  various  Uncovenanted  De- 
partments of  the  Civil  Service,  those 
Departments  which  dealt  with  the  scien- 
tific and  technical  affairs  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  so  forth,  were  absolutely  ex- 
cluded from  the  Olympian  clique  at 
Simla.  These  Departments  were  only 
kept  from  almost  open  revolt  by  a  most 
stringent  system  of  rules  against  com- 
bination. No  two  men  were  allowed  to 
sign  the  same  Petition,  and  no  Petition 
could  be  sent  to  England  except  through 
the  Government  of  India,  a  prohibition 
with  regard  to  Petitions  to  this  House 
which  he  regarded  as  somewhat  uncon- 
stitutional. Those  of  the  Education 
Department  of  the  North- West  Pro- 
vinces and  of  the  Postal  Department  of 
the  Punjaub  declared  that  they  were 
grossly  ill-treated  by  the  Government  of 
India  in  regard  to  the  headships  of  their 
Departments,  and  with  regard  to  pro- 
motion being  taken  away  hy  the  im- 
position over  their  heads  of  members  of 
the  Covenanted  Services.  Then,  with 
regard  to  their  furlough,  pay,  and  pen- 
sions when  they  retired  to  England, 
they  complained  that  fheir  pay  and 
pensions  were  not  only  calculated  on  a 
scale  50  per  cent  less  favourable  than 
that  which  was  given  to  the  Covenanted 
Civil  servant,  but  that,  in  addition,  these 
pensions  were  calculated  in  rupees  in  a 
fluctuating  standard.  The  House  would 
appreciate  what  that  meant  when  he 
mentioned  that  an  officer  who  10 
years  ago  retired  on  a  pension  of  £200 
per  annum — which  he  thought  at  the 
time  would  be  a  bare  subsistence  for 
himself  and  his  family — had,  owing  to 
the  depreciation  of  the  rupee  since  then, 
received  in  lieu  of  that  pension  a  pen- 
sion of  £  1 35  per  annum  on  which  he 
and  his  family  had  to  starve.  Then  he 
(Sir  Boper  Lethbridge)  turned  to  the 
Army — English  and  Native.     He  found 
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that  those  officers  who  were  on  what 
was  termed  the  General  List  com- 
plained in  a  very  recent  number  of 
The  Civil  and  Military  Ga%etts,  a 
first-class  English  paper  published  at 
Lahore,  of  grievances  that  were  quite  as 
hard  as  those  of  Uncovenanted  civiliana. 
He  also  found  it  stated  that  the  whole 
Native  Army  was  in  a  ferment  at  a 
trick  which  they  conBidered  had  been 
played  upon  them  by  the  Government, 
and  this  in  direct  opposition  to  the  ex* 
pressed  wish  of  their  distinguished  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, Sir  Frederick  Roberts. 
It  was  said  that  an  amnesty  was  offered  to 
all  deserters  on  account  of  the  Jubilee, 
and  that  afterwards  all  the  deserters 
who  came  in  and  confessed  were  actually 
punished.  Such  a  thing  seemed  in- 
credible ;  but  the  authority  of  Tke  Civil 
and  Military  OoMtle  was  a  very  high  one. 
Then  the  whole  unofficial  community 
protested  against  the  annual  retirement 
of  the  Government  to  Simla  in  the  BLills ; 
and  the  Native  community  almost  uni- 
versally protested  against  our  Excise 
Eolicy  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
er  for  the  Evesham  Division  (Sir 
Bichard  Temple).  The  Natives  com- 
plained that  it  increased  the  liquor  traffic ; 
and  he  was  very  glad  to  see — though 
he  expressed  no  opinion  upon  it,  for  he 
thougfnt  that  at  present  they  were  in 
want  of  further  information — that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Fumeas 
(Mr.  Caine)  intended  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion upon  a  subsequent  occasion.  Again, 
the  planters  complained  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  set  up  experimental  farms 
and  such  like  institutions,  and  then 
turned  round  and  competed  with  private 
enterprize  by  making  a  profit  out  of  the 
sale  of  cinchona.  There  was  a  complaint 
that  the  Government  would  not  extend 
railways.  In  fact,  there  was  not  a  single 
corner  of  the  administration  that  was  not 
the  subject  of  some  complaint  or  other. 
He  did  not  say,  for  one  moment,  that  all, 
or  anything  like  all,  of  these  charges 
could  be  sustained.  On  the  contrary, 
he  hoped  and  believed  that  a  thorough 
inquiry  would  show  that  none  of  them 
could  be  sustained  in  the  odious  sense 
in  which  they  were  often  brought ;  but 
he  held  that  the  English  administration 
in  India  should  be,  like  Caesar's  wife, 
above  suspicion;  and  he  thought  that 
the  mere  fact  that  these  charges  were 
made  and  were  reiterated  so  often  was 
amply  sufficient  ground  for  demanding^ 
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a  fall  and  searching  inquiry.  In  con- 
clusion, he  implored  the  House  to  re- 
member that  in  neglecting  the  interests 
of  India,  and  in  ignoring  the  just  wants 
and  aspirations  of  her  people,  we  were 
not  only  neglecting  our  duty  to  the 
teeming  millions  of  India,  but  we  were 
also  wronging  the  working  classes  of 
this  country.  It  had  been  well  pointed 
out  that  a  very  large  percentage  of  the 
English  working  classes  depended  en- 
tirely for  their  subsistence  on  the  trade 
with  India ;  and  he  (Sir  Boper  Leth- 
bridge)  was  very  certain  that  the  whole 
of  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
would  receive  a  yery  great  injury  alike 
to  their  work  and  wages  by  any  injury 
done  to  our  connection  with  India. 

Thb  UNDER  SECEETARYoF  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Qorst)  (Chatham) 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for   North    Kensington    (Sir 
Hoper  Lethbridge)   would  consider  it 
disrespectful  of  him  if  he  declined  at 
that  extremely  late  period  of  the  evening 
to  follow  him  into  the  many  topics  which 
he  had  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House.    No  doubt,  many  of  the 
subjects  which  he  had  enumerated  might 
be  very  advantageously  discussed  in  the 
House  at  a  convenient  season.     He  was 
rejoiced  to  find  that  there  was  a  healthy 
public  opinion  springing  up  in  India  on 
those  subjects,  and  that  the  Government 
of  India  was  subjected  to  a  full  and 
efficient  criticism  of  its  administration 
of  that  Empire.     On  the  whole,  how- 
ever, it  might  be  best  if  the  Government 
were    to  reserve  its  opinion  on  these 
matters  until   they  were  formally  and 
properly  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  when  some  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  might  be- 
come necessary.     He  would,  therefore, 
confine  himself  in  the  remarks  he  in- 
tended to  make  almost  exclusively  to  the 
case  made  out  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment.    They  were  entitled 
to  an  official  answer  to  the  allegations 
made,  and  though  he  must  endeavour 
to  make  that  official  answer  as  brief  and 
as  concise  as  he  could,  he  would,  at  the 
same  time,  endeavour  to  meet  fully  the 
various  statements  made.    He  under- 
stood the  complaints  of  the  Mover  of 
tlie  Amendment  against  the  administra- 
tion of  India  to  be  practically  three — 

( 1 )  the  deficit  in  the  Bevenues  of  India ; 

(2)  the  particular  mode  in  which  the 
Q-ovemment  of  India  were  going  to  meet 


that  deficit ;  and  (3)  a  general  complaint 
of  a  want  of  regard  for  the  wishes  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  called  the  people 
of  India,  and  a  demand  for  the  nil- 
filment  of  the  pledges  which  had 
been  given  by  the  Government  for  a 
Parliamentary  inquiry.  In  regard  to 
the  deficit,  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  extremely 
important  fact — that  the  deficit  was 
caused  by  a  concurrence  of  circumstances 
over  which  the  present  Government  had 
had  no  control  whatever,  and  most  of 
which  had  been  entirely  independent  of 
any  action  on  the  part  of  any  Govern- 
ment that  had  preceded  the  present  one. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  a  combination  of 
those  financial  misfortunes  which  had 
fallen  upon  the  Government  of  India, 
there  would  be  no  deficit  of  which  to 
complain.  The  first  cause  of  the  deficit 
was,  no  doubt,  the  expenditure  in  Upper 
Burmah.  He  would  not  attempt  to 
defend  the  policy  of  the  annexation  of 
Upper  Burmah.  It  was  a  policy  for 
which  the  present  Government  were  not 
responsible ;  but  it  was  a  policy  which 
had  been  approved  by  the  two  preceding 
Governments,  and  on  more  than  one 
occasion  by  more  than  one  House  of 
Oommons.  One  fact  connected  with  the 
annexation  of  Upper  Burmah  he  had 
frankly  admitted,  and  that  was  that  a 
very  insufficient  estimate  was  originally 
made  of  the  expenditure  which  this 
annexation  would,  in  the  course  of  the 
next  few  years,  cause.  But  the  present 
Government,  after  a  review  of  the  whole 
policy  of  that  annexation,  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  it  was  prudent  and 
necessary,  and  that,  even  if  the  full  cost 
which  would  be  incurred  during  this 
and  the  next  few  years  had  been  known 
to  those  by  whom  that  policy  was 
initiated,  they  would  have  been  justified 
in  the  annexation.  Though  he  frankly 
admitted  that  the  charges  in  the 
last  two  years  and  in  the  present 
year  were  much  greater  than  was  ex- 
pected, he  must  not  be  understood  to 
be  giving  up  the  estimate  which  the 
Government  of  India  had  made  of  the 
ultimate  results  of  that  annexation. 
There  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that  ulti- 
mately the  Eevenue  of  Upper  Burmah 
would  repay  all  that  had  been  spent  on 
that  country,  and  that,  so  far  from 
being  a  burden,  it  might  become  one 
of  the  most  valuable  Provinces  of  our 
Indian  Empire.    The  next  cause  which 
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bad  produced  the  present  deficit  was  the 
increased  Army  charges.  For  those  in- 
creased charges  the  present  Government 
was  not  responsible.  They  were  the 
result  of  a  policy  which  had  been  long 
pursued  by  successive  Governments  of 
this  country  and  by  successive  Viceroys 
of  India.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Sir  William  Flowden)  had 
found  mult  with  the  administration  of 
India  because  economies  had  not  been 
made  in  the  Army  expenditure.  But 
he  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  economies  had  been  made  in  the 
Army  expenditure  and  administration 
of  India.  If  it  had  not  been  for  those 
economies  the  increase  of  Army  expen- 
diture would  have  been  much  greater 
than  it  actually  was.  The  expenditure 
had  increased,  as  a  whole,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  additions  which  it  had 
been  thought  necessary  to  make  to  the 
numerical  strength  of  the  Army,  and  in 
consequence  of  certain  improvements 
which  had  been  effected  in  the  Native 
regiments.  The  increase  shown  in  Sir 
Auckland  Oolvin's  estimate  was  in  1 886-7 
Bx.  1,126,900,  whereas,  owing  to  the 
eoonomies,  a  reduction  was  made  in 
other  parts  of  that  expenditure,  so  that 
the  actual  increase  of  expenditure  in 
1886-7  was  only  Ex.465,200,  showing 
that  a  very  considerable  saving  would 
have  been  effected  in  the  total  military 
expenditure  had  it  not  been  for  the  neces- 
sary increase  of  the  Army.  He  did  not 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  or  any  of 
those  who  complained  of  the  increased 
expenditure,  would  challenge  the  policy 
which  led  to  that  increased  expenditure. 
Would  they  say  that  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  the  Government  of  India  to  make  the 
people  of  India  secure  from  the  danger 
and  disaster  of  foreign  invasion  ?  He 
thought  that  at  a  time  when  the  inde- 
pendent Ohiefs  of  India  were  coming 
forward  and  voluntarily  offering  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  defence  of  the  North- West 
Frontier,  it  certainly  would  be  inoppor- 
tune if  the  British  Government  were 
either  to  reduce  their  military  expendi- 
ture or  to  abandon  a  policy  which  was 
deliberately  adopted  by  previous  Go- 
vernments, not  for  the  purpose  of  aggres- 
sion, but  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
North- West  Frontier  secure  against  in- 
vasion. Then  a  third  cause  which  had 
co-operated  in  producing  this  deficit  was 
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the  falling-off  in  the  opium  revenue. 
That  was  a  cause  which  the  Government 
of  India  was  absolutely  impotent  to  pre- 
vent.   It  had  been  the  result  of  the 
general  Imperial  policy  of  this  country. 
It  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hoxu 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir 
Bichard  Temple)  that  it  was  the  direct 
result  of  the  Ohefoo  Convention  with 
Ohina.    In  the  last  few  years  the  price 
of  Indian  opium  had  fallen  consider- 
ably, and  the  loss  thereby  occasioneid 
— which  fell  exclusively  upon  the  In- 
dian Bevenue — had  amounted  to  about 
Bx.l, 500,000.     The   next  reason   was 
the    falling-off   in    the  amount  of  the 
railway      receipts,     which,     although 
showing   a   great  increase    over  those 
of   three  years  ago,  had  fallen  below 
the    Budget   Estimate   by,    in    round 
numbers,     Bx.550,000.      There    need, 
however,  be  no  real  apprehension  about 
the  future  receipts  of  Indian  railways, 
or  their  profitable  working.    But  all  the 
various  financial  misfortunes  which  had 
befallen  India  would  have  been  power- 
less to  produce  the  present  result,  had  it 
not    been   for    the    fall  in  exchange. 
Neither  the  present  nor  any  Gt>vem- 
ment  could  be  blamed  for  the  fall  in  ex- 
change.   The  fall  in  the  value  of  silver 
was  a  phenomenon  which  no  one  had 
ever    expected    would    occur.      Since 
1883-4,  when  there  was  a  surplus,  the 
exchange  had  become  worse  year  by 
year.    In  1885  the  charge  was  greater 
than  in  1883-4    by    Bx.l, 840,000;    in 
1886,  by   Bx.2, 197,000;    in    1887,  by 
Bx.2,289,000;    and  in   1889  the    esti- 
mated increase  was  Bx.  2, 989, 000,  or, 
in  round  numbers,  Bx.d,000,000.     That 
was  a  dead   loss  for  which    the    Oo- 
vernment    was    not    responsible,    and 
which  alone  would  amply  account  for 
the  present    unfortunate    position     of 
Indian  finance.      He    hoped    he    had 
said    enough   to   convince  the    Honse 
that  the  present  Gt>vemment — he  would 
go  as  far  as  to  say  the  Government 
which  preceded  them — was  not  respon- 
sible for  the  deficit  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complained.    To  put  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  clearly  before 
the  House,  he  must  point  out  that  these 
recurring  deficits  which  were  complained 
of  were  not  really  any  cause  of  anxiety 
with  reference  to  the  finances  of  India. 
He  did  not  wish,  however,  to  disg'aise 
the  fact  that  in  the  present  financial 
year  their  position  was  not  very  satis- 
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tory.  After  the  obseryations  which 
had  been  made  as  to  the  oustomary 
optimism  of  officials  at  that  Table,  he 
would  state  the  facts  about  this  matter 
that  hon.  Members  might  judge  them 
for  themselves.  During  the  last  13 
years  there  had  been  six  years  of  sur- 
plus, showing  altogether  a  surplus  of 
Bx.  10, 123, 1 18.  During  the  same  period 
there  had  been  seven  years  of  aeficit, 
showing  a  total  deficit  of  Ex.  18,993,675. 
So  that  during  the  last  13  years  the 
deficits  had  amounted  to  Bx. 8, 870,557, 
or  a  little  more  than  the  fi^^ures  given 
by  the  hon.  Member.  But  in  consider- 
ing that  deficit  it  should  be  remem- 
bered what  exceptional  charges  had 
been  paid  by  the  Indian  Government 
out  of  revenue  during  that  period.  In 
the  first  place,  £x.  15, 338, 960  had  been 
paid  out  of  revenue  for  military  opera- 
tions. Then  they  had  paid  for  famine 
relief  and  famine  insurance  no  less  a 
sum  than  Bx.  1 6, 589, 055 .  Of  that  sum 
Bx.8,664,463  had  been  spent  in  actual 
relief  of  famine,  and  Bx.4,259,747  in 
construction  of  protective  works,  and 
!Rx.3,664,845  in  reduction  of  debt.  It 
was  not  correct,  therefore,  to  say  that 
during  the  period  of  prosperity  no  pro- 
vision had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  against  famine.  Provi- 
sion had  been  made  by  the  Government 
in  the  shape  of  insurance  against  famine, 
BO  long  as  it  did  not  involve  additional 
taxation  to  do  so.  It  was  only  last  year 
that  the  Government  found  it  impossible 
to  make  such  insurance  without  laying 
additional  taxation  on  the  people—an 
expedient  they  would  not  have  recourse 
to.  The  Government  had  constructed 
out  of  revenue  further  railways  to  the 
amount  of  Ex.  6,582,744.  On  special  de- 
fence works  they  had  spent  Bx.  1 ,045, 200. 
They  had  also  spentasum  of  Bx.l, 140,000 
in  converting  the  Eour  per  Gent  India 
Stock  into  Three- and- aHalf  per  Gent — 
an  operation  performed  last  year  under 
the  authority  of  the  House,  and  the 
efifeot  of  which  would  be  a  great  and 
permanent  saving  to  the  Bevenue  of 
India.  The  total  sum  which  they  had 
thus  spent  was  Bx.40, 695,959 ;  and  but 
for  this  exceptional  expenditure  made 
out  of  revenue,  the  13  years,  instead  of 
showing  a  deficit,  would  have  shown  a 
surplus  of  Bx.31, 825,402.  That  was  a 
very  good  account.  But  that  was  not 
all.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  alteration 
in  the  rate  of  exchange  these  figures 


would  have  been  enormously  increased. 
In  1875-6,  before  the  fall  in  the  value 
of  the  rupee  began  to  take  place,  the  net 
charge  for  exchange  on  expenditure  in 
England  was  Bx.1,434,486.  In  1887-8  it 
was  estimated  at  Bx.5,779,400.  If  the 
exchange  had  remained  at  the  same  rate 
as  it  was  in  1875-6,  the  charge  on  the 
revenue  during  the  remaining  ]  2  years 
would  have  been  less  by  Bx.23,301,608, 
and  the  net  deficit  of  Bx. 8, 870,557 
would  have  been  converted  into  a  net 
surplus  of  Bx.l4,4dl,051.  Then,  a^ain, 
if  they  reckoned  the  normal  expenditure 
and  excluded  the  extraordinary  fall  in 
exchange  and  the  exceptional  oxpendi* 
ture  of  Bx.40, 695, 959,  the  surplus  of 
the  13  years  would  have  been 
Bx.55, 127,010.  These  were  hard  figures, 
and  he  thought  that  the  consideration  of 
them  showed  that  we  had  no  right  to 
complain  of  our  financial  position  in 
India.  There  was  one  thing  more  which 
he  wished  to  refer  to,  and  that  was  the 
debt.  During  the  13  years  of  which  so 
much  complaint  had  been  made,  the 
ordinary  debt  of  the  Government  of 
India  had  been  enormously  reduced. 
He  said  the  ordinary  debt,  because  the 
debt  might  be  divided  into  two  parts — 
one,  the  debt  for  military  expenditure, 
famine,  and  the  other  purposes  for  which 
all  civilized  Governments  incurred  debt ; 
the  other,  the  productive  debt,  which  was 
incurred  for  railways  and  public  works, 
which  was  not,  properly  speaking,  a 
burden  to  the  State  at  all,  but  which  was 
invested  at  a  profit  so  as  to  assist  the 
revenue.  Although  the  whole  debt  of 
India  had  increased  enormously,  that 
part  which  was  not  profitably  invested 
had  greatly  decreased.  In  1875-6  the 
ordinary  debt  was  Bx.l 02, 224,000,  and 
the  productive  debt  was  Bx.  16,223,000. 
In  1887  the  ordinary  debt  had  fallen  to 
Bx.74,888,000,  and  the  public  worksdebt 
had  increased  to  Bx.l 02, 06 1,000,  so  that 
the  reduction  of  the  ordinary  debt  for  the 
1 3  years  was  Bx.27,336,000.  The  cause 
of  the  burden  of  debt  to  a  country  was 
the  interest  it  had  to  pay.  For  her 
ordinary  debt  India  used  to  pay 
Bx.4,442,300  in  1875-6;  in  1887-8  she 
paid  Bx.4,025,100,  making  a  reduction 
of  Bx.4 17,200  for  the  charge  of  the 
ordinary  debt.  For  public  works  in 
1875-6  the  charge  was  Bx.973,100;  in 
1887-8  it  grew  to  Bx.4,343,300,  or  an 
increase  in  the  charge  for  the  productive 
debt  of   Bx.3,370,200.      The  result  of 
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the  inyestment  of  this  large  sum  in 
public  works  was  that  for  the  rail- 
ways the  net  charge  in  1875-6  was 
Ez.l, 558,760,  and  in  1887-8  it  was 
Bx.l, 589,400,  showing  an  increase  of 
Bz.d0,640.  But  had  it  not  been 
for  exchange,  on  which  there  was 
an  increase  of  Ex.1, 485,800,  the  rail- 
way account  would  have  shown  an  im- 
provement of  Ex.  1,455,200.  For  irri« 
gation  the  net  charge  in  1875-6  was 
Ex.1, 147,000 ;  in  1887-8  it  was 
Sx.75d,300,  showing  an  improyement 
of  Ex.393,700.  Thus,  interest  on 
ordinary  debt  gaye  an  improyement  of 
Ex.41 7, 200,  the  result  of  irrigation  gave 
Ex.d9d,700— total,  Ex.810,900,  against 
which  were  to  be  set  railways  worse 
by  Ex.  30, 600,  leaving  a  net  improve- 
ment of  Ex.780,300.  It  appeared, 
then,  that  there  was  a  relief  in  the 
burden  of  the  debt  of  India  of 
Ex.3,000,000  if  exchange  was  omitted. 
Therefore,  though  there  was  an  un- 
happy deficit  in  the  revenue  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  the  gloomy  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  were  not  borne 
out  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  It  was  said 
that  one  of  the  expedients  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  meeting  the  deficit  was  the  ex- 
haustion of  the  Famine  Fund.  As  the 
House  knew,  it  was  determined  some 

?ear8  ago  that  out  of  the  Eevenue  of 
ndia  the  Government  should  set  aside 
£1,500,000  as  a  kind  of  insurance 
fund  against  famine.  But  railways 
were  calculated  to  prevent  famine  and 
pay  off  the  debt.  The  provision  made  for 
the  Famine  Fund  was  an  extremely  wise 
one ;  but  would  the  hon.  Member  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  the  Government  of 
India  should  raise  this  £1,500,000 
by  putting  on  additional  taxation? 
The  hon.  Member  found  fault  with  the 
Salt  Tax,  and  he  said  the  only  alter- 
native to  that  tax  would  be  an  import 
duty  on  manufactured  goods.  He 
doubted  whether  the  House  would  be 
disposed  to  agree  to  an  import  duty  on 
manufactured  goods.  That  would  cer- 
tainly be  an  expedient  which  could  only 
be  resorted  to  in  the  last  extremity,  and 
one  which  he  did  not  anticipate  that 
the  state  of  the  Eevenues  of  India  would 
ever  render  necessary.  The  Salt  Tax 
had  been  the  subject  of  a  good  deal  of 
what  he  might  term  ignorant  opposi- 
tion. It  was  to  be  noted  that  the 
Vernacular  Press,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  brought  forward  this 

Sir  Ji>hn  Gont 


subject  regarded  as  expressing  the  voice 
of  the  people  of  India,  was,  on  the  whole, 
in  favour  of  this  proposal  to  raise  the 
Salt  Tax.  It  had  struck  him  that 
possibly  an  explanation  of  this  might 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  editors  and 
proprietors  of  the  Vernacular  Frees  be- 
longed to  the  educated  class,  who  re- 
cognized that  the  only  alternative  to  the 
increase  of  the  Salt  Tax  was  an  increase 
in  the  Income  Tax.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  present  proposal  was 
only  to  restore  the  tax  to  the  figure  which 
existed  prior  to  March,  1882,  when  it  was 
two  and  a-half  rupees  throughout  India, 
having  in  some  Provinces  been  higher 
than  that  previously.  It  was  reduced 
to  two  rupees  in  March,  1882,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  who 
was  a  Member  of  Council  when  that 
was  done,  had  given  an  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  that  re- 
duction took  place.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
in  his  Financial  Statement  in  1882,  gave 
the  following  important  explanation, 
which  he  should  like  to  read  to  the 
House.    He  said — 

*<Iii  answering,  therefore,  the  qaestion  of 
how  far  we  may  safely  take  off  taxes  in  re- 
liance on  the  opium  revenne,  a  great  deal  de- 
pends on  the  nature  of  the  tax  we  take  off.  If 
we  ahandon  a  source  of  revenue  which  inyolvea 
a  permanent  and  absolute  loss  of  money,  and 
wluch,  moreover,  from  whatsoever  reason,  it 
would  he  difficult,  in  the  event  of  the  opium  re- 
venue failing,  to  restore  to  its  former  position, 
then  the  course  would  be  open  to  great  ob- 
jection. If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  reduce 
a  duty  with  a  fair  hope  that  the  reduction  will 
increase  consumption,  and  thus,  after  a  whUe, 
recoup  us  for  any  loss,  and  if,  moreover,  the 
duty  can,  without  any  great  fisod  disturbance, 
be  re-imposed  in  the  event  of  the  opium  revenue 
falling  off,  then  the  reduction  of  tiucation  would 
be  unobjectionable.  The  Salt  Duty  falls  within 
the  latter  of  these  two  categories.  I  have  said 
that,  by  reducing  the  Salt  Duty,  the  geneonl 
financial  position  will  be  strengthened.  We 
hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  maintain  the 
duty  at  two  rupees  a  maund,  and  we  have  at 
present  no  reason  to  suppose  that  we  shall  be 
unable  to  do  so.  fiy  a  return  to  a  higher  rate 
we  should,  of  course,  to  some  extent  at  all 
events,  sacrifice  the  main  object  we  have  in 
view — namely,  to  afford  some  relief  from  taxa- 
tion to  the  poorest  classes.  At  the  same  time, 
I  should  observe  that  if  any  unforeseen  cinmm- 
stance,  such  as  a  heavy  fall  in  the  value  of 
silver,  takes  place,  and  if,  at  the  same  time,  the 
reduction  in  the  Salt  Duty  does  not  result  in 
any  considerable  increase  in  the  consumption 
of  salt,  it  would  be  open  to  us  to  return  tempo- 
rarily to  a  higher  rate.  This  is  an  expedient 
to  which  the  Government  would  have  recourse 
with  great  reluctance.  I  allude,  howover,  to 
the  possibility  of  its  adoption,  for  it  is  clear 
that^  should  an  emergency  arise  of  a  nature  to 
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diminiBh  onr  other  sources  of  revenue  or  to  in- 
crease our  expenditure,  we  shall  be  in  a  better 
position  to  meet  it  if  the  Salt  Duty  is  two  ru- 
pees a  maund  than  if  it  were  levied  at  a  higher 
rate." 

It  was  olear,  therefore,  that  had  Sir 
Eyeljn  Baring  foreseen  that  there  would 
be  not  only  a  heavy  fall  in  silver,  but  also 
that  the  opium  revenue,  in  reliance  upon 
which  the  Salt  Tax  had  been  diminished, 
would  itself  fall  off,  he  would  have 
agreed  in  the  expediency  of  a  temporary 
rise  in  the  Salt  Tax.  It  must  not  be 
supposed  that  he  (Sir  John  Qorst)  ap- 
peared as  an  enthusiastic  defender  of  the 
Salt  Tax.  That  tax  had  been  increased 
by  the  Government  of  India  as  the  only 
expedient  to  meet  the  difficulties  of  the 
moment,  with  the  assent  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  on  the  unanimous  advice 
of  his  Oouncil.  At  the  same  time,  it  had 
been  increased  with  the  greatest  re- 
luctance. The  Secretary  of  State  was 
fully  conscious  of  the  necessity  of 
strengthening  the  position  and  powers 
of  the  Finance  Department,  and  long 
before  it  was  decided  to  increase 
the  tax  on  salt  steps  had  been  taken 
to  bring  the  whole  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  of 
India  with  a  view  to  strengthening 
the  control  over  the  finances.  It  was 
right,  he  thought,  that  an  exaggerated 
view  of  this  increase  of  taxation  should 
not  be  allowed  to  get  current,  and  it 
should  not  be  supposed  that  a  tax  had 
been  imposed  that  would  grind  the  in- 
habitants of  India  to  the  dust.  The  in- 
crease in  the  tax  was  equal  to  about  one- 
eighth  of  Id.  per  lb.,  and  as  the  average 
consumption  per  head  was  about  lOlb.  in 
the  year,  it  really  came  to  a  tax  of  about 
lid.  per  head  in  the  year.  It  might  be 
a  tax  one  would  gladly  abolish ;  but  it 
was  one  that  could  safely  be  adopted  as 
a  temporary  expedient  without  being 
condemned  in  the  strong  language  which 
some  of  those  who  were  little  acquainted 
with  the  difficulties  of  the  Government 
of  India  made  use  of.  There  remaiaed 
only  one  other  point,  and  that  was 
the  question  of  an  inquiry  into 
the  Administration  of  India.  The 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, in  describing  what  he  wanted, 
aeemed  to  him  to  describe  almost  exactly 
the  Public  Service  Oommission  of  last 
year.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
^Kensington  ^was  pleased  to  find  great 
fault  with  that  Oommission.    That  Com . 


mission  consisted  of  six  Covenanted  ser- 
vants, one  Uncovenanted,  six  Natives,  of 
whom  one  was  a  Judge  of  the  High 
Court,  and  three  independent  persons. 
That  seemed  to  him  a  Commission  which 
really  answered  the  description  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  gave  of 
what  he  required.  That  Commission 
sat  in  all  the  principal  parts  of  India 
and  heard  evidence,  and  their  Beport 
had  just  been  presented  and  would  be 
immediately  considered  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council.  In  these  circum- 
stances he,  of  course,  could  not  as  yet 
express  any  opinion  upon  the  contents 
of  the  Beport.  Whether  it  would  be 
expedient  to  have  any  inquiry  in  this 
country  was  a  matter  for  consideration. 
Instead  of  neglecting  the  wishes  of  India, 
the  Government  had  been  taking  the 
best  steps  to  arrive  at  a  knowledge  of 
the  wishes  of  the  people.  The  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  appeared  to  think 
that  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
two  years  ago  a  promise  was  made  to 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  India.  This,  how- 
ever, was  an  error  on  the  hon.  Member's 
part,  for  the  Speech  contained  no  such 
promise.  It  was  true  that  the  late 
Government  proposed  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee, and  when  they  came  into  Office 
the  present  Government  would  have 
been  quite  willing  to  carry  the  proposal 
into  execution.  But  just  before  the  late 
Government  left  Office  they  ordered  the 
appointment  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, and  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  felt  that  while  a  Commission  of 
that  kind  was  sitting  it  would  be  idle  to 
ask  a  Boyal  Commission  or  a  Committee 
in  this  country  to  inquire  simultaneously 
into  Indian  affairs.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  would 
not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
Even  if  the  Amendment  were  carried 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  India 
would  not  in  any  way  be  furthered,  and 
the  vote  would  not  be  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  the  present  Government,  but  upon 
the  last  and  last  but  one. 

SiK  UGHTBED  KA^Y-SHtTTTLE- 
WOBTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
hon.  Members  need  not  be  afraid  that 
at  that  late  hour  of  the  night  (1  o'clock) 
he  should  trouble  them  with  many  ob- 
servations. But  ono  or  two  points  had 
been  raised  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
in  respect  to  which  he  felt  bound  to  say 
a  word  or  two.    Perhaps,  he  might  in 
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the  first  place,  be  allowed  to  say  that 
he  thought  the  House  felt  thankful  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman   the   Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  for  the  spirit 
in  which  he  had  addressed  himself  to 
the    subject  of  his  Amendment.     He 
sympathized    strongly  with    the   spirit 
which  animated  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  and  he  was  sure  many  Members 
of  the  House  would  feel  that  it  was  well 
for  the  future  of  India  that  the  griev- 
ances   and    complaints  of  certain  sec- 
tions of  the  Native  population  of  India 
should    find    kindly    and    sympathetic 
expression    from    such     Members    of 
the  House  as    the  late  Mr.    Fawcett, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member   for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman    the   Member   for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Slagg).     The  House  would  always 
listen  with  attention  to  such  advocates 
of  the  feelings  of  any  section  of  the 
Native  population  of  India.    After  the 
debate   of  that '  night  it  must  be  quite 
evident  to  the  millions  of  our  fellow-sub- 
jects in  India  that  there  was  no  fear  that 
that  House  or  this  country  would  ever 
regard  India  merely  as  a  mine  of  wealth, 
or  merely  as  a  source  of  trade  and  pro- 
fit to  England.    He  might  also  con- 
gratulate his  hon.  Friend  on  the  inte- 
resting statement  he  had  elicited  from 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  John  Gorst);    but  he  hoped  that 
after  the  debate  and  after  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  divide 
the  House.    He  (Sir    Ughtred    Kay- 
Shuttle  worth)  did  not  intend  to  dwell 
long  upon  the  question  of  the  deficit  and 
the  Salt  Tax.    The  House  would  have 
observed    that    the    Under    Secretary 
guarded  veiy  carefully  what   he  said 
about   the    Salt   Tax.      He  had    told 
them   that  the    Government    did    not 
regard  the  Salt  Tax  with  enthusiasm. 
He   (Sir    Ughtred    Kay-Shuttleworth) 
was  cot  surprised  at  that  statement. 
But  he  doubted  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  yet  in  possession  of  all  the 
views  of  the  Government  of  India  for 
raising  the  Salt  Tax,  or  of  the  views  of 
the  Natives  on  the  subject.     When  the 
time  came  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Indian  Budget  they  would  have  very 
much  fuller  information,  audit  would  be 
much  more  useful  to  take  a  discussion  on 
the  question  at  that  time.    At  the  present 
moment,  in  the  absence  of  full  informa- 
tion, it  would  not   be  proper  for  the 
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House  to  agree  to  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  which  might  be  read  in  India 
as  a  condemnation  of  the  policy  of  the 
present  Viceroy,  Lord  Dufferin.    Lord 
DuSerin  had  great  claims  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House — every  Viceroy 
had  such  claims ;   but  he  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth)   urged    the    special 
claims  of  Lord  Dufferin  as  an  able  and 
popular  Viceroy  of  India,  and  one  who 
had  served  his  country  with  great  dis- 
tinction in  various  parts  of  the  world. 
He  would  not  go  through  the  various 
causes  of  the  deficit  which  had   been 
stated    by    the    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Evesham  Division  of  Worcester- 
shire (Sir  Bichard  Temple) ;  but  there 
was  one  point  which  was  referred  to  by 
the  Under    Secretary    for    India    (Sir 
John  Gorst)  to  which  he  must  allude. 
Amongst  the  causes  of  the  deficits,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  the  increase  of 
the  Army  charges,  and  said  that  succes- 
sive Governments  were  responsible.    He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  that  was  a  fair 
statement;  because  he  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  late  Government,  whose 
views    it     might    be    supposed     that 
he    (Sir    Ughtred    Kay-Shuttleworth) 
in  some  measure  represented,  were  in 
any  degree  responsible  for  the  large  in- 
crease in  the  Army  charges.    The  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Kim- 
berley)  more  than  doubted  the   expe- 
diency of  the  action  of  his  Predecessor 
in  augmenting  the  European  Forces  in 
India  to  the  large  number  of  70,000 
men ;  therefore,  he  must  utter  one  word 
of  protest  against  any  attempt  to  make 
all  Governments  responsible  for  the  in- 
crease   in    the    Anny  charges.      The 
noble    Lord    the    Member  for    South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
was  mainly,   perhaps    wholly,    respon- 
sible   for    the  increase  of  the    Army 
charges.      He  would  pass  on  to    say 
one   word  about    the     Salt    Tax.     As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  onu9  proband*  of 
justifying  any  increase  of  the  Salt  Tax 
rested  with  the  Government  of  India. 
He  said  this,  for  the  reason  that  it  had 
always  been  the  recognized  policy  of 
the  Government  of  India  to  regard  the 
increase  of  the  Salt  Tax  as  a  reserve  for 
great  emergencies.     The  hon.   Gentle- 
man opposite  had  quoted  the  words  of 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  which  pointed  to  the 
possibility  of  recourse  to  the  Salt  Tax 
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in  oase  of  a  diminution  of  the  opium 
revenue,  and  in  oaee  of  a  largely  in- 
creased charge  in  respect  of  exchange ; 
but  he  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle  worth) 
reminded  the  House  that  it  had  been  held 
by  the  Q-overnment  of  India  in  times  past 
that  besides  an  increase  of  the  Salt  Tax 
there  was  no  other  financial  recourse  for 
great  emergencies  except  loans.  It  was  a 
very  serious  step,  in  times  of  peace,  to 
haye  recourse  to  an  increase  of  the  Salt 
Tax,  which  had  always  been  regarded 
as  a  reserve  to  which  the  Government 
might  have  recourse  in  case  of  great 
emergency — in  case  of  war  or  famine. 
Therefore,  he  joined  in  the  regret  ex- 

gressed  by    his  hon.   Friend    (Mr.   S. 
mith)  in  respect  to  the  increase  of  the 
Salt  Tax,  although  he  would    not    go 
60    far   as    to    vote  for   the    Amend- 
ment, which  seemed  to  condemn,  with- 
out full  information,  a  step  taken  by 
the    Government    of    Lord    Dufferin. 
In    regard    to  the  proposal    to    insti- 
tute  an    inquiry,   he  noticed  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Gorst),   al- 
though he  had  before  him  the  Eeport 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission — and 
there  he  had  an  advantage  over  the 
House  generally — guarded  himself  from 
promising    on    behalf   of    the  present 
Gt>vemment  to  have  an    inquiry    like 
that  which  was  proposed  by  the  late 
Government  and  its  predecessor.     He 
did  not  know  that  he  was  called  upon 
at  that  idoment  to  express  any  opinion 
upon  that  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
present  Government ;  but  he  would  say 
that  if  there  was  to  be  an  inquiry,  he 
aympathized  with  the  objections  which 
were  urged  against  a  Commission   as 
compared  with  a  Parliamentary  inquiry. 
All  the  precedents  were  in  favour  of  a 
Parliamentary  inquiry.  All  the  inquiries 
which  had  been  held  at  the  successive 
epochs,  when  the  Charter  to  the  East 
India  Company  was  renewed,  were  Par- 
liamentary inquiries.     It  was  a  ques- 
tion, not  of  inquiry  into  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, which  had  already  been  inquired 
into  by  the  Commission  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made,  but  an  inquiry 
into  other  large  parts  of  the  subject. 
It  was  a  question  of  inquiry  into    the 
machinery  of  government.    That  was  a 
Parliamentary    question,    and    it    did 
seem  to  him  that  such  an  inquiry  should 
be  held  here  in  Parliament.  He  observed 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Kensington  (Sir  Boper  Leth- 


bridge)  condemned  the  proposals  which 
had  been  submitted  to  the  House  in  the 
past — he  supposed  the  proposal  he  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  had  to  sub- 
mit two  years  ago  was  included  in  the 
condemnation — as  proposals  forinquiries 
by  present  and  past  officials  only.  [Sir 
BoFsa  liETHBRtDGB :  Chiefly.]  That 
was  a  very  different  allegation,  but  he 
was  not  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  correct  even  there,  because  he 
had  before  him  the  Notice  which  he 
gave  in  the  House.  From  that  Notice 
he  found  that  the  part  of  the  Joint 
Committee  nominated  by  the  House  of 
Commons  was  to  consist  of  16  Members, 
seven  or  eight  of  whom  were  not  official 
Members,  eight  of  whom  never  held  office 
in  India,  and  seven  of  whom  never  held 
office  at  all.  Therefore  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  was  misleading,  so  far 
as  the  proposal  he  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  had  intended  to  make  if 
he  had  had  an  opportunity.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
that  he  and  many  of  those  who  had  re- 
sponsibilities in  the  late  Government 
sympathized  with  the  general  spirit  of 
the  Amendment,  but  they  could  not 
support  it,  because  it  might  appear  to 
reflect  upon  the  present  Viceroy  of 
India,  and  upon  the  Government  of 
India,  and  might  be  taken  to  condemn 
the  policy  of  the  Viceroy  and  his 
Government.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  divide  the 
House,  but  be  content  with  the  interest- 
ing debate  he  had  raised,  and  the  inte- 
resting statement  he  had  elicited  from 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
Sm  KOBKRT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  that  while  sympathizing  with  the 
object  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  had  in  view  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  for  the  reasons 
which  had  been  already  mentioned.  It 
seamed  to  him  that  the  Amendment,  as 
it  stood  on  the  Paper,  would  be  regarded 
as  a  censure  upon  that  illustrious  man, 
Lord  Dufferin,  a  man  to  whom,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  had  said,  this  country  was 
very  deeply  indebted.  He  rose  simply  to 
express  the  earnest  hope  that  though 
the  Government  of  India  found  it  neces- 
sary to  raise  the  tax  on  salt,  the  next 
Viceroy,  Lord  Lansdowne,  and  his 
Government,  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  reducing  the  impost. 
The  Salt  Tax  was  a  tax  on  the  food  of 
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the  people.  It  was  a  tax  which  weighed 
heavily  on  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
population.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  (Sir  John  Qorst) 
said  that  the  extra  tax  only  amounted 
to  l^d,  yer  head;  but  l^d.  was  a  large 
amount  for  some  of  the  people  to  pay. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  Government 
would  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
reducing  the  tax  to  its  former  level  of 
two  rupees. 

Mb.  S.  smith  said,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
must  express  his  gratification  at  the  de- 
bate. He  also  begged  to  thank  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  for  the  courtesy  of  his  reply, 
though  he  wished  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  gone  a  little  further  and  had 
granted  a  Oommittee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Dr. 
Cameron j) — put,  and  agreed  to, 

Debate/Mr/^  adjourned  iSl  To-morrow. 
MOTIONS. 

SUPREME    COURT    OF     JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVB.      FIRST  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act 
(Ireland),  1877,  so  far  as  relates  to  certain 
Judges,  and  to  the  office  of  the  Accountant 
General ;  and  for  other  purposes  connected  there- 
with.'*—(ITr.  A.  /.  Balfour.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  should 
make  some  statement  in  oonnection  with 
this  measure.  In  his  opinion,  if  this 
was  the  measure  of  last  year,  it  would 
fall  entirely  short  of  what  was  required. 
He  submitted  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden),  who,  he  knew,  understood  the 
matter,  that  some  of  the  Judges  might 
well  be  employed  in  settling  law  points 
in  connection  with  land  cases.  They 
had  three  and  sometimes  four  Judges 
sitting  on  motions;  but  if  a  man  was 
going  to  be  tried  for  his  life  there  was 
only  one  Judge.  It  was  easy  to  state 
a  case  in  which,  under  present  circum- 
stances, the  settlement  of  a  law  point  was 
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delayed  for  years.  There  were  four 
Judges  each  receiying  £3,500  a-year, 
sitting,  as  he  had  said,  on  motions.  He 
submitted  that  where  they  had  a  great 
run  of  land  cases  the  Gt>Temment 
ought  to  divert  some  of  the  strength  of 
the  Judicial  Bench  to  enable  law  points 
to  be  decided  summarily.  While  he 
was  in  favour,  to  some  extent,  of  some 
of  the  reform  which  he  gatherod  was  to 
be  effected  by  the  Bill,  he  considered 
there  was  sufficient  judicial  work  in 
oonnection  with  land  cases  at  the  pre- 
sent time — it  might  only  be  of  a  tempo* 
rary  character — to  employ  the  Judges,  if 
the  strength  of  the  Bench  was  properly 
divided.  The  Irish  Land  Commission 
sat  in  Dublin  only  two  days  a-week, 
sometimes  only  two  days  a  fortnight, 
and  then  they  went  off  to  the  counties. 
At  such  times  there  were  no  means  of 
having  law  points  in  land  cases  deoided, 
because  the  Commissioners  were  away  in 
the  country.  When  they  had  a  large 
judicial  staff  it  might  be  so  arrangid 
that  some  of  the  Judges  should  be  em- 
ployed in  deciding  preliminary  law 
points.  Of  course,  the  Judges  knew  no 
more  about  the  value  of  bmd  than  the 
majority  of  people,  but  law  points  oonld 
be  referred  to  tnem,  and  thus  a  Land 
Court  could  always  be  sitting.  XJnd^ 
the  circumstances,  he  trusted  the  Qorem- 
ment  would  be  able  to  see  their  way  to 
provide  some  machinery  to  effect  this 
object.  He  submitted  that  some  little 
time  should  be  g^ven  for  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  point  he  had  raised. 

The  chief  SECRBTAEY fok  IKE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  that  any  observations 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
upon  legal  points  well  deserved 
the  consideration  of  the  Qovernment, 
but  he  was  very  unwilling  to  extend 
unnecessarily  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  com- 
plained of  a  block  in  the  Land 
Court.  He  was  perfectly  aware  there 
had  been  a  delay  in  the  fixing  of  judicial 
rents;  but  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
block  in  respect  to  the  settlement  of 
legal  points.  If  that  was  so,  there  was 
clearly  nothing  to  be  gained  by  extend- 
ing the  legal  part  of  the  Land 
Court.  But  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  communicate  furth^ 
with  him,  either  by  putting  down 
Amendments  to  the  BiU  or  otherwiaOi  he 
wotdd  be  glad. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  his  ex- 
perience was  that  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
dajs  there  were  lists  of  40  cases,  many 
of  which  cases  were  never  reached. 
Undoubtedly  there  was  a  block  in  the 
Land  Court  in  respect  to  legal  points. 

Motion  agreed  to.  ' 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  and  Colonel  King-Harman. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bill  13L] 
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CRIMINAL  EVIDENCE  BILL. 

HOTION  FOB  LEAVE.      FIBST  BEADIKG. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Evidence  in 
Criminal  Cases."  —  {Mr.  Attorney 
General.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  if  he 
intends  to  apply  this  Bill  to  Lreland  ? 

Sib  RICHABD  WEBSTEE  :  Yes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  In  spite  of 
the  pledge  of  last  year  ? 

Sm  BICHAED  WEBSTEB :  There 
was  no  pledge  given  last  year. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attorney  Qeneral,  Mr.  Secretary  Mat- 
thews, and  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneral. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  182.] 

MXBCHA17T  SHIPFINO  ACT  (1854)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  King,  Bill  to  amend  **  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854/'  ordered  to  he 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Aing,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck, 
Mr.  White,  Sir  John  Puleston,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Admiral  Field,  and  Mr.  Bond. 
Bill  i^MM^tf<^,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  133.] 

ICAHEIAOE  WITH   A  DECEASED  WIFB's 
BISTER  (INDIA)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Plowden,  Bill 
to  alter  and  amend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  in  British  India, 
ordered  to  be  hronght  in  by  Sir  William  Plow- 
den, Dr.  Farqnharson,  and  Viscount  Baring. 
Bill^r^«#n^tf<f,andreadthe  first  time,  [BiU  184.] 

PAX7PSB    LTTNATIOS'     ASYLUMS    (IBELAND) 

(OVFIOEBS'    superannuation)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Johnston,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Ijaw  relating  to  tho  superannuation  of 
officers  and  servants  of  Pauper  Lunatio  Asylums 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  hy  Mr. 
Johnston  and  Mr.  Chance. 
IMlXpreunUd^BJi^  read  Uie  first  time.  [Bill  1 35.] 


Return  ordered j  **  of  Correspondence  on  the 
subject  of  Lighthouse  lUuminants  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  282,  of  Sesiiion 
1837.— (Jfr.  r.  m  RuMseU.) 

Hoase  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
Tueiday,  2Ui  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  Fibst  in  Pabz.iambnt— The 
Earl  Russell,  after  the  death  of  his  grand- 
father. 

Public  Bili« — Referred  to  Select  Committee^-' 
Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Services  (3). 

TBUBO  CATHEDRAL  FABRIC  AND 
SERVICES    BILL.-(No.  8.) 
'{The  Lord  Steward,) 
SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Moved,  «That  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee." — {The  Lord 
Steward.) 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  if  the 
Motion  were  agreed  to  he  should  move — 

*'  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  consider  the  best  means  for  providing  for  tho 
maintenance  and  for  the  services  of  the  Cathe- 
dral Church  of  Truro." 

He  desired  to  warn  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  of  the  inexpediency  of  requiring  the 
Ecclesiastioal  Oommissioners  to  contri- 
bute out  of  their  funds  £3,000  a-year 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  Cathe- 
dral. The  whole  matter  should  be  fully 
considered  by  the  Committee,  as  this 
was  the  first  Bill  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment for  such  a  purpose.  If  the  Com- 
missioners were  compelled  to  pay  this 
large  sum  annually,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  continue  to  augment 
small  livings,  of  which  they  had  aug- 
mented upwards  of  5,500  since  1840.  He 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  find 
that  a  portion  of  the  sums  which  were 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Exeter  could  be  made  avail- 
able for  the  maintenance  of  Truro 
Cathedral.  It  seemed  but  fair  that  the 
new  diocese,  which  took  one-third  from 
Exeter  Diocese,  should  be  subsidized  by 
the  mother  diocese. 
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Thk  Bishop  op  LONDON  (Dr. 
T£mplb)  said,  that  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  without  the  great  body  of 
the  Bishops  having  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  its  provisions  ;  he,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  the  noble  Earl's  sug- 
gestions would  be  fully  considered.  He 
might  point  out  that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  not  only  applied  their 
funds  to  the  purpose  of  augmenting 
small  livings,  but  also  provided  for  the 
endowment  of  new  parishes.  In  London 
and  other  parts  of  the  countiy  there  was 
a  constant  formation  of  new  parishes, 
and  it  was  with  very  great  effort  that 
the  money  was  raised  to  build  churches 
for  them.  This  was  very  often  accom- 
plished at  the  cost  of  large  personal 
sacrifices  by  the  clergy  in  the  faith  that 
when  the  church  was  erected  and  a  con- 
gregation collected  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  would  be  prepared  to  give 
an  endowment  for  the  clergymen.  To  in- 
terfere with  work  of  that  kind  would  be 
a  very  serious  matter ;  and  the  proposal 
contained  in  the  Bill  would,  he  feared, 
have  that  effect.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  Select  Committee  would  be  em- 
powered to  consider  whether  the  object 
which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  in 
view  could  not  be  attained  without 
making  any  large  demand  upon  the 
fund  of  the  Commissioners.  This  was 
the  first  time  that  Parliament  had  been 
asked  to  compel  the  Commissioners  to 
grant  moneys  out  of  the  funds  under 
their  control  for  this  purpose.  To  dip 
into  their  funds  for  the  endowment  of 
new  Cathedrals  would  amount  to  a  re- 
versal of  the  policy  which  had  hitherto 
been  pursued. 

Thb  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBTJEY 
(Dr.  Bbnson)  said,  he  should  support 
the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Steward.  The 
matter  was  one  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance, and  should  be  fully  considered. 
The  Committee,  he  held,  ought  to  in- 
quire whether  there  were  not  other 
sums  besides  the  Commissioners'  fund 
which  could  be  made  available  for  the 
maintenance  of  Truro  Cathedral.  The 
county  of  Cornwall  contained  large 
estates  given  solely  for  Cathedral  pur- 
poses, but  the  main  portion  of  the 
revenue  arising  from  those  estates  was 
not  now  expended  in  Cornwall  at  all, 
but  went  out  of  the  county.  Those 
revenues  would  probably  inerease.  The 
Bishop  of  Exeter  had  parted  with  in- 
come in  favour  of  the  Bishop  of  Truro, 


and  the  example  thus  set  might,  as  was 
suggested,  be  followed  by  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Exeter  in  favour  of  the  Oa* 
thedral  services  and  fabric,  if  it  were 
shown  fairly  that  Exeter  had  been 
largely  endowed  with  a  view  to  Com- 
wau.  They  had,  however,  already  given 
one  canonry  to  Truro.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  at  Truro  everything  had 
to  be  done  when  the  new  See  was  estab- 
lished, for  there  was  neither  cathedral 
nor  endowment.  The  case  of  Truro  was 
undoubtedly  unique.  It  was  urged  that 
other  new  Dioceses  might  make  similar 
claims.  But,  of  those  Dioceses,  one  had 
no  Cathedral  or  Chapter  at  all.  Another 
started  with  a  magnificent  Church,  which 
was  sufficient  for  a  Cathedral.  The 
great  Minster  of  another  had  been 
actually  restored  by  the  Commissioners 
without  any  charge  to  the  Diocese. 
Truro  alone  had  absolutely  nothing  to 
begin  with ;  but  it  had  raised  £113,000 
from  many  thousands  of  contributors. 
In  another,  which,  it  was  said,  did  very 
well  without  a  Dean  or  Chapter,  there 
was  a  certain  noble  neighoour  who 
annually  expended  a  vast  sum  on  the 
fabric,  and  was  himself  insiar  omnttuN. 
Truro,  therefore,  stood  alone.  And  it 
did  seem  as  if  there  was  in  this  case  as 
good  a  claim  to  help  as  existed  in  the 
case  of  parish  churches  erected  by  the 
people  at  a  cost  involving  much  sacri- 
fice. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Oommitiee 
accordingly. 

Moved,  ''That  it  be  an  initraction  to  tba 
Committee  to  eonrider  the  best  means  for  pro- 
viding for  the  maintenance  and  for  the  eervicea 
of  the  Cathedral  Church  of  Truro."— ( Tk§  JC&rl 
Stanhcpe.) 

Thb  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisburt) 
said,  he  might  point  out  that  the 
Motion  was  unnecessary,  as  the  Com- 
mittee would  haye  power  without  it 
of  taking  into  consideration  the  matters 
to  which  the  proposed  Instruction  re- 
ferred. Besides,  it  was  against  the 
Orders  of  the  House  to  instruct  a  Select 
Committee. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  that  the  Instruction 
was  outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and 
was  irregular. 
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Eabl  stanhope  said,  that  under 
those  circumstances  he  should  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Motion  (bj  leave  of  the  House)  with" 
drawn. 

THEATRES -BURNINO  OF  THE  EXETER 
THEATRE— REPORT  OP  CAPTAIK 
SHAW. 

QUXSTIOir.       OBSB&YATIOirB. 

The  Earl  ofMILLTOWN,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment, Whether 
ttiey  would  lay  on  the  Table  the  Beport 
of  Oaptain  Shaw,  Ohief  of  the  Metro- 
politan  Fire  Brigade,  relative  to  the 
calamitous   fire  which    took    place  at 
Exeter  Theatre  last  autumn  ?  said,  that 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  a  Beport  by 
Oaptain  Shaw  was  asked  for,  the  answer 
was  that  the  Beport  was  obsolete,  and 
on  another  occasion  the  answer  to  a 
similar  request  made  by  himself  was 
that  it  was  made  too  soon.    He  hoped 
that  this  time  he  was  neither  too  soon 
nor  too  late,   for  he  had    striven    to 
discover  the  juste  milieu.    It  was  very 
desirable  that  the  Beport  relative  to  the 
Exeter  fire  should  be  made  public,  both 
in  view  of  promised  legislation  and  as  a 
warning  to  the  proprietors  and  managers 
of  Metropolitan  theatres.    The  public, 
he  thought,  did  not  share  the  confidence 
expressed  the  other  day  by  the  Chair- 
man   of   the    Metropolitan    Board    of 
Works  (Lord  Magheramome),  who  told 
their  Lordships  that  the  safety  of  Lon- 
don theatres  had  been  vastly  increased 
of  late.    The  statement  that   Oaptain 
Shaw's  Beport  on  the  London  theatres 
was  of  an  alarming  character,  and  that 
its  publication  would  be  likely  to  cause 
something  like   a   panic,  was  not    re- 
assuring ;  and  the  fact  that  the  improve- 
ments said  to  have  been  effected  had 
been  made  under  the  inspection  of  a 
gentleman  with  regard  to  whose  method 
of  conducting  the  business  of  his  depart- 
ment  such    startling   revelations    had 
recently  been    made  did  not  tend  to 
strengthen  public  confidence.    It  was 
true  the  noble  Lord  the  Ohairman  of 
the  Board  said  that  he  had  personally 
visited  the  theatres ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
had  no  special  qualification  as  a  fireman 
or    an    expert  on  these  matters,   and 
therefore  the  public  could  not  attach  to 
his  inspection  the  same  importance  they 
would  attach  to  a  Beport  by  a  man  of 
such  great  experience  as  Oaptain  Shaw.  I 


The  best  thing  to  do  now  would  be  to 
ask  Oaptain  Shaw  to  revise  the  Beport 
and  bring  it  down  to  date,  and  then  the 
publication  of  it  could  have  only  a  re- 
assuring and  useful  effect  on  the  public 
mind,  if,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  causes  of  danger  which  had  been 
pointed  out  had  since  been  removed. 
He  presumed,  however,  Uiat  Oaptain 
Shaw's  Beport  upon  the  Exeter  Theatre 
could  be  produced  without  inconvenience 
or  objection. 

The  PBIME  MINISTEB  aito  8E- 
OBBTABY  OP  STATE  foe  FOBBIQN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
buby)  :  The  Government  will  be  happy 
to  lay  the  Beport  asked  for  by  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

House  adloanied  at  Five  o'clock, 

till  ThuTBday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o^dock. 
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HOUSE    OF    00MM0N8, 
Tuesday^  lUt  Fehruarjf,  1888. 


MINTJTE8.]— Nbw  Writ  Issubd— Ji»r  Dept- 
ford  Borough,  v,  William  John  Eveljn, 
esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Nbw  Mbmbbb  Sworn — Thomas  By  bum  Bu- 
chanan, esquire, /or  Edinburgh  Burgh  (West 
DiTision). 

PaiYATB  Bill  (bff  Order) — Seeond  Reading  — 
London  City  Tithes  (St.  Botolph  Without, 
Aldgate).* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Seading  — 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  (No.  2)  * 
[136]:  Steam  Engines  and  Boilers*  [137]; 
Municipal  Franchise  (Belfast)  [i3b]; 
Wages  (Ireland)  [1391;  SoHcitors  (Ire- 
land) •  [140]. 

QUESTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS  — 
SUBWAY  BETWEEN  GREENWICH 
AND  BLACEWALL. 

Mb.  BOOHD  (Greenwiok)  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Knutsford  Diri- 
Bion  of  Oheehire,  Whether  any  step  has 
yet  been  taken  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  under  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  them  by  their  Act  of  last 
Session,  towards  commencing  the  sub- 
way between  Greenwich  and  Blackwall ; 
and,  whether  notices  have  been  given 
to  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  the 
lands  required  for  the  works  ? 
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Mr.  TATTON  EQERTON  (Cheshire, 
Elnntaford),  in  reply,  said,  that  nego- 
tiations had  been  comtnenced  with  the 
owners  of  the  largest  properties,  and 
notices  had  been  served  on  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  other  property.  The 
negotiations  had  now  assumed  a  favour- 
able turn,  and  it  was  to  be  expected 
that  the  work  would  begin  shortly. 

CHARITY      COMMISSIONERS  —  ROYAL 
HOLLOWAY    COLLEGE. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Eugby) 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  deed  of 
foundation  of  the  Boyal  HoUoway  Col- 
lege expressly  provides  that  no  arrange- 
ment shall  be  made  which  would  identify 
the  College  in  any  way  with  any  parti- 
cular  sect  or  denomination  of  Christians; 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have,  notwithstanding  such  provision, 
appointed,  as  the  first  G-overnors  of  the 
College,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
the  Dean  of  Windsor,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Diocese  of  Manchester,  and  nine 
others,  who  are  all  members  of  the 
Church  of  England ;  whether  the  deed 
of  foundation  further  provides  that  the 
lady  principal's  age  at  the  time  of  her 
appointment  must  not  exceed  40  years ; 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have,  nevertheless,  authorized  the  Go- 
vernors, with  the  consent  of  the  Com- 
sioners,  to  appoint  any  person  lady 
principal,  or  a  resident  female  Professor 
or  teacher,  notwithstanding  that  her  age 
may  exceed  40;  and'  whether  a  lady 
principal  above  that  age  has  been  ap- 
pointed; and,  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners will  lay  before  Parliament 
such  Papers  as  will  show  what  were  the 
proceedings  which  led  to  such  action  on 
their  part,  as  well  as  the  grounds  on 
which  they  so  acted  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LO WTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  statement  contained  in 
the  first  paragraph  is  substantially  cor- 
rect. The  Charity  Commissioners  have 
appointed  the  gentlemen  mentioned  in 
the  second  paragraph ;  but  they  are  not 
aware  of  the  religious  views  of  the  nine 
gentlemen  specially  referred  to.  Seven 
out  of  the  nine  Governors  mentioned 
were  originally  suggested  by  the  Founder 
himself.  The  whole  number  were  se- 
lected by  the  Trustees  of  the  Founder, 
and  were  appointed  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners on  their  application.  The  two 
Trustees  appointed  by  the  Founder  are 


members  of  his  family,  and  were  also 
the  executors  of  his  will,  and  were  pre- 
sumably well  qualified  to  carry  out  his 
wishes.  Public  notice  was  duly  given  of 
the  names  of  the  Governing  Body  pro- 
posed to  be  appointed,  and  no  objection 
was  taken  to  any  of  them.  Among 
those  appointed  were  Earl  Granville, 
Lord  Thring,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Brightside  Division  of  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Mundella).  The  statement 
contained  in  the  third  paragraph  is  cor- 
rect. After  considerable  investigation, 
the  Governors  applied  to  the  Commis- 
sioners for  an  order  for  a  scheme  modi- 
fying the  restriction  as  to  age.  After 
obtaining  the  approval  of  the  Founder's 
representatives,  theCommissioners  agreed 
to  make  the  Order,  and  public  notice  of 
their  proposed  Order  was  given.  Sub- 
sequently the  Order  amending  llie 
scheme  was  made,  and  public  notice 
was  given  that  the  Order  had 
been  made.  The  Governors  there- 
upon appointed  a  lady  above  the  age 
referred  to  as  principal  of  the  Col- 
lege ;  and,  after  public  notice  had  been 
given  by  the  Commissioners  of  their 
proposed  approval  to  the  appointment, 
and  no  objections  having  been  made,  the 
appointment  was  confirmed.  I  regret 
that  I  am  unable  to  comply  with  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Member  contained  in 
the  last  paragraph  ;  but  I  shall  be  glad 
to  furnish  him  with  any  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  that  he  may 
desire  either  publicly  or  privately. 

Mb.  mundella  (Shefileld,  Bright- 
side)  said,  that  he  was  the  eighth  Go- 
vernor, and  had  been  appointed  in 
succession  to  the  late  Mr.  Samuel 
Morley,  who  had  been  nominated  by  the 
Founder.  He  had  often  been  solicited, 
when  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council,  during  the  Founder's  life- 
time, but  was  unable  to  serve. 

ISLANDS  OP  THE  PACIFIO— BELIGIOUS 
PERSECUTION  IN  TONGA. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolvep- 
hampton,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Pacific 
Islands  is  satisfied  that  the  peraeoa- 
tion  of  the  Wesleyans  in  Tonga  has 
ceased ;  whether  the  engagements  of  the 
Native  Government  are  being  fulfilled ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  f  ur&er  Papers 
upon  the  Table? 
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The  secretary  op  STATE  (Sir 
Hbiolt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  In  the 
last  despatch,  which  was  received  from 
Sir  Charles  Mitchell  on  the  10th  of 
January,  he  stated — 

"  I  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Mr.  Baker 
IS — as  far  as  in  him  lies— using  his  inflaence  with 
the  King  to  make  him  fulfil  the  letter*^ if  not  en- 
tirely the  spirit— of  the  promises  made  in  April 
last." 

I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  persecution 
has  ceased,  and  that  the  Native  Govern- 
ment will  fulfil  its  engagements.  As 
regards  the  return  of  the  deported 
Weslejans,  Sir  Charles  Mitchell,  in  June 
last,  reported  that,  if  applied  to  for  ad- 
vice by  these  people,  he  would  uDhesi- 
tatinglj  recommend  them  not  to  return  to 
Tonga  until  sufficient  time  had  elapsed 
to  allow  of  recent  political  and  religious 
excitement  to  subside ;  but  I  have 
pressed  upon  Sir  John  Thurston,  the 
new  High  Commissioner,  the  expediency 
of  accelerating  their  return  to  Tonga. 
Sir  Charles  Mitchell  will  be  in  England 
in  April;  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  then  be  able  to  determine, 
with  his  assistance,  what  course  it  may 
be  most  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Wesley ans  to  take.  There  are  at  present 
no  further  Papers  which  could  usefully 
be  given. 

POST    OFFICE— SUBSIDIES  TO  STEAM 
SHIPPING  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge^  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  Post  Office  subsidies 
are  given  to  Steam  Shipping  Companies 
without  stipulating  that  the  vessels  and 
their  engines  shall  be  entirely  British 
boilty  British  manned,  and  British 
commanded ;  and  whether  all  other 
g^eat  nations  carefully  insert  such 
stipulations  before  granting  mail  con- 
tracts or  subsidies  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
XLaikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  It 
lias  not  been  the  practice  of  the  Post 
Office,  in  making  ocean  mail  contracts, 
to  impose  conditions  such  as  those  indi- 
oated  by  my  hon.  Priend,  nor  do  I  think 
-tiiat  they  are  generally  imposed  by 
Foreign  Governments  in  making  similar 
contracts.  On  the  contrary,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  some  of  the  finest 
£oreign  mail  steamers  are  British  built. 
Our  practice  is  to  require  contractors  to 
•provide  good,  substantial,  and  efficient 
steam  vessels  of  adequate  power  and 


speed.  In  regard  to  the  equipment  and 
manning  of  contract  mail  diips,  the 
conditions  are  such  as  those  demanded 
by  the  Acts  for  regulating  the  Merchant 
Service. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  COT- 
TAGES— THE  RATHDRUM  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  BYRNE  (WicUow,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretfloy  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  twoyears  ago  the  Rathdrum  Board  of 
Guardians  appointed  a  solicitor  under  the 
Labourers'  Act  at  a  remuneration  of  £  1 60 
a-year,  determinable  at  three  months' 
notice;  how  many  cottages  have  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Guardians,  how  many 
have  been  erected,  and  how  much  money 
has  been  paid  to  the  solicitor  for  his  ser- 
vices; whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
persistent  delay  and  negligence  of  the 
solicitor  so  appointed,  he  was  dismissed 
by  the  Board  on  the  1st  day  of  February; 
whether  advertisements  were  then  issued 
by  the  Guardians,  inviting  other  solici- 
tors to  send  in  proposals  for  the  vacant 
office;  whether,  although  a  number  of 
highly-qualified  solicitors  sent  in  pro- 
posals to  the  meeting  of  the  Guardians 
on  the  1 5th  instant,  the  solicitor  so  pre- 
viously dismissed  for  gross  negligence 
was,  by  the  votes  of  the  ex  offieio  Guar- 
dians, as  against  an  equal  number  of 
the  elected  Guardians,  retained  to  con- 
duct the  proceedings  under  the  La- 
bourers' Act ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Ireland)  will  sanction  the 
retention  of  this  official ;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  during  the  same  period 
the  Wexford  Union  has  completed  190 
cottages  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kikq-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  appears  from  fche  Report  of  the 
Clerk  to  the  Rathdrum  Union  that  the 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in  the 
first,  third,  fourth,  and  seventh  para- 
graphs of  the  Question,  except  that  the 
rate  of  salary  was  £165  a-year,  and  the 
date  of  removal  from  office  the  20th  of 
January  last.  The  solicitor,  however, 
alleged  that  his  delay  was  caused  by  a 
failure  of  one  of  the  Guardians'  officers 
to  furnish  him  with  certain  necessary 
information ;  85  cottages  have  been 
sanctioned,  10  erected,  and  two  are  in 
course  of  erection.  The  amount  of 
salary  payable  for  the  period  to  the 
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solicitor  was  £316  5«.  Seyen  solioitors, 
including  the  former  holder  of  the  office, 
applied  for  the  vacancy  in  response  to 
an  advertisement ;  and  on  the  1 5th  of 
February  the  latter  was  re-elected  by  a 
majority  of  one  vote,  apparently  on  the 
ground  that  his  terms  were  the  lowest, 
and  that  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
change  solicitors  during  proceedings 
still  pending;  20  Guardians  voted  for 
him,  six  of  whom  were  elected  Guar- 
dians. The  Guardians'  Minutes  rela- 
tive to  this  re-election  did  not  reach  the 
Local  Government  Board  until  Saturday 
last.  They  will  give  the  matter  their 
careful  consideration. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-SCHE- 
DULES OF  PRICES. 

Mr.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state 
the  date  on  which  the  Inspectors  ap- 
pointed by  the  Land  Commission  under 
"The  Irish  Land  Act,  1887,"  were 
directed  to  have  their  Schedules  of  prices 
of  produce  in  their  respective  districts 
returned  to  the  Land  Commission,  and 
what  were  the  different  articles  of  pro- 
duce mentioned  in  the  Schedules  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  give  a  Return  to  the 
House  of  the  particulars  of  the  different 
Schedules  furnished  by  these  Inspec- 
tors? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Haeman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  With  regard  to  the  subject  of  this 
Question  generally,  I  would  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply  to  a  some- 
what similar  Question  asked  on  the  16th 
February.  I  may  add,  however,  that 
from  a  special  Report  made  by  the  Land 
Commissioners  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  which  has  been  sent  forward 
for  presentation,  and  will  probably  be 
laid  before  the  House  this  day,  I  find 
that  the  investigations  of  the  scrutineers 
of  prices  were  continued  into  December, 
so  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the  prices  of 
the  entire  year  of  1 887  might  be  taken 
into  account;  and  also  that  an  ap- 
parently comprehensive  Schedule  of 
articles  was  brought  before  the  scruti- 
neers, with  instructions  that  any  of  the 
articles  mentioned  and  not  produced  to 
a  reasonable  extent  might  be  omitted, 
prominence  being  given  to  the  articles 
chiefly  produced  in  each  district. 

Colonel  King-Harman 


ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -EXTRA 
CAPITATION  GRANT— CAMP  ALLOW- 
ANCE. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) (for  Sir  Johk  Kekkawat) 
(Devon,  Honiton)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  seeing  that 
the  time  has  arrived  for  Commanding 
Officers  of  Volunteers  to  send  in  ap- 
plications for  leave  to  form  camps,  he 
can  now  state  if  extra  payment  out  of 
the  Capitation  Grant  to  men  for  camp 
allowance  will  be  sanctioned  under  the 
new  Regulations  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle); 
I  may  say  generally  that  I  am  prepared 
to  withdraw  the  objection  which  was 
stated  last  year  to  extra  payments  out 
of  the  Capitation  Grant  to  men  for  camp 
allowance ;  but  the  exact  terms  of  the 
new  Regulations  are  not  yet  settled. 

LAW   AND   JUSTICE   (ENGLAND   AND 
WALES)  -SUFFOLK  COUNTY    COURTS. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (SuflPolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  has 
received  a  reply  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor relative  to  the  defective  arrange- 
ments connected  with  the  holding  of 
County  Courts  in  Suffolk ;  and,  whether 
he  has  any  further  information  to 
give? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)    (Birmingham,   E.):    Yes, 
Sir.  The  Lord  Chancellor  has  forwarded 
to  me  a  letter  from  the  Judge  of  the 
County  Court  in  question.    The  Judge 
states  that  he  is  not  aware  of  any  dis- 
satisfaction having  been  caused  in  Suf- 
folk by  the  fixing  of  inconvenient  dates, 
and  that  the  Courts  are  fixed  as  nearly 
as  possible  for  the  same  days  in  each 
month  at  times  most  suitable  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public  and  of  the 
Profession.     The  duty  of  posting  notices 
rests  with  the  Registrar ;  and  the  Jadge 
has  received  no  complaint  that  the  law 
has  not  been  complied   with   in    this 
respect.     The   Judge  denies   that  the 
rule  as  to  giving  three  months'  notioe 
has  been  habitually  disregarded;  as  a 
rule,  the  dates  are  fixed  three  months 
beforehand,  and  communicated  to  the 
Registrar  of   the  principal    Court    at 
Ipswich  for  distribution  among  the  other 
Courts.      The  Judge  also  states    that 
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there  is  no  foundation  for  the  statement 
that  the  Oourt  is  sometimes  kept  waiting 
several  hours  for  the  appearance  of 
the  Judge.  Only  once  does  ne  remember 
any  delay  during  the  seven  years  that 
he  has  been  at  the  Oourt,  and  that  was 
dae  to  a  delay  on  the  railway. 

ARMY   (ORDNAKOE    DEPARTMENT)  — 
THE  NEW  GUNS. 

Major  BASOH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  new  9*2  and  10-inoh  guns,  which 
have  failed  under  proof,  are  paid  for  in 
full  by  Oovemment,  as  if  the  guns  had 
proved  to  be  sound  ones  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle): 
Oertainly  oot. 

Sib  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
f Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked.  Whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that  a  number  of 
those  guns  were  manufactured  at  the 
Royal  Artillery  Factory  at  Woolwich ; 
whether  some  of  those  guns  failed  on 
proof,  and  had  to  be  sent  away;  whether, 
also,  a  grave  mistake  had  not  been  com- 
mitted in  ordering  a  gun  from  one  maker 
and  the  carriage  from  another,  and  that 
the  gun  had  turned  out  to  be  five  tons 
too  heavy  for  the  carriage;  and,  also, 
whether  a  Return  of  the  cost  would  be 
made  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  House 
will  at  once  see  that  Notice  should  be 
given  of  a  Question  of  such  magnitude, 
involving  so  many  details.  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  there  is  very  little,  if 
any,  truth  in  the  statements  contained 
in  the  Question. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  inquired 
Whether,  if  the  guns^were  not  paid  for 
in  full,  any  payment  at  all  was  made 
for  them  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  when 
contracts  extended  over  one  year  and 
part  of  the  work  was  done,  advances 
were  made  to  the  contractors  upon  the 
work  performed,  the  balance  being  paid 
on  completion  of  the  work ;  but  there 
was  an  undertaking  from  the  contractor 
that  if  the  gun  failed  under  proof  a  new 
one  would  be  provided. 

ARMY  (INDIA)-GOIR  FIBRE  BEDS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  coir  fibre  beds  are  used 
for  the  Indian  Army,  and  for  how  long 
they  have  been  so  used;  whether  the 
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use  of  coir  fibre  for  beds  instead  of  straw 
is  less  costly ;  and,  whether  the  authori- 
ties and  men  are  alike  satisfied  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qokst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  aware  that 
coir  fibre  is  used  for  beds  in  the  Indian 
Arm^.^  Its  use  is  a  matter  of  local 
administration,  within  the  discretion  of 
the  Government  of  India ;  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  no  official  informa- 
tion as  to  its  advantages. 

POST    OFFICE  —  ADDRESSES  —  «  AND 

CO." 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
has  inquired  into  the  claim  set  up  by 
the  Department  to  refuse  to  deliver 
letters  at  the  addressee's  actual  resi- 
dence when  the  words  '*  and  Co."  form 
part  of  the  direction,  unless  the  name 
of  the  firm  is  painted  or  shown  upon 
the  premises  ? 

TnB  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
have  now  seen  the  case  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  It  is  not  one  of 
re- direction,  but  one  in  which  the 
address  of  the  letters  appeared  hardly 
to  correspond  with  the  place  at  which 
the  business  could  be  carried  on ;  and 
it  was  under  these  circumstances  that 
some  indication  of  the  business  was  re- 
quired to  be  exhibited.  No  letters  were, 
however,  withheld  from  delivery.  The 
hon.  Member  will,  I  think,  agree  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Post  Office  to  exer- 
cise special  precautions  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  public  in  any  cases  where 
there  appeared  to  be  such  a  doubt. 

Mb.  BRADLAUan  asked,  Whether 
it  was  not  the  case  that  these  particular 
letters  had  been  detained  for  more  than 
two  days. 

Mr.  raikes  said,  that  they  had 
been  detained  while  inquiry  was  goiog 
on.  It  was  necessary  to  make  some 
such  inquiry,  to  prevent  the  public  from 
being  deceived. 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION   ON 
WARLIKE  STORES. 

Mb.  HANBURT  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gro- 
vernment  to  adopt  all  or  any  of  the 
principal  recommendations  of  the  recent 
Royal  Oommiesion  on  Warlike  Stores — 
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namely,  the  appointment  of  a  Oommis- 
eion  to  lay  down  a  standard  as  to  the 
amount  of  stores  whicli  shall  be  kept  in 
hand  for  the  Public  Service ;  the  publi- 
cation of  Annual  Tables,  showing  how 
the  existing  stores  stand  in  relation  to 
that  standard ;  and  the  publication  by 
the  Ohief  of  the  Ordnance  Department 
of  an  annual  statement,  showing  what 
stores  he  considers  necessary  for  the 
Public  Service  during  the  current 
year? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  Government  have  considered  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Warlike  Stores  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  refers,  and  do  not  intend 
to  propose  the  adoption  of  them.  No 
Government  io  this  country,  or  indeed 
in  any  other  country,  has  ever  published 
to  the  world  the  particulars  of  the  stores 
which  it  has  in  hand ;  and  we  do  not 
think  it  would  be  for  the  public  interest 
to  adopt  that  practice.  The  Commission 
recommended  the  revival  of  the  office  of 
Master  General  of  the  Ordnance.  My 
hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  that  in  the 
re-organization  which  has  taken  place 
at  the  War  Office  that  recommendation 
has  not  been  acted  upon. 

MR.ARTHURO'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.) :  inquired,  Whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  a  great  proportion  of  the  stores 
were  obsolete  and  useless ;  and  whether 
the  Government  had  got  a  record  of 
them,  and  were  getting  rid  of  such 
stores  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Yes,  Sir ;  that 
is  being  gradually  done.  I  know  my- 
self that  the  obsolete  stores  are  being 
gradually  got  rid  of. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  RETURNS. 
Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Wnether  the  Irish  Eviction 
Returns  for  the  quarter  ending  Septem- 
ber 80  and  December  81,  1887,  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  last  week, 
include— those  persons  who  have  been 
reduced  from  the  position  of  tenants  to 
that  of  caretakers,  by  the  substitution 
of  a  written  notice  for  the  execution  of 
an  ejectment,  as  provided  by  section  7 
of  *<The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887;''  those  persons  who  have  been 
ejected  or  removed  from  possession  as 
caretakers,  whether  they  were  caretakers 
created  under  section  7  of  **  The  Land 
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Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," or  re- admitted 
as  caretakers  after  eviction ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  give  the  number  of 
tenants  reduced  to  the  position  of  care- 
takers under  the  operation  of  "The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  and 
also  the  number  of  caretakers  evicted 
during  these  two  quarters  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRE  FARY  (Colonel  Knra  Habican) 
(Keot,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Eviction  Returns  referred  to 
do  not  include  the  cases  mentioned 
arising  out  of  the  Act  of  last  Session. 
A  special  Return,  however,  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  on  the  9th  of  Feb- 
ruary (Parliamentary  Paper  No.  29)  as 
to  the  number  of  eviction  notices  filed, 
which  applies  to  the  case  of  tenants 
reduced  to  the  position  of  caretakers. 
With  regard  to  the  eviction  of  such  care- 
takers, the  Government  are  at  present 
considering  the  means  and  the  most  con- 
venient form  in  which  reliable  records 
can  be  made. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  -TENANTS     OP 
EVICTED  FARMS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If,  in  granting 
the  Return  of  evicted  farms  in  Ireland 
before  and  since  the  passing  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Act,  he  will  exclude  (or 
show)  those  which  have  been  re-let  to 
the  evicted  tenants  themselves  or  with 
their  goodwill;  and,  would  there  be  any 
difliciuty  in  exhibiting  in  the  Retom, 
where  re-lettings  to  anybody  have  been 
effected,  the  former  and  present  rentals 
to  which  the  respective  occupiers  were 
and  are  liable,  or  any  differences  in  the 
old  and  new  tenures,  such  as  the  grant- 
ing of  leases,  statutory  terms,  &c.,  or 
exemption  from  rates,  &c.  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  :  I  think 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is 
labouring  under    a   niiBconception  on 
account    of    an  interruption    which    I 
made  during  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  on  Friday.     I 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  is  also  labouring  under  the  same 
misunderstanding,  and  I  have  writfcm 
to  him  privately.    I  do  not  think  that 
the  information  asked  for  can  be  given 
in  the  form  of  a  Return ;  but  if  the  hoQ« 
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and  learned  Gentleman  will  put  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  will  give  him,  in 
the  form  of  an  answer,  such  information 
as  I  possess. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  state,  at  the  time 
he  answered  a  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  that  he  would  ^ve  a  Beturn 
Bhowing  the  number  of  evioted  farms  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Ooercion 
Act  and  subsequently?  My  point  is 
that  any  such  Beturn  would  be  mislead- 
ing, unless  it  shows  how  many  of  the 
eTicted  farms  have  been  re-taken  by  the 
tenants  themselves.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  in  what  form  it  is  pro- 
posed to  enlighten  the  House  on  this 
point,  which  it  is  admitted  is  one  of  the 
material  points  in  the  working  of  the 
Coercion  Act  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  Information 
has  been  collected  during  the  time  of 
Earl  Spencer,  and  since,  giving  a  few  of 
the  derelict  farms  in  Ireland ;  but  I  can- 
not hold  out  any  hope  of  supplying  the 
additional  information  asked  for  in  the 
Question.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  put  down  a  Question  I  will 
give  him  an  answer. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  case  I  put  down  a  Motion 
for  such  a  Beturn,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  undertake  that  the  Govem- 
ment  Whip  will  not  block  it  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  think  I 
ehould  be  obliged  to  resist  such  a  Motion 
as  that,  because  I  do  not  deem  it  a 
proper  subject  for  a  Beturn. 

IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870-COMPEN. 

8ATI0N; 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
aaked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  would  there  be 
any  difficulty  in  granting  a  Beturn,  in  a 
simpler  form  than  that  of  8th  May, 
1877  (No.  194),  giving  particulars  of 
the  amount  of  compensation  awarded 
under  the  Land  Act,  1870,  for  disturb- 
ance and  for  improvements  annually  to 
1888,  showing  each  county  and  pro- 
▼ince  separately,  and  the  total  acreage 
Affected  r 

The  PABMAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SEGBETABY  (Colonel  KinoHabkan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
aaid  :  The  greater  part  of  the  informa- 
Ition  asked  for  will  be  found  in  the 
lAnnual  Beports  on  Judicial  Statistics 
which  are  presented  to  the  House.    If 


the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will  be  so 
good  as  to  communicate  tome  in  writing 
any  suggestions  he  may  wish  to  make 
with  regard  to  simplification  of  the  forms 
of  Beturn,  I  should  be  happy  to  confer 
with  those  concerned  in  the  matter.  It 
would  not  be  practicable  to  give  the 
acreage. 

THB  CIVIL  SEHYIGE-OLERKS  OF  THE 
LOWER  DIVISION  —  SALARY  OP 
WRITERS  PROMOTED. 
Mb.  FOBBEST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  commencing 
salary  of  Civil  Service  Writers,  promotea 
to  be  Clerks  of  the  Lower  Division  under 
the  terms  of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the 
22nd  December,  1886,  will  be  calculated 
on  their  average  earnings  for  the  three 
years  previous  to  their  promotion,  simi- 
lar averages  having  been  allowed  to 
writers  promoted  to  the  Lower  Division 
under  tne  Order  in  Council  of  the  12th 
February,  1876? 

The  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Civil  Service  copyists  pro- 
moted to  the  Lower  Division  under  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  1886  will  enter  it  at 
the  minimum  salary  of  the  Lower  Divi- 
sion, and  not  on  their  average  earnings 
for  the  last  three  years.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts  has  expressed 
the  opinion  that  it  is  not  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Treasury  to  appoint  men 
to  the  Lower  Division  at  salaries  higher 
than  the  minimum  fixed  by  Order  in 
Council. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PRESS  PRO- 
SECUTIONS. 

Mb.  CUNNINQHAME  GBAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  statements  in  the  Press 
are  true  that  there  will  be  no^  more 
Ptess  prosecutions  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  whe- 
ther, if  so,  the  Government  will  order 
the  immediate  release  of  Mr.  Corcoran, 
foreman  printer  of  The  Cork  Examiner , 
imprisoned  under  the  said  Act,  on  a 
charge  of  publishing  reports  of  speeches 
and  meetings  of  proclaimed  branches  of 
the  Nation^  League ;  and,  whether,  in 
future,  working  compositors  will  be 
exempted  from  prosecutions  of  this  na- 
ture? 

Tub  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SEOBETABY  (Colonel  Bjhq-Hahman) 
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(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  There  is  no  truth  in  the  statement 
alluded  to  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Question.  Mr.  Corcoran  was  proceeded 
against,  not  as  a  working  compositor, 
but  as  the  registered  printer  and  pub- 
lisher of  the  newspaper  that  violated 
the  law. 

BCOTLAND— THE  MAaiSTRAOT— THE 
SHERIFF  OF  SUTHERLAND. 

Mr.  MAODONALD  OAMEEON 
(Wick,  &o.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyemment  are  about  to  change  the 
residence  of  the  Sheriff  Substitute  of 
Sutherland  from  Tain  to  Golspie,  and 
the  Sheriff  Oourt  from  Dornoch  to  Gol- 
spie; and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  a  strong  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  Dornoch  and  district 
against  the  change  ? 

The  lord  ADVOOATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities),  in  reply,  said,  this 
matter  had  not  yet  been  disposed  of, 
but  was  receiving  careful  considera- 
tion. A  Memorial  against  the  proposal 
had  been  received  from  the  people  of 
Dornoch,  and  Memorials  from  other 
quarters  in  its  favour. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE  SUB- 
COMMISSION  FOR  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  can  state  at  what  time  there  Avill  be 
a  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commission  for 
County  Donegal  to  hear  the  fair  rent 
applications  entered  from  the  union 
of  Stranorlar ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  tenants  residing 
in  this  union  had  their  originating  no- 
tices served  on  the  Land  Commission 
before  the  gale  day  at  November  last, 
and,  although  entitled  to  the  benefit  of 
the  judicial  rent  from  the  gale  day  next 
previous  to  the  passing  of  *'  The  Irish 
Land  Act,  1887,"  they  will  be  obliged 
to  pay  the  old  rent  up  to  the  date  of  the 
decision  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Haemait) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  A  Sub-Commission  has  been  sit- 
ting in  County  Donegal  since  the  10th 
of  January,  and  will  continue  there  up 
to  the  end  of  ApijI.     I  am  making  fur- 
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ther  inquiry  in  regard  to  the  Stranorlar 
oases. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE-CLERKSOFTHK 
LOWER  DITISION. 

Mb.  EINQ  (Hull.  Central)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  have  lately 
sanctioned  the  promotion  of  about  50 
Civil  Service  copyists  in  the  various 
London  offices  to  the  Lower  Division, 
under  the  Treasury  Minute  of  December, 
1 886  ;  whether  it  is  intended  to  extend 
this  privilege,  at  an  early  date,  to  copy- 
ists employed  at  the  outposts,  who  may 
have  been  specially  recommended  to  the 
Treasury  at  the  same  time;  and,  whe- 
ther the  50  persons  in  London  had  a 
prior  claim  on  account  of  seniority  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
CLeeds,  N.):  The  Treasury  has  sano- 
tioned  promotion  to  the  Lower  Division 
of  a  certain  number  of  copyists  on  the 

general  register  of  the  Civil  Service 
bmmissioners.  The  promotions  were 
made  with  no  reference  to  the  place  of 
employment  of  the  copyists,  whether  in 
London  or  elsewhere.  Some  such  copy- 
ists, employed  under  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms at  the  outports,  have  been  re- 
commended to  the  Treasury;  but  in 
connection  with  this  recommendation  a 
general  question  as  to  the  employment 
of  copyists  at  the  outports  has  arisen, 
and  the  two  questions  are  still  under 
consideration. 

INDIA  — THE    TELEGRAPH    DEPART- 
MENT. 

Ms.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretair  of  State    for    India, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  Despatch  of  the  Seoretary 
of  State,  with  reference  to  the  block  in 
promotion  and  other  grievances  of  the 
Telegraph  Department  in  India;  whe- 
ther any  officers  of  the  Department  have 
as  yet  accepted  the  o£Per  for  retirement 
made  in  that  Despatch ;  whether,  nnder 
the  system  of   grading   instituted    by 
that  Despatch,  and  the  abolition  of  the 
privilege  hitherto  in  favour  of  officiating 
promotions  being  from  grade  to  grade, 
many  officers  are  mulcted  of  a   large 
percentage  of  their  emoluments,  wbile 
the    Government   saves   a   very    large 
sum ;  on  what  grounds  permanent  pro- 
motions are  fixed  by  the  Despatch  to  be 
made  only  twice  a-year,  on  the  let  April 
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and  let  October,  and  whether  he  is 
aware  of  any  preoedent  for  such  a  pro- 
vision in  any  other  service  of  the  Grown ; 
whether  the  fixing  of  the  3 1st  March  as 
the  latest  date  for  the  submission  of 
retirements  has  practically  operated  to 
take  away  the  inducements  for  retire- 
ment in  nearly  all  the  cases,  if  not  in 
every  case,  where  retirement  under  the 
regulations  of  the  Despatch  would  have 
offered  any  advantage;  and,  whether,  in 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  will 
re-consi<?er  its  proposals  ? 

The  UNDEE  BECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst^  (Chatham) : 
(1)  Yes;  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  it,  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table.  (2) 
None.  (3)  No  officers  are  damaged,  as 
the  rights  of  all  existing  officers  are 
safe-guarded.  (4)  No  such  provision  is 
made  in  the  Despatch.  It  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Gbvernment  of  India ;  but 
no  reasons  for  it  have  been  communi- 
cated to  the  Secretary  of  State.  (5)  The 
date,  the  3l8t  of  March,  was  fixed  to 
give  every  officer  ample  time  for  con- 
sideration. The  Secretary  of  State  is 
not  aware  that  the  inducement  to  retire 
has  been  taken  away  thereby.  (6) 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  wait  till  the 
81st  of  March  before  further  consider- 
ing the  matter. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— 
KILLALOE. 

Mb.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenaot  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  con- 
sequeuce  of  the  vast  numbers  of  salmon 
that  have  spawned  in  the  Biver  Shannon 
at  Killaloe  during  the  present  season, 
prompt  instructions  will  be  given  to  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  not  to  allow 
the  flood  gates  at  Killaloe  to  be  too 
suddenly  lowered,  nor  all  at  the  same 
time,  in  order  to  save  the  ova  and  fry 
from  the  destruction  committed  last 
spring  from  this  cause;  and,  whether 
the  officer  of  the  Board  of  Works  at 
Killaloe  will,  before  lowering  the  sluices, 
apprise  the  local  elected  Conservator  of 
his  intention  to  do  so  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  hon.  Member  not 
having  given  Notice  of  this  Question, 
I  am  unable  to  say  more  in  reply  to  it 
than  that  his  suggestion  shall  be  con- 
veyed to  the  Board  of  Works,  who,  I 
feel  confidenti  will  do  all  in  their  power 


to  guard  against  any  risks  such  as  ap- 
pear to  be  apprehended. 

GOAL  MINES  REGULATION  AOT,  1887 
—CHECKWEiaHMEN. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
is  now  in  a  position  to  state  why  John 
Churchill  was  removed  from  his  position 
as  checkweighman  at  Northwood  Col- 
liery, Staffordshire;  and,  whether  such 
removal  was  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Mines  Act  of  last  Session  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
seen  a  newspaper  report  of  this  case, 
from  which  I  gather  that  the  stipendiary 
was  satisfied  that  the  checkweighman  in 
question  had  at  the  mine,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  owners,  acted  in  matters 
beyond  his  functions  as  checkweighman, 
and  accordingly  removed  him.  I  have 
no  power  to  interfere  with  this  decision. 
So  far  as  I  am  informed,  it  was  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  stipendiary  magis* 
trate  to  make  the  order  under  section  18, 
(4)  and  (5),  of  the  Coal  Mines  Begula- 
tion  Act,  1887.  The  spirit  of  that  Act 
was  to  give  the  checkweighman  full 
powers  and  facilities  for  the  performance 
of  his  proper  functions,  and  to  oonfine 
him  to  those  functions. 

Mb.  FENWICK  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  he  was  aware  that 
the  checkweigher  at  this  colliery  had 
had  for  several  years  full  liberty  from  the 
employers  to  post  up  notices  oalUng 
meetings  of  the  workmen  together  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 
not  informed  to  that  eff'ect. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES   ORDINANCES 
IN  CROWN  COLONIES. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colouies,  Whether  he  has  any  fur- 
ther Correspoudence  or  information  to 
communicate  to  the  House  with  respect 
to  the  steps  taken  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Ordinances  in  the 
Crown  Colonies  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henby  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The 
Colonies  in  which  repealing  Ordinances 
have  not  yet  been  introduced  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Correspondence  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  last  September  are 
Malta,  Ceylon,  Straits  Settlements,  and 
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Hong  Kong.  As  regards  Malta,  tbe 
new  Oouncil  have  not  vet  met,  so  that  no 
legislation  has  been  possible.  Further 
Correspondence  with  the  Governors  of 
Ceylon,  the  Straits  Settlements,  and 
Hong  Kong  have  taken  place  on  the 
subject,  and  I  have  not  altered  mj  de- 
cision in  the  case  of  any  of  those  Colo- 
nies ;  but  have  sent  the  additional  in- 
struction to  the  OoYemor  of  Ceylon  that, 
pending  the  introduction  of  the  repeal- 
ing Ordinance,  if  such  should  not  be  in- 
troduced in  the  current  Session,  the 
operation  of  the  existing  Ordinance 
ahould  be  suspended.  A  similar  instruc- 
tion had  already  been  sent  to  the  Go- 
Temors  of  Hong  Kong  and  the  Straits 
Settlements.  I  should  prefer  not  to 
present  any  farther  Correspondence  until 
the  remaining  Ordinances,  which  are 
being  prepared,  are  passed. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS— THE 
DEPTFORD  ELECTION. 

Mr.  DIXON  -  HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesez,  Uzbridge)  (for  Mr.  Gsdob) 
(Stockport)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  the  Mr.  Francis, 
the  Hon.  Secretary  to  Mr.  Blunt's  Elec- 
tion Committee,  is  the  cashier  at  the 
Deptford  Victualling  Yard,  and  who 
has  charge  of  the  payment  of  the  wages 
to  the  workmen  at  that  establishment ; 
if  so,  whether  there  is  any  similar  regu- 
lation in  the  Admiralty  Service  to  that 
which  prevails  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  prohibiting  the  active 
interference  of  its  officials  in  political 
contests  ? 

The  FIRST  LOED  (Lord  Georob 
HAiiiLTON)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  am 
informed  that  Mr.  Andrews,  and  not 
Mr.  Francis,  is  the  Hon.  Secretary  to 
Mr.  Blunt's  Election  Committee ;  and 
also  that  he  is  cash  clerk  in  the  Dept- 
ford Victualling  Yard.  The  Dockyard 
Begulations  forbid  canvassing  within 
the  yard,  or  the  exercise  of  any  in- 
fluence, direct  or  indirect,  on  the  work- 
men employed  in  the  establishment; 
and  any  official  who  takes  such  a  part 
in  a  political  contest  as  in  any  way 
infringes  this  Order  would  be  liable  to 
punishment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Will  that  Regulation  apply 
to  Tory  canvassers  and  agents  as  well 
as  Liberals  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Of 
course.    Whatever  rules  are  laid  down 
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in  connection  with  the  Dockyard  apply 
to  all  persons,  no  matter  what  their 
political  opinions  may  be. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Is  the  noble 
Lord  aware  that  in  the  recent  contest 
at  Winchester  Tory  canvassers  wOTe 
allowed  to  enter  the  barracks  and  can- 
vass the  soldiers,  and  Liberal  canvassers 
were  forbidden  to  go  in  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
Question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
put  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Question  on  the  Paper,  and  which  I 
have  answered. 

Mr.  DIXONHARTLAND  :  Am  I 
to  understand  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
Hon.  Secretary  of  Mr.  Blunt's  Com- 
mittee is  the  cashier  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  He 
is  the  cash  clerk  of  Deptford  Yictualling 
Yard. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  Does 
he  pay  the  men  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
believe  so. 

CITY  OF   LONDON    PAROCHIAL    CHA- 
RITIES—THE RETURN. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  when  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  under  the  City  of 
London  Parochial  Oharities  Act  (46  & 
47  Vict,  c.  36)  will  be  issued  ;  and  what 
is  the  amount  of  money  to  be  dealt  with 
under  the  heads  (a)  and  (b)  respectively 
of  Clause  13  of  that  Act? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cum- 
berland, Penrith)  (who  replied)  said, 
the  Report  would  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  in  the  usual  course  very  shortly. 
If  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
statements  to  be  published  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  under  the  said 
Act,  he  had  to  say  that  the  last  of  the 
statements  relating  to  parishes  in  the 
first  Schedule  was  published  on  the  13th 
of  May,  1887,  and  that  the  statements 
relating  to  parishes  in  the  second 
Schedule  were  published  on  the  lot  of 
October,  1887.  He  was  unable  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  dealt  with 
under  Clauses  13  and  14  of  the  Aot,  aa 
many  questions  were  still  pending  re- 
lating to  the  amount  of  the  oompenaation 
to  be  given  and  temporary  provisions  to 
be  made  under  the  Act,  which  made  it 
impossible  to  determine  the  total  amount 
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available  for  each  parislx  under  section 
13  of  the  A.ct. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND— THE 
CHIEF  USIBEPTJ. 

Sir  EGBERT  POWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  is  able  to  conGrm 
or  deny  a  statement  which  appears  in 
The  Cap9  Mereury  of  17  th  January,  to 
the  effect  that  the  lately  restored  Zulu 
Chief  Usibepu  had  attacked  and  driven 
away  the  people  in  a  kraal  of  Dinizulu's; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  the  House 
the  latest  information  from  Zululand  ? 

Thb  secretary  oy  STATE  (Sir 
Henby  Holland)  (Hampstead):  I  have 
not  yet  seen  the  paper  referred  to,  nor 
have  I  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
report  is  correct.  I  am  aware  that  a 
certain  amount  of  friction  has  taken 
place  between  Usibepu  and  his  fol- 
lowers on  the  one  hand,  and  those 
Usutus  who  had  settled  down  in  IJsi- 
bepu's  territory  since  1884  ;  and  I  have 
taken  steps  to  safeguard  any  legitimate 
interests  which  may  have  grown  up 
during  XTsibepu's  absence  from  his 
country.  I  may  add  that  by  a  telegram 
of  the  8th  instant  I  learn  that  the  fol- 
lowers of  Dinizulu  and  Usibepu  are 
dispersing,  and  that  affairs  generally 
are  quieting  down. 

LIMITED  LIABILITY  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL-HOLDERS  OF  STOCK 
IN  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  opinions 
expressed  by  certain  Lords  Justices  on 
Appeal,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
consider  as  to  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing a  clause  into  the  Limited  Lia- 
bility Amendment  Bill,  releasing  the 
holders  of  Stock  in  Companies,  issued 
at  a  discount,  from  further  liability 
beyond  the  price  of  issue,  in  all  cases 
where  registered  contracts  have  been 
duly  filed  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  under  the  consideration  of  the  Member 
of  the  Government  in  charge  of  the 
liimited  Liability  Amendment  Bill ;  but 
I  am  unable  to  state  what  clauses  will 
or  will  not  be  in  a  Bill  which  has  not 
yet  been  introduced. 


ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  IRISH 
PUBLIC  WORKS  —  RAILWAY  MIS- 
MANAGEMENT. 

Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Second  Report  of  the  Royal  Ck)mmission 
upon  Irish  Public  Works,  where, 
amongst  many  illustrations  given  of 
defective  railway  management,  the 
foUowing  paragraph  appeared  (page 
50):— 

"In  the  County  (Kilkenny)  is  a  district 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  professional  and 
practical  men,  contains  a  large  store  of  coal. 

This  coalfield  is  already  worked 

to  an  appreciable  extent  for  local  purposes, 
but,  though  within  JO  to  20  miles  of  throo 
lines  of  railway,  has  never  been  opened  up 
by  a  branch  line;  and  it  is  remarkable  that 
a  Company  which  occupies  such  a  strong 
financial  and  general  position  as  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Hailway  should  never 
have  made  an  attempt  to  develop  this  industry, 
nor  have  they  assisted  the  local  efforts  which 
have  been  made  to  provide  railway  communica- 
tion with  that  coalfield;'* 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  forthwith  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Eoyal  Commissions  in  regard  to  rail- 
way re-organization  and  to  tramway 
extensions,  by  an  amendment  and  con- 
solidation of  the  Tramways  Acts,  so 
that  their  financial  proposals,  without 
involving  any  baronial  guarantee,  may 
be  carried  out,  under  which,  amongst 
other  schemes  projected  in  other  coun- 
ties, a  local  Company  are  prepared  to 
undertake  the  construction  of  a  tram 
line  in  the  aboye  locality,  and  have  all 
the  estimates,  surveys,  plans,  and  speci- 
fications necessary,  long  since  completed, 
and  ready  to  submit  to  any  Goyernment 
engineering  supervision  as  in  the  Keport 
suggested  ? 

The  FIE8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Weatminster) :  The 
Eeport  to  which  the  hon.  Member  calls 
attention  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  deals  with 
very  large  questions,  and  has  been 
before  the  Government  for  too  short  a 
time  for  me  to  be  able  to  specify  what 
recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
missioners the  Government  are  prepared 
to  accept. 

THE  PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS— SUPER- 
ANNUATION ALLOWANCES. 
Mr.  NOBRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
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sury,  If  any  syBtem  exists  in  tbo  Pablio 
Departments,  by  reserve,  or  deduction 
of  pay,  or  in  any  other  manner,  to  pro- 
vide for  superannuation  allowances ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  some  scheme  can 
be  deviled  to  save  such  charges  upon 
the  annual  Estimates ;  and,  whether,  in 
the  case  of  compulsory  retirement  of 
clerks  in  the  prime  of  life  and  capable 
of  duty,  such  persons  can  be  transferred 
to  other  Departments  as  Tacancies  occur 
or  opportunity  offers,  and  thus,  by  their 
seryices  being  retained  in  some  other 
sphere,  such  superannuation  allowances 
be  saved  to  the  country  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Wefetminster) :  In  1857 
the  House  of  Commons  carried  against 
the  Oovemment  of  the  day  a  Bill  re- 
pealing the  provisions  of  a  previous  Act 
under  which  an  abatement  on  account 
of  pension  was  made  from  the  salaries 
of  Civil  servants  of  the  Crown,  and  since 
that  time  no  abatement  on  account  of 
pension  has  been,  or  could  be,  made 
from  the  salaries  of  Civil  servants.  The 
question  of  pensions  is,  I  believe,  at 
present  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments. It  is,  of  course,  desirable  that 
clerks  in  the  prime  of  life,  who,  through 
the  reorganization  of  their  Depart- 
ments, have  become  redundant,  should 
be  re-employed;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
practice,  such  re-employment  is  found 
exceedingly  difficult.  A  man  in  the 
prime  of  life  can  hardly  be  placed  at  the 
bottom  of  his  new  Department ;  but  if 
he  is  placed  higher  up  the  juniors  in 
the  Office  are  deprived  of  the  promotion 
which  they  might  reasonably  expect. 
As  a  rule,  Heads  of  Departments  select 
for  retirement  their  most  inefficient 
men  ;  and  it  is,  of  course,  most  difficult 
to  persuade  the  Head  of  another  De- 
partment to  recruit  his  staff  from  such  a 
source;  but  the  Government  will  lose 
no  opportunity  of  exercising  their  pro- 
per influence  to  secure  re-employment 
wherever  it  can  be  arranged  without 
detriment  to  the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  if  there  was  a  single  in- 
stance in  which  any  substantial  efforts 
had  been  made  to  effect  the  re-employ- 
ment of  clerks  compulsorily  retired  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  am 
aware,  from  my  own  knowledge,  that 
there  are  cases  in  which  substantial 
efforts  have  been  made  by  past  Qovem- 
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ments,  as  well  as  by  this  Oovernment, 
to  secure  this  object ;  but  there  are  ex- 
treme difficulties  in  the  way,  for  the 
reasons  I  have  stated. 

THE  SUGAR  BOUNTIES  OONPERBNOB 
—THE  PAPERS. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Con- 
ference on  the  Sugar  Bounties  and  other 
matters  relating  to  the  Sugar  Question 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Skith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  All  the 
Correspondence  up  to  the  assembling  of 
the  Conference  will  be  presented  and 
distributed  in  a  few  days.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Conference  will  be  presented 
when  its  labours  have  been  concluded. 

THE  BLIND— REPORT  OF  THE  ROTAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Blind  may  be  expected  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Oovemment  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion with  a  view  to  expediting  the  pre- 
sentation of  their  Report ;  out  it  is 
unlikely  that  the  Report  will  be  pre- 
sented before  the  autumn. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS 

SPEECH— THE  DEBATE  ON 

THE  ADDRESS. 

Me.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  Can 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  tell  the 
House  when  we  are  likely  to  get 
through  the  Debate  on  the  Address, 
and  begiQ  Public  Business  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
without  information  on  the  subject.  But 
I  hope  the  House  of  Commons  will 
conclude  the  discussion  on  the  Address 
either  this  evening  or  to-morrow. 

PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 

THE    MARQUESS  OF  SALISBURY  AKD 
MR.  BRADLAUQH. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  ask  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  I  make  a  personal  explanation 
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with  reference  to  a  statement  whiob  I 
made  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session.    I 
may  recall  the  recollection  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  on  the  Monday  following 
that  statement  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury    declined  to    grant  a    Select 
Committee,    and    stated    that    he  was 
fortified  in  his  refusal  by  information 
which  had  reached  him  to  the  e£Pect  that 
the  issue  between  the  Junior  Member 
for  Northampton  and  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  would  be  dealt  with  in  legal 
proceedings  then  pending.    In  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  T  stated  that, 
in  my  yiew,  there  were  no  legal  pro- 
ceedings  pending  that  could  so  raise  the 
iesue,  but  that  if  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury admitted  the  legal  responsibility  of 
the  letter  signed  «« E.  T.  Gunton,"  dated 
the  5th  of  December,  and  published  on 
the  7th  December,  in  which  a  charge  of 
wilful  perjury  was  brought  against  me, 
I  would  take  care  that  the  issue  was  at 
once  submitted  to  a  Court  of  Law.    On 
the  15th  of  February  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  wrote  me  a  letter  to  the 
following  effect : — 

<<  Lord  Salisborv  states  that  his  solicitor,  Sir 
R.  Nicholson,  23,  Parliament  Street,  has  been 
instmcted  to  deal  with  any  communication  joa 
may  wiah  to  make." 

On  the  same  day  I  wrote  to  Sir  B. 
Nicholson  in  precisely  the  same  terms 
as  my  Question  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  to  ask  if  he  was  instructed  to 
admit  the  legal  responsibility  of  the 
letter  signed  '*  B.  T.  (j^unton,"  dated  the 
5th  of  December,  and  published  on  the 
7th  of  December,  in  which  a  charge  of 
wilful  perjury  was  brought  against  me. 
This  morning  I  received  from  Sir  E. 
Nicholson,  as  Lord  Salisbury's  solicitor, 
a  letter  which  concludes — 

"  I  receiyed  yoar  letter  this  morning.  I  beg 
to  say,  in  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  25th 
inst.,  that  Mr.  Gunton*s  letter  was  not  published 
by  Lord  Salisbary,  or  with  bis  authority  ;  and 
I  am  not  instructed  to  admit  his  Lordship's 
legal  responsibility  lor  the  pubUeation  of  tiie 
letter." 

I  should  not  have  deemed  myself  justi- 
fied in  obtruding  a  personal  matter  on 
the  House,  if  it  did  not  iuTolve  a  charge 
of  deliberate  falsehood  in  relation  to  a 
matter  which  I  had  stated  to  the  House 
in  the  course  of  debate.  I  think  the 
House  will  feel  satisfied,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee having  been  refused  me  and  a 
Court  of  Law  denied  me,  that  no  further 
responsibility  rests  upon  me  in  the 
matter. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address 
have  precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices 
of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day,  and 
To-morrow  of  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day.— (J/r.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER    TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[aDJOUBNED  DEBATB.]         [mINTH  WIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  February].— 
[See  page  64.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  reeumed. 

SCOTLAND— DISTRESS  IN  THE  HIGH- 
LANDS  AND  ISLANDS. 

BEBOLUTION. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College), 
in  rising  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  : — 

**  Hambly  to  express  to  Tour  Miuesty  oar 
regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Your  Most 
Gracious  Speech  to  the  acute  distress  which 

Prevails  in  many  parts  of  the  Highlands  and 
glands  of  Scotland,  to  the  disturbances  which 
haye  arisen  out  of  that  distress,  or  to  any  pro- 
jected remedial  legislation  intended  to  put  an 
end  to  the  critical  state  of  matters  which  at 
present  exists  in  the  North  of  Scotland  ;  '* 

said,  that  if  the  Queen's  Speech  had 
contained  no  allusion  to  Scotland  what- 
ever he  should  have  explained  the  fact 
to  himself  by  recollecting  that  there  was 
no  Bepresentatiye  of  Scotland  in  the 
Cabinet  at  present.  But  he  saw  from 
the  Speech  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  altogether  forgotten  that 
Scotland  existed,  and  they  had  consulted 
someone  who  had  framed  a  paragraph 
for  the  Speech  for  Scotland.  But  they 
might  have  consulted  someone  who 
knew  Scotland  better,  as  although  the 

Earagraph  consisted  of  hardly  four 
nes,  it  showed  that  the  party  who  drew 
it  up  did  not  know  how  to  spell  the  word 
''  burgh "  according  to  the  Scotch 
fashion  and  usage.  The  paragraph 
mentioned  two  or  three  proposed  Billsi 
concerning  which  he  had  not  heard  one 
word  during  the  Eecess.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  matters  of  which  he  com- 
plained in  his  Amendment  had  attracted 
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the  most  widespread  attention  in 
Scotland,  and  they  could  not  possibly 
have  been  unknown  to  the  G-oTernment, 
although  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (the  Marquess  of 
Lothian)  had  not  a  place  in  the  Oabinet. 
Not  only  had  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  knowledge  of 
then),  but  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) bad  as  intimate  a  knowledge, 
for  they  had  been  the  cause  of  the  greatest 
naval  demonstration  that  had  take  place 
on  the  part  of  this  country  since  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria.  They  had  five 
ships  of  war  threatening  the  shores 
of  the  Island  of  Lewis — the  Bslktsh,  the 
Seahorse,  the  Jackal,  the  Amelia,  and  the 
Forester.  With  them  co-operated  on  land 
a  detachment  of  theKoyalScots.  Not  only 
was  this  the  case,  but  the  troopship 
Assistanee,  with  200  Marines,  had  been 
ordered  to  take  part  in  the  demonstra- 
tion, and  the  Ajax  would  have  been  pre- 
sent at  it  too  if  that  vessel,  being  built  on 
approved  Amiralty  principles,  had  not,  on 
the  voyage  to  Stornoway,  broken  down 
and  been  only  saved  from  foundering 
by  the  skilful  seamanship  of  its  com- 
mander and  crew.  The  cause  of  this 
expedition  was  the  Park  Forest  deer 
raid,  which  was  not  marked  by  any 
violence  except  on  the  part  of  one  man, 
whom  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  did 
not  prosecute.  The  raid  was  an  inci- 
dent about  which  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland— after  having 
a  fortnifi^ht  to  study  the  facts  of  the 
case — deliberately  and  publicly  stated 
that  he  had  no  doubt  that  although  the 
men  had  broken  the  law  they  had  not 
hroken  it  from  any  bad  motive  what- 
ever. In  assuming  a  breach  of  the  law 
had  been  committed  to  justify  the  send- 
ing of  the  expedition,  the  noble  |;Mar- 
quess  seemed  to  speak  without  the  book, 
because,  notwithstanding  the  fact  of  the 
unrivalled  criminal  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
and  notwithstanding  that  last  year  he 
obtained  an  Act  from  the  House  to 
render  the  drawing  of  indictments  more 
easy  —  notwithstanding  all  that,  he 
failed  to  prove  any  relevant  indictment 
against  these  men ;  and  the  only  result  of 
the  trial — disadvantageously  conducted 
for  the  prisoners  as  it  was— was  to  prove 
that  these  men — who  undoubtedly  took 
part  in  the  deer  raid — were  not  guilty  of 
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the  crime  libelled ;  and  that  apparently 
the  crime  under  which  they  were  libelled 
was  the  only  one  under  which  it  was 
competent  to  libel  them.    Now,  as  to 
the  origin  of  this  raid.     It  arose  out  of 
the  extreme  destitation  of  the  27,000 
inhabitants  of  the  Island  of  Lewis.     In 
the    commencement  of   November  the 
destitation  began  to  be  bitterly  felt,  and 
the  result  was  ~  as  might  naturally  be 
expected   in    an  Island  where  snoh  a 
quantity  of  land  was  devoted  to  game — 
that  poaching  largely  increased.  On  one 
day  nine  men  were  tried  for  poaching.  The 
tale  of  misery  told  by  these  men  moved 
the  heart  of  the  Sheri£P,  and  it  was  with 
the  greatest  reluctance  that  he  was  com- 
pelled to  impose  the  penalty  that  the 
law  required.  Some  of  the  men  were  fined 
20s,,   and  so  much  sympathy  had  the 
Sheriff  for  them  in  their  distress  that  he 
allowed  them  a  fortnight  to  try  and 
scrape  up  the  fine,  so  that  they  might  be 
able    to  avoid  going   to    prison.      As 
a  matter  of  fact,  even  in  the  case  of  a 
man  who  had  not  been  able  to  pay  the 
fine,  imprisonment  was  not  enforced,  for 
when  he  (Dr.  Oameron)  sent  the  fine  to 
the  goal  in  order  to  have  the  man  re- 
leased, he  made  the  discovery  that  he 
was  not  there.    In  this  miserable  con- 
dition the  crofters  saw  140  square  acsres 
of  the  Island,  on  which  they  might  live 
comfortably,   devoted  to    deer.      They 
saw,  too,  in  that  deer  forest  the  sites  of 
many  old  crofts  that  their  forefathers 
had  cultivated.     They  believed  that  if 
they  only  could  get  the  land  that  had 
been  cultivated  by  their  forefathers  they 
might  live  in  comparative  comfort,  but 
they  also  knew  that  their  frequent  ap- 
plications for  some  of  that  land  had  been 
persistently  refused,  or  no  notice  taken 
of  them  by  the  proprietor.     On  the  12th 
November  the  inhabitants  had  a  meet- 
ing. There  were  present  on  that  occasion 
a  large    number  of  cottars  who    had 
neither  land  nor  stock  to  fall  back  upon, 
and  in  their  poverty  and  starvation  they 
resolved  to  make  a  raid   on  the  deer 
forest  and  provide  themselves  with  a  few 
good  meals  of  venison.     Having  con- 
cluded their  arrangements  for  the  23rd 
of  the  month,  they  invited  the  Sheriff 
— the  proprietor  and  the  lessee  of  the 
shooting — to  visit  their  homes  and  see 
for  himself  what  was  their  condition. 
The  Sheriff  at  first  consented  to  go,  and 
a  deputation  was  appointed  to  reoeive 
I  him,  but  on  the  18th  Kovember  he  wrote 
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stating  that  the  object  of  his  visit  to 
them  might  be  misconstrued.     He  sub- 
sequently,  howeyer,  saw   Mr.  Donald 
Macrae,  of  Ballallan^a  schoolmaster, 
of  Ballallan — who  was   afterwards  ar- 
raigned as  the  ringleader  of  the  raid — 
and  endeavoured  to  get  that  gentleman 
to  stop  the  projected  deer  raid.     Mr. 
Macrae  told    him    that  he  could  not 
undertake  to  do  that  unless  the  starving 
people  were  supplied  with  meal,  and  as 
the  Sheri£P  had  no  authority  to  give  the 
assistance  required  the  raid  took  place. 
There  was  no  secrecy  about  the  affair. 
It  was  conducted  quite  openly,  and  in  a 
most  orderly  manner.     They  went  to 
the   forests,   carrying   with    them   old 
sails  and  poles  for  camping  purposes, 
in  the  open  day,  and  attended,  like  an 
army,  by  quite  an  array  of  newspaper 
correspondents.    Having  slain  a  certain 
number  of  deer,  they  had  a  repast,  and 
one  of  the  elders  offered  up  an  eloquent 
and    appropriate    benediction.      There 
was  no  act  of  violence  committed  except 
in  one  single  instance,   where  a  man 
named  Donald  MacKinnon,  a  member  of 
the  Constitutional  Party,  and  an  orna- 
ment to  the  Primrose  League  on  the 
Island,  threatened  to  shoot  the  Inspector 
of  Police  who  threatened  to  arrest  him. 
The  raiders  in  returning  home  were  met 
by  the  Sheriff,  who  read  the  Biot  Act, 
and  they,  out  of  reapect  for  Her  Majesty 
and  the  law,  fired  their  guns  in  the  air 
and  dispersed.    It  was  part  of  the  pro- 
gramme that  any  man  who  was  wanted 
afterwards  by  the  police  should  give 
himself  up ;   and  that  the  authorities 
recognised   that  that  was  a  bond  fids 
arrangement  was  shown  by  the  fact  that 
one  policeman  was  sent  many  miles  into 
the  Island  with  a  list  of  the  men  re- 
quired by  the  authorities.    The  crofters 
entertained  the  policeman  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  and  sent  word  to  the  men 
whose  names  appeared  in  the  list.    The 
men  afterwards  walked  a  distance  of  be- 
tween 15  and  20  miles  to  Stornowayand 
gave  themselves  up.    This  incident  was 
followed  by  raids  on  sheep  farms.    In 
liewisy  Boss,  and  Sutherlandshire,  mobs 
assembled,  fences  were  destroyed,  and 
there  were  a  couple  of  conflicts  with  the 
police,  but  no  one  received  any  serious 
injury.     Well,  he  thought  these  pro- 
ceeding's were  deserving  of  some  notice 
in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Oracious  Speech. 
Undoubtedly  the  cause  of  the  destitution 
was  the  failure  of  the  fishing,  and  it 


was  greatly  aggravated  by  an  unprece- 
dentedly  severe  epidemic  of  measles — 
unprecedented  in  severity  and  violence 
for  the  last  half-century — which  broke 
out  in  the  Island  a  few  months  ago.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
in  answer  to  a  Question  yesterday,  said 
it  was  a  mild  epidemic 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonalb)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  what  he  had 
stated  was  that  the  disease  was  of  a 
mild  type. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate would  find  from  reliable  reports 
from  the  officers  that  the  epidemic  was 
the  most  severe  that  had  visited  the 
Island  for  half-a-century.  The  men 
were  starving  on  an  insufficient  diet  of 
potatoes.  Many  of  them  were  obliged 
to  eat  seed  potatoes,  which  they  had  put 
away  for  the  coming  year.  Some  had 
been  obliged  to  live  for  weeks  on  rotten 
potatoes  which  they  gathered  from  the 
fields.  In  the  condition  the  crofters 
were  in  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
they  had  great  faith  in  the  eternal 
justice  and  infallibility  of  the  doctrines 
of  political  economy.  They  had  heard 
a  doctrine  preached  by  its  great 
apostle  —  the  '*  land  for  the  people," 
and  that  seemed  to  them  to  be  a  doc- 
trine much  more  suited  to  their  cause. 
They  saw  land  unstintedly  devoted  to 
sheep,  deer,  and  game,  and  they  believed 
if  they  could  g^t  that  land  they  might 
be  able  to  live.  If  not,  they  must  go 
on  starving.  Prison  had  no  terror  for 
them.  In  many  instances  the  crofters 
offered  themselves  to  the  police  to  be 
arrested.  And  now  fresh  raids  were 
threatened.  Hitherto  the  crofters  had 
published  their  plans.  When  they  saw 
that  these  tactics  did  not  work  well,  they 
would  adopt  the  tactics  of  secrecy,  and 
then,  it  was  as  clear  as  dajlight,  re- 
course to  force  must  be  useless — as  use- 
less as  force  had  been  found  to  capture  the 
modem  ''  Rob  Roy"  Kerr,  against  whom 
three  expeditions  had  been  sent,  or  to 
suppress  that  illicit  distillation  which,  in 
consequence  of  the  prevailing  poverty, 
had  again  become  very  preva^nt  in  the 
Highknds.  What  steps  did  the  Go- 
vernment take  in  this  state  of  matters? 
What  steps  did  they  intend  taking  ?  He 
should  have  liked  more  information  on 
the  latter  point  in  Her  Majestv's  Speech. 
Hitherto  the  Government  had  relied  on 
gunboats  and   martial  law  —  upon  a 
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vigorous  enforcement  of  the  law,  as  it 
was  called.  Latterly  the  Govemment 
instituted  an  inquiry.  The  gunboats 
were  sent  on  the  first  rumour  of  any- 
thing being  wrong,  but  the  inquiry 
was  not  instituted  till  after  many 
weeks  of  delay.  The  enforcement  of 
the  law  was  vigorous,  but  it  was  partial 
and  one-sided  in  the  extreme.  The  in- 
quiry was  quite  right.  Its  results  had 
confirmed  what  was  known  weeks  and 
months  ago.  He  (Dr.  Cameron)  only 
complained  that  the  inquiry  was  not 
instituted  sooner,  and  that  it  was  not 
carried  out  in  a  less  obviously  white- 
washing spirit  ;  and  he  complained 
further  that  no  indication  was  g^ven  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  of  any  steps 
based  on  the  result  of  that  inquiry.  As 
for  the  gunboats,  he  protested  against 
their  employment  when  they  were  em- 
ployed. He  thought  it  was  a  disgrace 
to  the  Qovernment  that  a  country  like 
Scotland  could  not  be  ruled  without  our 
having  every  year  a  firesh  naval  expe- 
dition sent  against  the  crofters.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was 
Home  Secretary  he  was  repeatedly 
asked  to  send  gunboats  and  military  to 
Skye,  and  he  laid  down  in  a  State  Paper 
the  principles  which  should  guide  a  Go- 
vernment in  interfering  with  military 
force  in  local  affairs  In  a  document 
written  by  the  then  Lord  Advocate 
under  his  direction,  he  said — 

**  The  duty  of  jjreserring  the  peace  and  exer- 
cising the  law  in  a  county  rests  upon  the 
county  authorities  who  are  by  statute  authorized 
to  maintain  a  police  force  for  that  purpose.  The 
number  of  the  force  must  necessarily  depend 
upon  the  state  of  the  county  and  nature  of 
the  service ;  but  recourse  should  not  be  had  to 
military  aid  unless  in  case  of  sudden  riot  and 
extraoitlinary  emergency,  to  deal  with  which 
police  cannot  be  obtained,  and  soldiers  should 
not  be  employed  upon  police  duty  which  is 
likely  to  be  of  a  continuous  character." 

He  (Dr.  Cameron)  maintained  that  not 
a  single  one  of  those  principles  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  recognized  in  the  present  case. 
There  was  no  resistance  wnatever  even 
to  a  single  policeman  for  weeks  after 
the  naval  force  had  been  lying  off  Lewis. 
The  despatoh  of  that  force  contravened 
every  principle  laid  down  by  the  Liberal 
Home  Secretary.  It  was  especially 
obnoxious,  because  it  was  sent  in  the 
interest  of  deer  preserving,  and  because 
it  afterwards  turned  out  that  it  was 
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sent  in  consequence  of  an  action  which 
had  proved    to    be  not  an  indictable 
offence  under  the  law  of  ScoUaad.  This 
policy  of  gunboats  and  marines  was  a 
useless  policy  if  intonded  to  be  per- 
manent, because  the  moment  the  crofters 
resorted  to  tactics  of  secrecy  gunboats 
and  marines  could  do  nothing.     It  was 
a  foolish  policy  if  it  was  intended  to  be 
only  temporary,  because  it  prevented 
the  Local  Authorities  relying  upon  their 
own  resources  and  exercising  the  powers 
which  Parliament  had  conferrea  upon 
them.     As  to  the  enforcement  of  the 
law  by  the  Oovernment,  he  complained 
that  it  had  been  vindictive  and  one- 
sided, and  calculated  to  destroy  respect 
for  the  fairness  of  the  law  and  for  the 
law  itself,  and  that  its  effect  had  been 
to  raise  up  throughout  Scotland  a  feel- 
ing of  sympathy  adverse  to  the  law  and 
its  administrators,  and  sympathetic  with 
those  who  were  ranged  against  the  law. 
He  could  go  into  numerous  cases ;  but, 
taking  the  case  of  the  deer  raid,  he 
would  point  out  that  that   raid    was 
dealt    with    by    means    of   gunboats. 
The  Biot  Act  was  called  into  requisi- 
tion, the  law  put  in  motion  by  a  Public 
Prosecutor  to  whom  they  had  repeatedly 
objected,  because  he  was  the  law  agent 
of  the  proprietor  of  the   Island,   and 
also  of  the  tenant  of  the  deer  forest. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate, not  content  with  trying  the  men 
locally,  dragged  them  to  Edinburgh  for 
trial.   He  must  needs  change  the  venue. 
The  men  were  all  poor,  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  them  to  bring  witnesaea  to 
Edinburgh.     They  asked  for  assistance 
to  bring  witnesses.      They  wished  to 
brinff  the  Sheriff  and  some  other  persons 
of  hiffh  and  undoubted  position  in  the 
Island.      But  the  G-overnment  refused 
any  such  assistance.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  himself  brought 
witnesses.      He    brought    that   roffian 
MacKinnon,   who,   of  all  the   raiders^ 
had  been  guilty  of  violence,  who  was 
proved  to  be  the  ringleader;    and  he 
put  him  in  the  witness-box  in  order 
that  he  might  criminate  his  leas  Q^uilty 
associates.      These    unfortunate     men 
had  against  them  the  eloquence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solioitor 
General   for   Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.   B. 
Bobertson^,   and  could  bring  no   wit- 
nesses in  their  defence.   But  in  this  oaae 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  his  Department  received  a  slap  in  tl^ 
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face.  They  only  elicited  a  deoision  and 
judgment  to  the  effeotthat,  aoooxding  to 
the  Common  Law  of  Scotland,  it  was  no 
crime  to  trespass — that  trespass  oonsti- 
tated  a  proper  ground  nnder  OommonLa  w 
for  an  aotion  for  damages,  but  that  it 
was  only  a  crime  in  specific  instances, 
where  it  had  been  constituted  a  crime 
by  Act  of  Parliament — as  in  the  case  of 
trespass  in  pursuit  of  game.  It  elicited 
from  the  Judge  the  dictum  that  deer 
were  not  ^ame,  and  not  property ;  and 
from  the  jury  the  decision  that  trespass 
was  not  mobbing  and  rioting— all  of 
which  decisions  were  to  those  who,  like 
himself,  thought  it  a  crying  scandal  that 
3,000  square  miles  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  should  be  monopolised  by 
deer  forests,  afforded  ample  compensa- 
tion lor  the  inconvenience  which  the 
crofters  had  been  put  to.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Adyocate  knew  well 
the  impossibility  of  these  men  bringing 
proper  evidence  before  an  Edinburgh 
jury.  They  had  no  funds.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  how 
similar  proceedings  last  year  had  mis- 
carried, and  how  injustice  had  been  done. 
He  knew  how  in  1886  a  notorious  idiot 
— a  man  in  receipt  of  parochial  relief  as 
an  imbecile— had  been  led  by  his  idiot 
curiosity  into  a  riotous  mob  in  whose 
proceedings  he  took  no  part ;  how  that 
he,  having  been  brought  to  trial  at 
£<^burgh,  and  having  no  witnesses  to 
testify  that  he  was  imbecile,  was  sent 
with  the  rest  for  months  to  prison. 
Again,  this  year,  he  could  give  an  in- 
stance where  a  miscarriage  of  justice  had 
obviously  occurred.  Here  was  another 
case.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  known  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House — the  Hev.  Norman 
Mackay,  minister  of  Loohinver — who 
wrote  tiiat  a  meeting  had  been  called 
near  Olashmore  to  protest  against  the 
sentences  and  to  try  to  get  Hugh  Mathe- 
0on  out  of  prison.  Mr.  Mackay,  and  the 
minister  of  the  people  there,  met  with 
the  Olashmore  men,  and  he  wrote — 

"  I  am  quite  latiBfled— from  evidanoe  that  can 
be  piodaced— that  Matheton  was  not  in  the  row, 
aad  that  he  is  as  innocent  of  it  as  anyene  can 
be.  He  only  met  the  crowd  after  the  work  was 
over  and  they  had  dispersed.  Nine  men  who 
'were  onlookers  can  bear  witness  to  this,  three 
'who  were  with  him  in  a  house  can  certify  it, 
and  all  those  who  were  blackened,  if  secured 
against  proseention,  will  bear  witness  that 
Matheson  was  not  there." 

Bat  Hugh  Matheson — ^in  spite  of  the 


recommendation  of  the  jury  to  mercy—* 
was  now  undergoing  sentence  of  twelve 
months'  imprisonment.  He  complained 
not  only  that  the  crofters  had  been  per- 
secuted by  the  Government,  but  that  the 
law  had  been  strained  i^ainst  them  in  a 
manner  deserving  the  reprobation  of 
everybody  who  regarded  the  Constitu- 
tional liberties  of  our  country.  They — 
the  authorities — did  not  bother  them* 
selves  about  warrants  in  the  Highlands. 
The  other  day  he  read  in  the  Scottislu 
correspondence  of  The  Timds  a  statement 
that  an  Excise  officer  in  the  Highlands 
had  expected  to  make  some  important 
seizure  of  apparatus  used  in  illicit  distil- 
lation. When  he  went  to  a  house  he 
was  asked  to  produce  his  warrant,  but 
having  no  warrant  he  had  no  alternative 
but  to  go  away  for  one.  Even  an  Irish 
Member  arrested  under  the  Coercion 
Act  had  a  right  to  demand  a  warrant. 
But  the  police  did  not  stand  on  cere- 
mony in  the  Highlands.  If  they  were 
asked  for  a  warrant  during  the  recent 
occurrences  they  threatened  men  for  ob- 
structing them  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  or  if  they  vouchsafed  any  expla- 
nation, it  was  that  the  man  was  wanted 
for  cross-examination,  and  on  with  the 
handcuffs  and  off  to  the  Seahorse,  Let 
the  House  contrast  such  cases  with  eases 
where  landlords  were  concerned.  Let 
them  contrast  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  in  cases 
where  landlords  and  not  crofters  were 
concerned.  Last  year  a  Sheriff's  officer 
burned  down  a  crofter's  hut.  [Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald  dissented.]  Why,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
him  reprimanded.  He  was  a  namesake 
of  his  own — ^Macdonald.  They  tried  to 
get  proceedings  taken  against  him  for 
incendiarism,  which  was  an  unbailable 
offence  under  the  law  of  Scotland ;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate said  he  could  see  no  case  for  action. 
The  other  day  a  man  was  charged  with 
setting  fire  to  his  own  house  in  Dundee 
— but  this  was  a  non-agrarian  offence — 
and,  although  the  defence  was  set  up 
that  he  did  no  harm  to  the  property 
of  his  neighbours,  the  Judge  ridiculed 
the  plea,  and  the  man  was  now  in 
prison,  illustrating  the  state  of  the 
Scottish  law.  Men  had  been  sent  to 
prison  for  12  months  for  pulling  down 
the  walls  round  a  sheep  farm.  Well, 
the  other  day  the  proprietor  of  an  estate 
at  Aberlour-^a  Deputy  Lieutenant  of 
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his  county  and  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
— ^pulled  down  a  crofter's  hut  without 
giving  the  tenant  anj  warning  or  notice 
to  quit.  The  case  was  brought  before  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Adyooate  by 
another  Justice  of  the  Peace,  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
absolutely  refused  to  take  any  cogni- 
ssanoe  of  the  matter.  He  would  not  say 
that  the  landlord  was  actuated  by  any 
criminal  motiTO.  His  eyes  were  simply 
t^linded  to  the  real  state  of  the  law  by 
an  extravagant  idea  of  his  landlords' 
rights,  just  as  he  said  the  crofters  were 
blinded  to  the  stato  of  the  law  by  their 
theory  of  the  people's  right  to  the  land. 
But  in  each  case  equally  a  breach  of  the 
law  was  committed.  In  the  one  case  the 
men  were  croftors,  in  the  other  it  was  a 
landlord  and  a  Deputy  Lieutonant.  In 
the  one  case,  accordingly,  the  Fleet  was 
called  into  requisition ;  in  the  other  the 
bandage  was  simply  drawn  a  little  tighter 
round  the  eyes  of  Justice,  and*  the  Lord 
Advocate  declared  there  was  no  case.  But, 
to  come  to  the  inquiry  instituted  by  the 
Govemment.  He  (Dt.  Oameron)  asked 
why  was  it  not  instituted  a  little  earlier  ? 
On  12th  December  Lord  Lothian,  in 
replying  to  a  deputetion,  begged  the 
members  that "  if  anything  came  to  their 
knowledge  that  there  was  such  great 
destitution  as  to  cause  occurrences  such 
as  had  lately  token  place,  they  would  be 
so  kind  as  to  come  and  tell  him  before, 
and  not  after  such  occurrences  had 
taken  place ;  for  it  seemed  to  his  Lord- 
ship's mind  that  one  of  the  difficulties 
in  dealing  with  a  question  of  this  kind 
was  that  those  who  agitated  got  some- 
thing, and  those  who  had  not  agitated 
got  nothing."  Well,  a  good  many  years 
ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) used  an  expression  about  the 
Olerkenwell  outrage  which  his  oppo- 
nento  construed  into  an  encouragement 
to  outrage.  But  what  plainer  encourage- 
ment to  outrage  and  to  agitation  could 
they  have  than  that  conveyed  in  that 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland?  No  [wonder  after 
that  that  the  agitation  became  brisker, 
and  took  the  form  of  raids  upon  sheep 
farms  and  diverting  of  salmon  rivers. 
Did  not  tho  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  know  of  the  destitution 
that  created  this  state  of  things?  Early 
in  November  Sheriff  Eraser  knew  all 
about  it.     What  were  the  Parochial 
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Boards  for  but  to  let  him  know  ?  They 
were  under  the  Board  of  Supervision ; 
and  if  the  Board  did  not  do  ite  duty, 
why  did  not  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  see  into  what  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  ?  Of  what  use  was  the  Scottish 
Secretary  if  he  could  not  see  that  the 
administrative  machinery  of  the  oountry 
was  working  smoothly  ?  He  must  have 
known  that  something  was  going  on,  or 
he  would  not  have  sent  the  gunboats. 
He  might  have  guessed  that  it  was  not 
for  the  mere  sake  of  fun  that  the  crofters 
abandoned  the  attitude  which  they  had 
so  long  maintained  in  connection  with 
those  deer  foresto.  If  he  knew  anything 
of  the  modern  history  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland,  he  moat  have 
guessed  very  shrewdly  that  the  dis- 
turbances arose  out  of  some  exacerba- 
tion of  the  chronic  want  which  prevailed. 
If  he  had  instituted  an  inquiry  a  little 
sooner,  it  appeared  to  him  (Dr.  Oameron) 
that  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  might  have  devised  aome 
cheaper  and  more  satisfactory  remedy 
than  a  Naval  squadron.  If  he  had  in- 
quired he  would  have  learned  that  the 
Poor  Law  machinery  of  the  Island  of 
Lewis  was  a  mere  mockery,  that  the 
Parochial  Boards  never  met,  and  that 
the  proprietor  was  practically  the  Board. 
He  would  have  learned  that  the  elected 
members  were  elected  at  hole-and-corner 
meetings,  and  that  in  some  cases  these 
members  did  not  know  that  they  had 
been  elected  until  they  were  summoned 
for  a  meeting  ot  the  Board  by  the  gen- 
tleman sent  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
Lewis  a  few  weeks  ago.  If  he  had 
asked  the  medical  officers  he  would  have 
learned  that — 

"  Ad  epidemie  of  measles  had  appeared  mora 
searching  and  unirersal  than  anj  known  for  the 
last  half-oenturj ;  that  the  epidemic  broke  out 
before  the  crofters  had  had  time  to  confert  ihoir 
grain  crops  into  meal,  and  that  the  cottars  were 
prevented  not  onlj  bj  want  of  means  to  buy 
food,  but  also  bj  the  sickness  of  their  families 
from  going  oat  to  the  fishing." 

Hundreds  of  sick  were  lying  on 
straw,  and  those  who  were  well  de- 
prived themselves  of  dothes  in  order 
to  cover  the  sick.  He  might  have 
learned,  as  he  (Dr.  Oameron)  learned, 
from  the  deputation,  that  In  many  cases 
where  poultices  were  ordered  for  the  sick 
there  was  not  enongnmeal  in  the  house  to 
make  them.  A  large  proportion  of  the 
paupers,  who  have  not  even  the  altoma- 
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tive  of  a  poor-house,  are  expected  to 
live  on  less  than  Id,  a-day,  and  half  of 
the^  paupers  on  the  Island  did  not  re- 
ceive a  1«.  a-week.  The  families  of 
those  who  died  got  4«.  to  buy  a  box  and 
dig  a  grave  to  consign  them  to  the 
earth.  Although  the  Parochial  Autho- 
rities were  also  the  Sanitary  Authorities 
in  that  district,  not  a  thing  had  been 
done  in  the  matter  of  sanitation.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
talked  of  segregation,  but  there  was  not 
a  single  hospital,  hut,  or  tent  put  up  in 
the  Island,  and  as  for  provision  being 
made  for  the  sick  let  him  look  at  the 
Blue  Book  and  see  if  he  could  repeat 
that  assertion.  And  as  to  the  provision 
made  for  the  sick,  while  in  the  whole 
Island  there  were  900  sick  in  the  last 
three  months  of  1887,  the  entire  amount 
expended  by  all  the  Parochial  Boards  in 
the  Island  during  the  entire  year  was 
only  £24.  In  the  parish  of  Lochs  there 
were  800  sick,  and  16  deaths  occurred 
during  the  last  three  months  of  1887, 
and  the  entire  amount  expended  on 
nutritious  diet  for  the  whole  year  was 
£4  13«.  10(<^.  In  Barvas,  where  there 
were  also  during  these  three  months 
some  300  sick,  the  entire  amount  spent 
in  the  year  was  £2  19«.  4d.  He 
might  have  learned,  if  he  had  read  the 
report  of  Mr.  M'Neill,  that  even  the 
inspectors  of  poor — who  were  not  re- 
puted to  be  a  tender-hearted  set  of  men 
— denounced  the  provision  as  absolutely 
inadequate,  and  came,  some  of  them, 
begging  to  the  administrators  of  chari- 
table funds  for  God's  sake  not  to  forget 
their  poor  regiment  of  paupers.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  not  to  him 
strange  that,  while  the  women  and 
children  were  starving,  the  men  cast 
their  longing  eyes  towards  the  deer 
forests  and  ground  occupied  by  game. 
As  it  was,  the  noble  Marquess  must 
have  had  some  idea  of  the  matter,  for  he 
said,  in  reply  to  a  deputation — 

**  I  feel  yery  Btronely  in  regard  to  a  great 
many  in  these  iBlands  who  are  living  in  a 
desperate  state  of  misery." 

In  discussing  the  remedies  with  the 
deputation,  he  said  something  might  be 
done  in  the  way  of  reforming  the  Land 
liaws,  but  he  could  not  express  himself 
upon  that  point  before  he  had  consulted 
liord  Salisbury.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
would  like  to  know  what  the  result  of 
that  consultation  had  been.  There  was 
no  indication  of  the  result  of  his  con- 


sultation with  Lord  Salisbury  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech.  Again,  in  referring 
to  the  cases  of  the  cottars — for  whose 
benefit  various  suggestions  had  been 
made  by  a  Boyal  Oommission  which  a 
few  years  ago  investigated  the  whole 
subject — the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  could  also  make  no 
definite  proposal  until  he  had  consulted 
Lord  Salisbury.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
asked  if  he  had  consulted  Lord  Salis- 
bury. Was  he  going  to  do  nothing  for 
those  cottars  ?  If  there  was  one  subject 
on  which  the  noble  Marquess  had  a 
mind  of  his  own,  it  was  the  subject  of 
emigration.  He  had  no  doubt  about 
that;  the  evil  was  due  to  overcrowding, 
and  emigration  was  the  obvious  remedy. 
But  it  appeared  to  him  (Dr.  Cameron) 
that  if  the  250  square  miles^ consti- 
tuting about  half  the  area  of  the  Island 
— and  which  were  now  used  princi- 
pally as  deer  forests  and  game,  and 
m  which  large  districts  were  available 
for  the  feeding  of  stock — were  handed 
over  to  the  crofters,  the  Island  would 
be  considerably  less  over  populated.  As 
to  emigration,  it  always  struck  him  (Dr. 
Cameron)  that  however  strong  a  Minister 
might  be  upon  political  economy,  when 
other  remedies  were  suggested^  all  ideas 
of  political  economy  fled  from  him  in 
connection  with  emigration.  When 
public  works  were  suggested,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
said,  he  could  not  justify  the  giving  of 
relief  to  the  crofters  because  there  was 
as  much  distress  in  London  and  Liver- 
pool,  and  how  would  they  justify  giving 
relief  from  Imperial  funds  to  the  High- 
lands if  they  refused  it  to  London  and 
Liverpool?  But  the  noble  Marquess 
altogether  failed  to  see  that  there  were 
people  in  London  and  Liverpool  who 
would  like  to  emigrate,  and  to  go  out 
and  get  rich  in  Canada.  What  was  the 
result  of  the  deliberations  with  Lord 
Salisbury  in  regard  to  emigration  ?  The 
Government  must  not  be  too  confident 
about  emigration.  The  report  of  Mr. 
M*Neill  was  a  special  plea  for  emigra- 
tion from  beginning  to  end,  but  that 
report  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  contended  was 
based  on  arguments  which  would  not 
hold  water  for  a  minute.  Great  stress 
was  in  that  report  laid  on  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Clark,  of  Ulva.  He  hap- 
pened to  be  an  intimate  friend  of 
that  gentleman's  only  son,  the  late 
Sheriff  Clark,  and  that  geptl^man  had 
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again  and  again  told  him  there  never 
was  a  greater  eoonomio  mistake  than 
the  olearance  of  IJlya.  Emigration  had 
been  tried  in  Lewis.  Sir  James  Mathe- 
son  had  spent  upwards  of  £12,000  on  it, 
and  between  1867  and  1878  2,800 
persons  had  been  emigprated,  while  from 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people  were  emigrated  to 
Canada,  but  the  Highlands  were  no 
better.  Millions  of  people  emigrated 
from  Ireland;  yet,  was  Ireland  more 
prosperous,  more  contented?  If  the 
Government  believed  prosperity  could 
be  restored  by  reducing  the  population, 
they  must  try  some  ezperimeDt  that  had 
not  been  tried  and  failed  100  times,  and 
he  would  suggest  to  them  as  a  much 
more  likely  panacea  the  plan  ironically 
embodied  in  his  ''  Modest  reposal ''  by 
Dean  Swift.  It  was  absurd  to  rely 
on  emigration — in  the  case  of  the 
Highlands — as  a  remedy,  for  the  very 
simple  reason  that  the  people  would 
not  emigrate.  Why?  Because  tra- 
ditions lived  among  them,  and  there 
had  been  some  cruel  instances  of  clear- 
ances within  a  generation.  Hardly 
more  than  30  years  ag^  a  ship  sailed 
from  Stornoway  with  450  men,  women, 
and  children  cleared  from  the  neigh- 
bourine  Islands.  A  letter  was  sent  back, 
signed  oy  70  of  them,  when  they  arrived 
in  Canada,  which  told  how  the  islanders 
had  attempted  to  escape  this  voluntary 
emigration ;  how  a  number  had  gone  to 
the  hills ;  how  they  were  pursued  by  the 
police  and  ground  officers,  and  20  of 
them  brought  back  by  force  and  hand- 
cuffed; how  families  were  separated, 
succeeded  in  hiding,  some  members  man- 
aging to  conceal  themselves  and  others 
being  forced  off  to  Canada;  how  on 
reaching  Canada,  instead  of,  as  they 
had  been  told,  everything  being  prepared 
for  their  comfort,  they  nught  have 
starved  but  for  the  good  offices  of  some 
benevolent  Scotchmen  whom  they  found 
there.  These  traditions  lived,  and  the 
people  did  not  believe  everything  said 
m  favour  of  emigration  to  Canada.  It 
was  the  business  of  the  Government  to 
decide  as  to  the  primary  and  heroic 
remedies — the  alterations  of  the  land 
laws,  the  provisions  for  the  cotters,  and 
the  schemes  of  emigration  on  which  they 
proposed  to  rely  fortheremedyof  the  state 
of  things  which  existed  in  the  Highlands. 
But  he  might  suggest  oqc  or  two  small 
remedies  that  might  otherwise  escape 

Dr.  Camsron 


notice.  So  far  as  Lewis  was  concerned 
the  Crofters  Act  might  never  have  been 
passed,  for  the  Commissioners  never  sat 
there.  It  would  sit  there  shorUj,  be- 
cause, as  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  said,  those  who 
agitated  got  something.  If  these  men 
had  not  agitated  themselves  into  the 
dock  at  Edinburgh,  the  Commissioa 
would  not  in  all  probability  have  sat  in 
Lewis  for  Heaven  knew  how  long.  If 
the  Commission  .sat  in  Lewis  it  would 
he  precluded  from  sitting  somewhere 
else.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 
very  proper  to  increase  the  strength  of 
that  Commission,  for  which  they  paid 
£  1 0,000  a-year.  Let  them  appoint  a  Sub- 
Commission  in  order  that  the  Highlands 
might  get  what  good  was  to  be  got  out  of 
the  Act  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
As  to  the  advances  to  fishermen.  Years 
ago  Parliament,  in  order  to  assist  the 
fisheries,  had  sanctioned  grants  to  the 
fishermen,  but  the  Treasury  had  con- 
trived to  draw  up  rules  under  which  it 
was  utterly  impossible  for  any  of  the 
fishermen  to  get  a  shilling.  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  had 
informed  the  deputations  that  he  had 
been  in  communication  with  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject,  and  since  the  notice  of 
his  (Dr.  Cameron's)  Amendment  had 
appeared,  he  saw  that  it  had  been 
announced  that  new  regulations  had 
been  d^awn  up.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther these  regulations  would  work,  but  if 
not,  he  would  suggest  that  half  a  dozen 
or  a  dozen  of  the  clerks  in  the  Treasury 
and  the  Scottish  Office — for  whose  benefit 
all  this  circumlocutionary  correspond- 
ence was  kept  on — be  discharged,  and 
that  the  head  of  the  Scotch  Office  and 
some  responsible  gentleman  in  the  Trea- 
sury should  meet  and  settle  the  matter 
in  half-an-hour.  There  was  another 
matter  which  he  would  mention.  They 
were  constantly  told  that  the  land  would 
not  suffice  to  support  the  crofter  popula- 
tion, and  that  they  must  reap  their 
harvest  from  the  sea.  But  how  were 
they  to  utilize  the  sea  in  Lewis  when 
they  were  cut  off  by  the  proprietor  of 
the  Island  owning  the  foreshore?  Sir 
James  Matheson  in  1844  bought  the 
Island,  and  subsequently  obtained  the 
right  to  the  foreshdres  from  the  Govern- 
ment for  £400.  In  virtue  of  that  right, 
Sir  James  Matheson  received  £15  5«.  a 
year  as  feu-duty  from  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners of  Stornoway,  which  paid  a 
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fair  interest  on  the  entire  sum ;  and,  be- 
sides that,  he  had  received,  in  the  shape 
of  rent  during  the  last  20  years,  £2,5()0 
for  fish-curing  stations.  Moreover,  his 
successor  wished  to  change  the  position 
of  the  fish-ouring  stations  to  some  other 
portion  of  the  foreshore,  and  the  ourers 
said  if  that  were  to  he  persisted  in  it 
would  be  so  inconvenient  that  they 
would  have  no  alternative  but  to  leave 
the  Island,  and  the  consequence  would 
be  that  the  fishing  interest  would  be 
strangled  altogether.    The  fact  that  the 

Eroprietor  owned  the  foreshores  enabled 
im  to  prohibit  the  crofters  from  fishing 
in  the  lochs,  from  gathering  seaware 
and  bait,  except  under  most  stringent 
regulations.  His  advice  to  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  rescind  that  grant,  pay 
back  the  £400,  and  throw  open  the  sea 
to  the  crofters.  He  also  advised  the 
Government  to  give  the  people  in  the 
Lews  some  little  say  in  the  management 
of  their  own  affairs,  especially  in  regard 
to  Parochial  Boards,  the  management  of 
which  had  simply  been  infamous.  One 
matter  on  which  the  Orofters'  Commis- 
sion laid  some  stress  was  the  restriction 
of  deer  forests.  Thanks  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  the 
people  now  knew  how  to  settle  that  ques- 
tion  for  themselves.  Give  them  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  allow  them  to  be  possessors 
of  dogs,  and,  whether  the  Government 
took  action  or  not,  he  thought  the  deer 
difficulty  would  soon  remedy  itself.  He 
commended  to  the  notioe  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  proposal  of  the  Oommissioners 
to  grant  money  for  the  institution  of  a 
peasant  proprietary,  and  to  enable 
crofters  to  purchase  stock  and  build 
houses,  which,  under  similar  conditions, 
had  proved  so  successful  in  Harris.  He 
believed  that  every  principle  which 
justified  large  grants  from  the  Public 
Sxohequer  in  the  case  of  Ireland  would 
justify  them  in  the  case  of  the  High- 
lands, as  recommended  by  the  Orofter 
Commission.  The  Government  need 
not  think  they  could  avoid  spending 
money  in  connection  with  the  Highlands. 
They  were  spending  money  now.  They 
lost  the  gunboat  Lively  and  nearly  lost 
the  Ajax  in  consequence  of  the  distress 
in  the  Highlands.  The  squadron .  was 
not  sent  to  the  Island  for  nothing.  The 
Orofter  Commission  cost  £10,000  a- year, 
and  it  was  no  use  trying  to  blink  the 
question,  for  it  would  force  itself  upon 
f^arliament.    They  might  be  certain  of 
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one  thing — that  the  Crofter  Question 
would  not  be  settled  by  any  policy  of 
dragooning.  It  was  a  matter  for  states- 
manship to  settle,  and  although  he  did 
not  pretend  to  believe  that  there  was 
enough  statesmanship  in  Dover  House 
to  settle  it,  he  hela  the  Government 
bound  to  make  an  effort  to  do  so,  and 
therefore  he  had  put  down  the  Amend« 
ment  which  he  proposed. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHEBLAND  (Sutherland) 
said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Amendment. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  on  a 
previous  occasion  he  had  appealed  to 
the  Government  to  undertake  some  re- 
medial legislation  for  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland,  on  the  ground  that  the  High- 
lands had  hitherto  owed  very  little  to 
either  Party  in  the  State.  That  appeal 
was  made  at  a  time  when  his  (Mr. 
Sutherland's)  political  experience  was 
not  so  great  as  it  was  now,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  it  was  made  in  vain, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  con- 
tinued to  act  in  the  same  way  as  their 
Predecessors  in  regard  to  the  Highland 
Question.  He  remembered  upon  that 
occasion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  then  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and 
who  was  now  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  told  the  House 
that  the  crofters,  as  the  people  of  the 
Highlands  were  now  called,  had  legis- 
lation passed  on  their  behalf  which  was 
better  than  that  adopted  for  any  other 
tenant  farmers  in  the  world.  He  (Mr. 
Sutherland)  did  not  pretend  to  give  the 
ipemima  verba  ;  but  that  was  practically 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated. 
He  granted  that  there  might  be  an 
element  of  truth  in  the  statement ;  but 
why,  he  would  ask,  was  it  necessary  to 
pass  such  exceptional  legislation  for  the 
people  of  the  Highlands  ?  It  was  be- 
cause the  landlords  there  had  previously 
possessed  powerj  which  no  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  ought  to  hold  over 
any  other  of  her  subjects,  and  because 
those  powers  had  been  given  through 
the  action  of  Parliament,  that  it  became 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  bring 
in  legislation  to  counteract  what  had 
been  done  in  the  past.  He  maintained 
that  if  that  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  justified  legis- 
lation for  the  Highlands,  there  was  still 
a  great  deal  to  be  done.  He  had  no 
desire  to  go  at  length  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  distress  existing  in  the  High- 
lands.   It  was  a  very  sad  thing  to  nnd 
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that  BO  much  difltreas  did  exist,  when 
all  that  the  people  wanted  was  permis- 
sion to  work  and  to  cultivate  the  land. 
All  the  misery  and  distress  which 
existed  in  the  Highlands  was  the  direct 
result  of  what  had  happened  in  the 
past;  nor  had  the  Liberal  Party  any 
greater  claim  for  the  sympathy  of  the 
crofters  than  the  Oonservative  Party. 
No  doubt,  the  late  Liberal  Qoyemment 
passed  a  remedial  Act ;  but  after  a 
year's  trial  it  had  been  found  to  be  a 
failure.  That  was  a  strong  argument 
in  support  of  the  appeal  which  was  now 
made.  The  House  would  recollect  that 
a  Hoyal  Commission  was  appointed  in 
1883  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
Highlands.  That  Commission  examined 
several  hundred  witnesses,  and  held  77 
sittings,  and  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  a  most  valuable  one.  It 
touched  the  real  merits  of  the  Highland 
Question,  because  it  gave  the  opinion 
of  the  people  themselves;  not  of  the 
officials  only,  nor  of  the  view  of  other 
people,  but  the  opinions  of  the  High- 
land population  themselves.  He  cast 
no  reproach  upon  Her  Majesty's  pre> 
sent  Government  as  regarded  what  was 
done  in  consequence  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commissioners,  because 
the  Act  was  passed  by  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  maintained  that  the 
legislation  passed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  as  far  behind  the  necessities 
of  the  case  as  the  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners  were  behind 
the  demands  of  the  Highland  people. 
The  Commissioners  reported  that  al- 
though g^eat  complaints  were  made  to 
them  about  rack-renting  in  the  High- 
lands, yet  greater  complaints  were  made 
about  the  people  being  denied  the 
land.  Yet,  strange  to  say,  an  Act 
was  passed  which  made  no  provision 
whatever  as  to  the  land.  Although 
that  Act  had  been  in  force  for  19 
months,  not  one  single  square  acre  had 
been  added  to  the  land  of  the  High- 
land people.  It  must  have  been  per- 
fectly clear  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  the  consequences  which  had 
followed  must  necessarily  follow,  unless 
the  Government  tackled  the  question  of 
land.  It  was  deeply  to  be  regretted 
that  instead  of  initiating  a  repressive 
policy  the  Government  had  not  tried 
remedial  measures.  It  could  not  be 
urged  that  those  who  were  elected  to 
represent  Highland  constituencies  had 

Mr.  A.  Sutherland 


not  given  the  Government  full  warning. 
The  Marquess  of  Lothian,  the  Secreta^ 
for  Scotland,  in  answer  to  a  deputation 
which  waited  upon  him,  complained 
that  he  was  not  informed  of  what  was 
likely  to  happen  in  the  Highlands  until 
it  actually  took  place.  It  was  very  dis- 
tinctly in  his  ( Mr.  Sutherland's)  recol- 
lection that  both  he  and  several  of  his 
Colleagues  had  pointed  out  that  the 
state  of  things  in  the  Highlands  was 
such  as  to  demand  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  order  that  a 
remedy  might  be  applied.  It  was 
therefore  of  no  avail  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  plead  that  they  had  no 
knowledge  of  what  was  going  to  happen 
in  the  Highlands.  Lord  Napier's  Com* 
mission  in  1883  called  attention  to 
the  rents  that  were  imposed  in  the 
Highlands,  and  the  Crofters'  Commission 
appointed  under  the  Act  of  1886  had 
found  that  there  had  been  gross  rack- 
renting  in  the  Highlands,  ^e  people, 
although  they  complained  in  a  seoondaiy 
degree  as  to  the  rent,  pointed  out  that 
the  primary  grievance  had  reference  to 
the  giving  of  the  land,  and  yet  up  to 
the  present  moment  not  a  single  inch  of 
additional  land  had  been  provided  for 
the  people  under  the  operation  of  that 
Act.  Some  persons  said  that  the  people 
could  not  avail  themselves  of  the  land 
when  they  got  it.  He  could  point  to  a 
time  when  the  people  of  the  Highlands 
were  deprived  of  the  land  they  held, 
and  were  driven  from  the  good  land 
they  were  then  cultivating  on  to  the  bad 
land,  without  any  provision  being  made 
for  them  in  the  shape  of  money  to 
enable  them  to  build  houses  or  reclaim 
the  land.  They  were  driven  to  the  bad 
land,  and  had  to  shift  as  best  they  could. 
Nevertheless,  they  made  that  land  fertile 
and  built  houses  upon  it  as  well  as  they 
could,  and  were  Hving  upon  it  now, 
and  therefore  it  was  idle  to  say  that  such 
people  would  be  unable  to  make  use  of 
the  land  if  they  now  got  it.  Surely  people 
who  managed  to  get  on  under  oixeum- 
stances  such  as  those  were  fairly  able  to 
utilize  the  land  if  it  were  allotted  to 
them.  Therefore,  if  Her  Majeeiy's 
Government  were  prepared  to  give 
£150,000  to  send  people  from  the  High- 
lands across  the  Atlantic,  he  would 
recommend  that  the  whole  of  it,  or,  at 
any  rate,  a  portion,  should  be  giyen  to 
them  to  enable  them  to  make  homes  for 
themselves  in  their  own  country.     Oer- 
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tainljy  the  people  of  the  Highlands 
would  not  have  a  single  difficulty  to 
encounter  in  making  homes  for  them- 
selyes  in  the  deer  forests  of  their  country 
which  they  would  not  have  to  encounter 
in  the  West  of  Canada.  It  might  easily 
be  pointed  out  that  the  loss  of  a  popula- 
tion such  as  that  of  the  Highlands 
would  he  a  great  loss  to  this  country. 
He  had  often  heard  appeals  madebyhon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  on  behalf  of  those 
who  had  served  in  the  Army,  and  had 
helped  to  build  up  the  British  Empire. 
He  asked  if  his  own  countrymen  had 
not  done  that?  Tet  what  had  been 
their  reward?  He  maintained  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  made  an 
appeal  of  this  kind  were  bound  to  sup- 
port the  appeal  which  was  now  being 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Highlanders. 
Although  these  people  were  called 
crofters  now  by  Act  of  Parliament,  they 
were  simply  the  ancient  Highland  clans- 
men to  whom  the  country  owed  a  deep 
debt  of  obligation.  He  therefore  claimed 
the  support  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  who  made 
Buch  earnest  appeals  on  behalf  of  the 
British  soldier.  The  area  of  land  de- 
voted to  deer  forests  had  been  constantly 
increasing,  and  he  contended  that  it 
ought  to  be  given  back  to  the  people. 
It  had  not  been  withdrawn  from  habi- 
tation directly,  but  from  sheep  grazing. 
The  feeling  in  the  Highlands  was  that 
it  should  be  given  back  to  the  people, 
but  Her  Majesty's  G-overnment  had  lost 
the  opportunity  and  had  devoted  it  to 
the  rearing  of  vermin.  People  who 
came  from  America  said  that  there  could 
not  be  found  in  that  country  a  single  acre 
which  was  devoted  to  the  rearing  of 
wild  animals  alone.  They  had  to  come 
to  an  over-populated  country  in  order  to 
find  that.  It  was  said  that  there  was  a 
congestion  of  population,  but  who  had 
congested  it?  The  people  had  not 
resorted  to  those  places  of  their  own 
accord,  and  Her  Majesty's  (Government, 
in  vindication  of  the  honour  of  that 
Assembly,  were  bound,  on  account  of 
their  neglect  of  the  interests  of  the  people 
in  the  past,  to  do  something  in  order  to 
ameliorate  their  condition  in  the  future. 
Those  who  advocated  the  claims  of  the 
Highland  people  were  said  to  be  agi- 
tators. He  was  himself  an  agitator,  and 
lie  did  not  deny  it.  Indeed,  he  would 
not  be  doing  his  duty  to  his  own  people 
if  that  were  not  so,  and  he  intended  to 


be  an  agitator  so  long  as  the  wrongs  of 
the  people  to  whom  he  belonged  were 
not  redressed.  It  was  no  reproach  to 
a  man  that  he  was  an  agitator  on  a 
question  of  this  kind  ;  therefore,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposed  to  use 
small  arguments  of  that  nature,  they 
might  altogether  spare  themselves  the 
trouble.  It  was  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  in  the  agitation  which 
was  going  on  in  the  Highlands,  not  to 
make  ex  parte  statements ;  it  was  their 
duty  to  look  after  the  interests  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  in  this  case 
they  should  endeavour,  in  the  agitation 
which  was  undoubtedly  going  on  in  the 
Highlands,  to  hold  the  scales  evenly 
between  the  people  and  the  landlords, 
and  not  to  favour  one  side  more  than 
the  other.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Oa- 
meron)  had  pointed  out  cases  of  mal- 
administration of  justice  in  the  Island  of 
Lewis.  It  was  well  to  view  the  condition 
of  things  in  that  Island  and  elsewhere  in 
connection  with  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances. The  Act  passed  in  the  year  1886 
would  be  well  within  the  recollection  of 
the  House.  It  was  the  intention  of  that 
Act  that  all  arrears  of  rent  incurred 
before  the  passing  of  the  Crofters'  Act 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  Commission. 
That  was  clearly  the  intention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Lord  Advocate  of  that 
day  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour),  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  measure,  and  who  was 
afterwards  a  counsel  in  a  case  which  was 
tried  in  Edinburgh  in  regard  to  the 
meaning  of  the  Act.  By  the  decision 
of  a  Judge,  given  shortly  after  the  Act 
came  into  operation,  it  was  found 
that  it  was  open  to  the  landlords  to  sue 
in  the  ordinary  Courts  for  the  recovery 
of  arrears.  Now,  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission, when  it  was  appointed,  received 
full  power  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
arrears ;  but,  nevertheless,  it  was  claimed 
by  the  Court  that  the  landlords  had  the 
right  to  recover  them.  Advantage  was 
taken  in  Sutherland  immediately  when 
the  defect  was  found  in  the  Act,  and 
processes  were  taken  out  against  the 
people  who  were  in  arrears  in  the  parish 
of  Assynt  at  Clashmore.  Writs  were 
sent  down  and  served  upon  the  people, 
who  believed  that  they  were  fully 
sheltered  by  the  Crofters'  Commission, 
and  were  of  opinion  that  if  they  accepted 
service  of  the  processes  issued  against 
them,  they  would  be  deprived  of  the 
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riglits  which  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
House  to  bestow  upon  them.  It  was 
then  that  the  disturbances  occurred. 
The  people  had  no  desire  to  infringe 
the  law;  but  they  were  afraid  that 
they  would  be  cut  out  of  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  altogether.  Many  of  them 
had  assured  him  personally  that 
they  had  no  intention  of  doing  any- 
thing against  the  law,  but  they  had 
no  confidence  in  the  local  Judge.  He 
admitted  that  technically  they  did  break 
the  law ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment passed  an  Act  last  Session  to 
remedy  the  defects  of  the  Crofters'  Act ; 
and  therefore  it  would  seem  that  those 
people  were  punished  for  doing  what  the 
Cbvernment  acknowledged  was  neces- 
sary to  be  done,  and  which  the  House 
of  Commons  intended  should  be  done. 
In  one  case  an  act  which  amounted 
simply  to  an  assault  was  distorted  into 
a  charge  of  mobbing  and  rioting.  It 
ought  to  have  been  dealt  with  by  the 
ordinary  magistrates;   but  these  poor 

geople  were  dragged  away  from  their 
ouses  at  great  expense,  and  had  to 
travel  a  long  way  to  the  Court  in  order 
to  answer  a  charge  of  mobbing  and  riot- 
ing, which  did  not  even  amount  to  com* 
mon  assault.  It  was  a  case  which  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  in  Court  aptly 
described  as  ''  a  mob  composed  of  such 
trivial  materials  as  nine  women,  three 
stirks  (or  cattle),  and  three  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's lieges."  For  the  putting  down 
of  this  trivial  affair,  however,  all  the 
mighty  resources  of  the  Government 
were  called  into  action.  In  the  case 
of  the  Clashmore  people,  not  only  police 
constables,  but  the  military,  were  re- 
sorted to  for  the  arrest  of  the  redoubt- 
able Hugh  Kerr,  who  refused  to  obey 
the  summons  of  the  Court,  and  had 
been  sought  for  by  the  authorities  for 
months  past.  The  police  and  military 
were  unsuccessful  in  their  expedition; 
but  they  arrested  Hugh  Kerr's  wife. 
It  was  not  at  all  in  his  power,  nor  could 
he  trust  himself  to  speak  with  modera- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
authorities  in  the  case  of  Hugh  Kerr. 
Did  Her  Majesty's  Government  imagine 
that  by  the  treatment  they  had  given  to 
this  poor  woman,  and  to  others  now  in 
prison  in  Edinburgh,  sentenced  to  nine 
months'  imprisonment,  they  would  put 
down  the  agitation  in  the  Highlands  ? 
If  so,  he  would  tell  them  plainly  that 
they  reckoned  without  their  host.     If 

Mr.  A,  Sutherland 


there  was  anything  calculated  to  bring 
the  law  into  contempt  it  was  conduct 
such  as  this.  He  had  in  his  possession 
a  newspaper  paragraph  describing  the 
arrest  of  this  woman,  after  the  police 
and  military  failed  to  arrest  her  hus- 
band. When  she  was  liberated  on  bail 
she  looked  very  careworn,  and  was  in  a 
delicate  state  of  health.  She  told  a 
most  pathetic  story  of  her  imprisonment. 
She  had  been  confined  in  a  gaol  without 
fire  or  light.  She  had  been  compelled 
to  travel  in  an  open  carriage,  on  a  cold 
winter  day,  from  5  in  the  morniDg 
until  4  in  the  afternoon,  and  had  been 
driven  for  50  miles  in  the  most  incle- 
ment weather  without  any  of  those  con- 
siderations which  were  due  to  a  woman. 
On  her  arrival  she  was  confined  in  a 
cold  and  dark  cell,  with  only  a  rug  to 
cover  her,  and  she  was  compelled  to  lie 
down  in  her  clothes.  The  next  morn- 
ing she  left  Dornoch  at  6  in  the 
morning  for  Dingwall  by  way  of  Bonar 
Bridge,  a  distance  of  16  miles,  and  when 
she  arrived  there  she  was  compelled  to 
put  on  the  prison  garb.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  Lord  Advocate  if  that 
was  a  legal  and  proper  thing  to  do,  and 
whether  it  was  customary  to  put  uncon- 
victed prisoners  in  prison,  to  keep  them 
there,  and  to  compel  them  to  don'the  pri- 
son dress?  Was  it  legal  and  proper 
that  such  prisoners  should  be  made  to  do 
so  ?  On  being  liberated  on  the  Thurs- 
day, after  bail  was  found  for  her,  her 
railway  fare  was  paid,  but  she  reached 
her  destination  cold  and  penniless.  She 
attempted  to  make  her  way  to  James 
M'Kenzie ;  but  she  had  not  calculated 
her  own  strength.  Fortunately,  she 
met  with  a  commercial  traveller,  who 
humanely  drove  her  there,  and  when 
she  arrived  she  was  hospitably  received 
by  Mr.  M'Kenzie.  He  had  only  alluded 
to  these  circumstances  to  show  that  these 
were  some  of  the  disadvantages  to  which 
people  were  subjected  on  being  sent  to 
trial  at  Edinburgh.  He  thought  it  was 
a  hardship  that  they  should  be  compelled 
to  travel  that  distance  at  their  own  ex- 

Sense.  To  make  the  matter  worse,  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  refused  to  pay 
anything  towards  the  expense  of  bring- 
ing witnesses  to  Edinburgh.  Some  of  the 
witnesses  were  unable  to  speak  the  Eng- 
lish language ;  they  could  only  speak 
their  own  language;  and,  notwithstand- 
ing their  protestations  to  that  effect,  they 
were  subjected  by  the   Judge,  among 
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others,  to  such  an  amount  of  browbeating 
that  he  could  not  remember  a  parall^ 
to  it  in  any  preyious  case  in  Scotland. 
During  the  examination  by  the  Lord 
Advocate  of  Hector  M*Kenzie,  one  of 
the  witnesses,  the  witness  was  told  to 
flay  **yes"  or  "no"  to  the  questions 
put  to  him ;  but  when  it  became  neces- 
flAry  to  give  an  explanation,  he  found 
that  his  knowledge  of  English  was  not 
sufficient  to  enable  him  to  make  one. 
Lord  Craighill  said  to  the  witness — 

''Yoa  must  answer  the  queetions  in  Eng* 
liah.»» 

But  the  witness  said — 

"  I  have  some  English ;  bat  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  the  questions." 

Lord  Oraighill  said — 

"You  must  try  to  answer  the  questions  in 
English  in  some  way  or  other,  or  I  will  commit 
yon  to  prison/' 

"Did  you  know  M^Kenzie P "  — "  Y es." 
*•  Was  he  in  the  house  ?  *'-^"  Yes."  "  Was 
he  seen  there?" 

The  witness  answered  in  Gaelic.  The 
Judge  thereupon  said — 

"I  do  not  understand  Gaelic.  You  must 
answer  in  English." 

Nevertheless,  the  learned  Judge  declined 
to  permit  the  witness's  want  of  English 
to  justify  him  in  answering  in  his  own 
language.     He  said — 

"  You  must  answer  *  yes.'  *' 

The  prisoners  were  taken  up  and  tried 
in  batches.  Ho  wished  to  know  why 
that  was  so  ?  Probably  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  be  able  to  state  to  the  House 
why  the  prisoners  were  tried  in  that 
way.  He  (Mr.  Sutherland)  had  his  own 
ideas  as  to  why  it  was,  and  the  only 
reason  he  could  conceive  for  the  adoption 
of  such  a  course  was  this — namely,  that 
if  some  of  the  prisoners  were  acquitted, 
as  the  deer  raiders  of  the  parish  of  Lochs 
were,  another  jury  was  to  be  empanelled. 
Although  the  prisoners  were  recom- 
mended to  the  leniency  of  the  Court,  he 
was  unable  to  find  any  leniency  in  the 
sentences  passed  upon  them,  ranging, 
as  they  did  in  the  case  of  the  Lewis 
people,  from  six  to  nine,  12,  and  15 
months'  imprisonment.  The  Clashmore 
prisoners  got  12  months,  and  two  poor 
women  nine  months  each.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  complained  of  the 
great  hardship  of  being  sentenced  to  two 
months'  imprisonment ;  but  in  Scotland 
it  did  not  seem  necessary  to  rig  the  Bench 


from  stem  to  stem  in  order  to  find  pri- 
soners guilty ;  but  Judges  were  found 
ready  to  sentence  people  for  the  crime 
of  '*  mobbing  and  rioting,  composed  of 
such  trivial  material  as  that  he  had  be- 
fore mentioned — namely,  nine  women, 
three  stirks,  and  three  of  Her  Majesty's 
lieges."  He  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  even  at  that  late  hour, 
would  do  something  to  alleviate  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  the  Highlands. 
The  destitution  of  which  complaint  had 
been  made  was  traced  to  its  cause.  The 
people  were  willing  to  work ;  but  they 
did  not  wish  to  be  dependent  on  the 
charity  of  the  public  or  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  desired  to  have  the  land 
of  which  they  had  been  deprived  in  the 

fast  given  back  to  them  for  cultivation, 
t  did  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  say  that  the  people 
of  the  Highlands  would  not  work  if  they 
had  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  Let 
them  only  be  given  the  chance,  and  the 
people  who  had  survived  the  difficulties 
of  the  past  would  be  able  to  live  com- 
fortably in  the  Highlands.  He  made 
this  last  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, hoping  that  they  would,  even 
yet  at  the  eleventh  hour,  extend  the 
operation  of  the  Act  so  as  to  give  the 
Commissioners  power  to  give  the  people 
land  for  cultivation  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  Lord  Napier's 
Commission.  The  recommendation  of 
that  Commission  was  that  power  should 
be  given  to  form  new  townships.  Hitherto 
no  attention  had  been  paid  to  it,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  it  had  been  de- 
cided to  agitate  the  country  and  make  a 
fresh  appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons 
to  take  the  question  up.  It  certainly 
would  not  have  been  necessary  to  take 
it  up  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
done  their  duty  in  the  past.  In  conclu- 
sion, be  begged  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Address,  to  add  the  words 
— **  Humbly  to  express  to  your  Majesty  our  re- 
gret that  no  reference  is  made  in  Your  Most 
Gracious   Speech  to  the  acute  distress  which 

frevails  in  many  parts  of  the  Highbinds  and 
slands  of  Scotland,  to  the  disturbances  which 
have  arisen  out  of  that  distress,  or  to  any  pro- 
jected remedial  legislation  intended  to  put  an 
end  to  the  critical  state  of  matters  which  at 
present  exists  in  the  North  of  Scotland." — (Dr, 
Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 
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The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.    Macdonald)  (Edinburgh    and    St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  certainly  feel 
that  if  there  over  was  an  occasion  on 
which  a  public  official  should  endeayour 
to  address   himself  to  this   House  in 
moderation,  and  without  being  tempted 
to  use  any  strong  or  vehement  language, 
this  is  the  occasion.     And  I  think  mj 
two  hon.  Friends  who  have  addressed 
the  House  will  both  agree  with  me  in 
saying  that,  if  I  occasionally  avoid  the 
use  of  strong  language,  it  is  not  because 
certain  things  which  hare  been  said  by 
them,  and  which  I  am  in  a  position  to 
show  are  unfounded,  are  not  to  a  certain 
extent  provocative.     I  must  say  at  the 
outset  that  it  is  hardly  a  fair  thmg  that, 
under  the  shelter  of  an  Amendment, 
every  word  of  which  points  only  at  an 
effort  to  relieve  distress  in  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland,   and    without  any  Notice 
whatever  being  given  or  without  any 
steps  being  taken  by  hon.  Members  to 
bring  other  matters  forward  in  a  Con- 
stitutional way,  wo  should  have  had  such 
severe  attacks  as  we  have  had  on  the 
good  faith  of  the  Executive  Government 
of  Scotland,  and  also  on  the  good  faith 
of  myself  as  Public  Prosecutor,  and  on 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges. 
Of  the  first  two  attacksl  do  not  complain 
at  all.    Only  I  say  this — that  I  am  not 
goingto  meet  them  formally  until  they  are 
formally  made.     As  regards  the  last,  I 
think  that  everyone  will  agree  that  if 
any  attack  is  to  he  made  upon  the  fair- 
ness or    propriety  of   conduct  of   the 
Judges  of  the  land,  it  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  most  formal  and  specific  manner 
possible,  and  with  all  those  safeguards 
that  will  prevent  being  conveyed  to  the 
public  mind  a  mere  general  impression, 
for  which  I  know  it  will  turn  out  in  this 
case  that  there  is  no  foundation  what- 
ever.    This  Amendment  is  based  on  the 
undoubted  fact  that  there  is  at  present  a 
distressing  state  of  things  in  the  High- 
lands, and  it  proceeds  entirely  upon  the 
footing  that  some  new  measure  and  some 
new  operation  of  the  Executive  Gbvem- 
ment,  either  in  the  way  of  legislation  or 
otherwise,  are  essential  for  the  pi^pose 
of  meeting  and  remedying  that  state  of 
things.     Well,  I  think,   at  least,  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  cannot  be 
held  to  blame  if  there  is  any  now  exist- 
ing state  of  things  which  might  have 
been  got  rid  of   by  legislation.     Our 
Predecessors   had  a  full   opportunity, 


nearly  two  years  ago,  of  meeting  the 
difficulties  which  then  presented  them- 
selves to  the  public  mind  by  proposing 
any  necessary  amendment  of  the  law. 
They  took  a  particular  course  in  doing 
so,  and  that  course  we  cannot  do  other- 
wise than  believe  was  the  course  which 
they  thought  was  the   best,  the  most 
complete,  and  the  most  effectual  course 
they  could  take  for  disposing  of  the 
difficulty.      And,   with  one    exception, 
which  was  brought  forward  last  year, 
when  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office,  nothing  has  been  done  since  by 
those  who  promoted  that  Act  to  show 
that  they  thought  it  required  any  serious 
change  at  all.      There  was  a  certain 
phrase  used  in  the  Act  which  was  in- 
terpreted in  a  particular  way    by  the 
Court    contrary  to  what  was   its    in- 
tention, and  the  Government  last  year 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
rectifying  that,  and  it  was  rectiiG.ed.     I 
shaU  speak  presently  of  the  view  that 
seemed  to  be  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sutherlandshire  (Mr.  A.  Sutherland) 
with  regard  to  what  took  place  at  Olash- 
more.    Certainly,  it  is  a  new  doctrine  to 
me  that  persons  should  endeavour  to 
resist  the  law,   and  should  burn   the 
Queen's  Writ,   because    they    thought 
some  legislation  should  be  brought  in  at 
a  future  day.    It  is  new  to  me  not  only 
to  hear  that  doctrine  stated  in  private 
conversation,  but  it  is  still  more  new  to 
me  to  hear  it  stated  by  an  hon.  Member 
on  his  responsibility  as  a  Member  of 
this  House. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND:  I  never 
made  such  a  statement.  I  simply  said 
it  was  a  belief  of  the  people,  and  I  urged 
it  in  mitigation  of  any  judgment  that 
might  be  passed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  Well, 
I  understood  that  the  hon.  Member  con- 
sidered it  a  palliation  of  their  coDduct. 
I  think  it  would  be  more  advisable  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  point  out  to  those 
ignorant  people  that  the  proper  course 
to  be  taken  is  never  to  bum  the  Queen's 
Writ;  but  that  if  those  Writs  are  issued 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  they 
may  not  approve,  steps  should  be  taken 
to  amend  the  Act.  I  think  to  suggest 
that  the  want  of  something  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  is  an  excuse  for  assaulting  the 
officers  of  the  law,  burning  the  Queen's 
Writ,  and  resisting  the  law  by  violence, 
is  a  suggestion  that  ought  not  to  be 
made  in  this  House.   A  great  number  of 
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matters  have  been  spoken  of  by  lion. 
Members  who  have  addressed  the  House. 
They  have  pointed  out  various  defects,  as 
they  think,  in  the  present  state  of  social 
life  in  the  Highlands  which  ought  to  be 
remedied.  It  is  a  most  extraordinary 
thing,  while  they  found  that  on  the  evi- 
dence of  Beports  of  Commissions  and 
upon  part  of  the  evidence  of  people  who 
know  about  the  Highlandst  from  the  be- 
ginniug  to  the  end  it  is  their  persistent 
determination  to  ignore  the  one  remedy 
for  the  state  of  things  which  every  Com- 
mission, which  every  witness  of  weight, 
has  in  the  past  invariably  put  forward  as 
the  only  possible  remedy — namely,  emi- 
gration. I  think  the  theories  put  for- 
ward, if  sound,  would  lead  to  the  most 
extraordinary  result.  According  to  the 
theory  put  forward  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  no  one  ought  to  suggest  that 
people  in  the  Highlands  should  leave 
their  native  land,  and  go  elsewhere,  and 
that  the  best  reason  for  the  Government 
not  attempting  to  do  that  is  that  the 
people  will  not  go.  A  very  sound  argu- 
ment as  far  as  it  goes ;  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  how  far  are  you  going  to  carry 
it  ?  Could  this  country  of  England  have 
sustained  itself  in  prosperity  if  all  the 
people  who  were  born  in  this  country  in 
tho  past  200  years  had  all  said  they 
would  not  go  out  of  this  country  ?  Do 
my  hon.  Friends  doubt  for  one  moment 
that  the  population  of  these  places  in 
the  Highlands  will  go  on  iacreasiog  at 
the  same  rapid  rate  as  it  has  done  in 
the  past  ?  Do  they  contemplate  that  no 
time  shall  ever  come  when  it  shall  be 
necessary  for  people  ^to  leave  these 
Islands  ?  I  thinic  the  economic  problem 
to  be  worked  out  is  an  extremely  simple 
one.  I  perfectly  understand  the  argu- 
ment that  at  present  there  is  sufficient 
land  for  the  people.  But  an  abstract 
argument  against  emigration  is  one 
which  I  think  ought  not  to  be  listened  to 
for  a  moment.  Turning  at  once  to  the 
question  which  first  presents  itself  in  the 
Amendment,  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Cameron)  asks  us  to  say  when  we  first 
beard  of  what  was  happening  in  certain 
parts  of  the  Highlands,  and  what  steps 
were  taken.  The  information  which  we 
have  received  was  received  early  in 
December,  and  steps  were  immediately 
taken  to  get  a  Beport  on  the  matter. 
We  received  a  Beport  from  the  Sheriff 
of  the  county,  which  reached  us  about 
the  9th  Deoember.  The  Board  of  Super- 


vision Beport  was  received  on  the  8th 
December,  and  it  was  deemed  advisable 
to  have  a  special  Commission  of  In-> 
quiry,  which  was  appointed,  and  has 
now  reported.  As  regards  the  state  of 
things  and  the  destitution  of  the  crofters 
in  Lewis  at  that  time,  there  can  be 
no  question  of  how  it  has  atisen .  It  has 
not  arisen  from  anything  connected  with 
the  crofts  which  were  held  by  the 
crofters  in  Lewis.  It  is  admitted  on 
all  hands  that  last  year's  crop  was  one 
of  the  best  they  have  had ;  and  the 
reason  why  this  present  destitution  has 
come  upon  the  crofters  is  not  in  conse« 
quence,  as  is  said,  of  their  not  having 
sufficient  land  to  cultivate,  or  of  any- 
thing connected  with  the  crofts  which  is 
abnormal,  but  is  entirely  in  consequence 
of  the  absolute  failure  of  the  fishing 
industry.  The  crofters  are  in  the 
position,  not  of  farmers  who  want  more 
land  to  cultivate,  but  of  those  who  culti- 
vated a  small  quantity  of  land  in  aid  of 
the  income  which  they  derived  from  their 
regular  business,  that  of  fishermen. 
One  would  naturally  have  expected  that, 
if  such  destitution  was  coming  to  a  head, 
the  agitation  which  might  arise  among 
the  community  would  be  an  agitation 
which  would  indicate  immediate  want. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  nothing  that 
has  taken  place  has  been  of  that  nature. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  there 
was  nothing  in  what  took  place  to  indi* 
cate  to  the  authorities  any  immediate, 
pressing,  actual  want  on  the  part  of  the 
community.  Now,  Sir,  the  deer  raid 
has  been  referred  to.  The  most  re- 
markable thing  in  connection  with  that 
deer  raid,  and  one  absolutely  incompre- 
hensible with  the  theory  of  actual  want, 
was  that,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
trace — though  many  deer  were  destroyed 
in  that  raid — there  is  not  a  solitary  in- 
stance in  which  one  single  particle  of  the 
food  thereby  obtained  was  brought  home 
by  any  crofter  to  his  family.  There  was 
one  case  in  which  a  deer  was  found 
partly  consumed  by  the  gentlemen  in 
the  tent  by  the  seashore,  but  the  rest  of 
the  deer  were  found  lying  dead  in  various 
part^  of  the  forest  afterwards.  Well, 
then,  take  the  next  occasion  which 
happened — the  case  of  Aignish  farm. 
I  can  perfectly  understand  these  men 
thinking  that  they  were  committing  a 
very  small  breach  of  moral  and  civil 
law,  if  they  were  in  a  state  of  starvation, 
going  and  stealing  a  sheep  or  an  ox, 
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and  turning  it  into  food.     Although  the 
]aw  would  not  justify  anything  of  that 
kind,  yet  the  law  would  certainly  look 
upon    people    who    were    in    absolute 
starvation  as  in  a  very  different  position 
from    people  stealing   for   purposes  of 
gain.    Although  700  people  came  to  the 
farm  of  Aignish  for  the  purpose  of  agita- 
tion— and  that    was    admittedly   their 
purpose— what  was  their  act  ?    They  do 
not  seize  any  cattle  or  sheep,  and  take 
them  for  the  purpose  of  food ;  but  they 
proceed  to  drive  them  off  the  farm,  and 
endeavour  to  drive  them  into  the  sea. 
That  was  absolutely  contrary  to  any  idea 
of  people  in  actual  want  endeavouring 
to  provide  for  themselves.     No  doubt  it 
was  a  strong  demonstration    for    the 
purpose    of   inducing    people    to    be- 
lieye    that     they     were    compelled    to 
take    possession    of   that  farm.      But 
that    farm    could     not    supply     them 
with    food  until  it  had  been  in  crop. 
Their  whole  action    was  the  action  of 
men  determined  to  show  those  whose 
duty  it  was  to  uphold  the  law,  by  the 
destruction    of    the    property    of    the 
farmer,  that  the  law  should   not  pre- 
vail in  protecting  that  farm  against  the 
action  of  thepeopIeiDdrivinghimoffvdth 
his  sheep  and  cattle.  Now,  I  very  much 
fear  that  the  action  which  was  taken  by 
these  raiders  was  the  natural  fruit  of  the 
agitation  which  my  hon.  Friend   con- 
siders to  be  so  valuable.     And  it  is  said 
that  we,  in    endeavouring  to  prevent 
such  mobs  going  to  drive  cattle  and 
sheep  off  Aignish  farm,  are  guilty  of  a 
policy  of  gunboats.    I  think  I  ought 
to  tell  my  hon.  Friend  that  this  is  not  a 
question,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and 
so  far  as  the  Executiye  in  Scotland  are 
concerned,  of  policy  at  all.    In  send- 
ing  a  sufficient   force  to  prevent  the 
law  being  defied  we  are  not  fulfilling 
any  policy  at  all,  but  simply  doing  our 
duty  as  Executive  officers.     And  I  think 
it  necessary  to  say,  from  this  place,  that 
in  so  far  as  power  is  necessary,  whether 
by  gunboats  [or    in  any  other  way,  to 
prevent    people    from  committing  the 
folly  that  was    done  at  Aignish    and 
Olashmore,  that  power  must  and  will  be 
put  forth.    I  think  it  would  be  a  most 
cruel  kindness  to  these  people  them- 
selves to  lead  them  to  suppose  for  a 
moment  that    if  they  show  sufficient 
violence  to  overcome  the  resistance  of 
other  law-abiding  people  in  the  thinly 
populated  neighbourhood  in  which  they 
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live,  that  these  people  and  their  pro- 
perty  will  not  be  protected.      And  as 
regards  the  case  of  Aignish,  I  was  yexy 
much  surprised  to  notice  that  while  my 
hon.  Friend  said  a  very  great  deal  abont 
the  deer  raid,  he  passed  over  Aignish 
and  Glashmore  very  lightly.    No  doubt, 
he  was  supplemented  as  regards  Clash- 
more  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Suther- 
landshire,  with  reference  to  whose  facts 
I  shall  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  pre- 
sently.    But  when  my  hon.  Friend  took 
up  the  case  of  the  deer  raid,  and  passed 
over  the  case  of  Aignish,  he  acted  with 
great  prudence  for  the  argument  which 
he  had  to  bring  forward,  because  his 
great  point  was  to  make  out  that  there 
was  no  relatiye  charge  in  the  case  of 
the  deer  forest  raid.    In  that  my  hon. 
Friend  was  entirely  mistaken ;    and  I 
am  quite  certain  of  this — he  will  not 
get  any  lawyer  to  back  him  up  in  that. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  trespass  is  not 
a  crime ;  and  it  is  perfectly  true  that  deer 
are  not  property.      [**  Hear,  hear ! "] 
Yes ;  but  it  is  equally  true  that  it  is  not 
the  law  of  this  country  that  any  mob  of 
people  are  to  be  allowed  to  trespass  on 
any  man's  land  for  an  unlawful  purpose 
— the  purpose  of  overcoming  his  rieht 
in  it,  and  his  right  to  protect  his  land — 
and  it  does  not  matter  what  the  pur- 
pose is  with  which  they  do  so,  if  their 
purpose  is  a  common  purpose.     Nobody 
can  doubt  for  one  moment  that  if  a  mob 
of  people  were  to  assemble  upon  any 
person's  land  for  a  purpose  which  was  not 
in  itself  a  legal  purpose,  that  that  mob 
is  guilty  of  a  crime  against  the  law  of 
the  land.     That  is  the  law,  and  it  was 
so  laid  down  by  the  Judge.     It  seoms 
to  be  thought  by  some  Gentlemen  that 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  constitute 
crime,  when  the  people  assemble  against 
order  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  that  that 
mob  must  be  a  criminal  mob.     That  is 
entirely  a  mistake.    If  it  is  merely  an 
illegal  purpose,  that  is  perfectly  suffi- 
cient.    Of  course,  the  amount  of  guilt 
in  the  one  case  or  the  other  depends  Tezy 
much  upon  what  the  purpose  is.     It  is 
just  as  much  an  unlawful  purpose  for  a 
mob  of  people  to  assemble  in  front  of  a 
door  in  order  to  prevent  a  man  getting 
into  his  own  premises,  as  it  is  for  them 
to  assemble  for  the  purpose  of  commit- 
ting an  assault  upon  him.     If  they 
assemble  for  the  purpose  of  committing 
assault  they  will  be  severely  punished. 
If  they  assemble  merely  for  the  puxpoeo 


I 


1041  Maj$9ty*»  Most  {Fxbeuabt  21,  1888]        Oraeum  Speech. 


1042 


of  preventing  him  going  about  his  law- 
ful business,  they  are  equally  guilty  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  but  the  crime  is  not 
so  serious.  Now,  having  made  that  ex- 
planation, I  wish  to  say,  in  reference  to 
this  deer  raid,  that  the  act  which  was 
done  was  unquestionably  an  act  of  mob- 
bing and  rioting.  It  has  been  distinctly 
held  so  by  the  Bench.  My  hon.  Friend 
made  an  entire  mistake  when  he  said 
that  I  had  failed  to  bring  a  relevant 
indictment. 

Dr.   CAMERON:    The   jury  found 
so. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
jury  have  no  province  to  find  indict- 
ments relevant ;  and  my  hon.  Friend,  in 
saying  that,  plainly  shows  his  opinion 
that  the  jury  mistook  their  duty.  I 
thought  it  was  known  even  to  every  lay- 
man that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  jury  to 
take  the  Judge's  statement  of  the  law 
in  regard  to  an  indictment,  and  then 
deal  with  facts.  If  they  formed  an 
opinion  upon  the  relevancy  of  an  indict- 
ment, then  they  were  doing  that  which 
their  duty  did  not  allow  them  to  do. 
But  the  best  proof  that  the  indictment 
was  relevant  was  this — that  though  the 
prisoners  in  that  case  were  well  de- 
fended, and  their  case  was  conducted 
by  as  shrewd  counsel  as  we  have  at  the 
Bar,  no  objection  was  taken  to  the  rele- 
vancy at  all.  It  went  to  the  jury  as  a 
relevant  indictment ;  and  though  the 
jury  thought  proper  to  find  that  the 
parties  at  the  Bar  were  not  guilty ''as 
libelled,''  if  they  meant  by  that  that  they 
did  not  consider  the  indictment  relevant, 
they  went  quite  out  of  their  province. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  the  raid  upon 
the  deer  forest  was  of  so  g^eat  conse- 
quence in  itself.  Its  importance  was 
that  it  indicated  a  general  lawless 
tendency  among  the  community  in  the 
Island  of  Lewis,  indicating,  as  it  did,  an 
express  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  people  there  to  over-ride  the  law — 
a  purpose  which  I  believe  would  not 
have  entered  their  minds  unless  it  had 
been  brought  to  them  from  without. 
When  such  things  took  place,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  Executive 
to  see  that  measures  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  them  occurring  again.  A 
force  was  sent  to  the  neighbourhood  of 
Lewis.  It  was  perfectly  well  known  to 
everyone  there;  and  then  what  hap- 
pened? A  large  number  of  people 
assembled  at  the  farm  of  Aignishi  and 


held  a  meeting,  at  which  it  was  resolved 
that  upon  a  certain  day,  if  the  farmer  did 
not  submit  to  the  law  made  by  them — 
their  law  made  at  this  meeting — their  Act 
of  their  Parliament — he  should  be  turned 
out  of  his  farm  without  any  process  of 
law  whatever.  And  the  principal  speaker 
at  that  meeting — one  of  the  men  who 
was  afterwards  tried— announced  at 
the  meeting  that  when  they  made  their 
raid  the  police  would  come  from  the 
one  side  of  the  farm  and  the  soldiers 
from  the  other,  and  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  shed  his  blood  in  order  to  take 
possession  of  that  farm.  I  think  that 
was  a  pretty  plain  indication  of  intention 
to  break  the  law.  Up  to  that  point  all 
was  plain  sailing.  That  was  merely 
a  threat,  and  probably  in  itself  did 
not  require  any  special  observation 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive,  unless 
they  were  satisfied  that  there  were  other 
sources  of  danger,  which  might  lead  to 
something  serious  resulting.  But  the 
8heri£F  and  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  con- 
sidering what  had  taken  place  at  that 
meeting  might  not  be  mere  bombastic 
threat,  and  considering  the  state  of  the 
public  mind,  issued  a  distinct  warning 
in  the  shape  of  a  Proclamation,  which 
was  extensively  posted  throughout  the 
district,  warning  all  persons  who  in- 
tended to  take  part  in  the  threatened 
proceedings  that  they  would  be  guilty 
of  the  crime  of  mobbing  and  rioting. 
[The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gbntleman 
here  read  the  Proclamation.] 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.):  In 
what  language  was  the  Proclamation 
published  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  :  It  was 
published  both  in  English  and  in 
G-aelic ;  and  in  proof  that  it  was  well 
observed  a  very  great  number  of  notices 
were  torn  down,  and  a  shopkeeper's 
window  in  which  one  had  been  phiced 
for  the  information  of  the  inhabitants 
had  a  brickbat  thrown  through  it.  Here, 
then,  you  have  a  deliberate  intention  to 
hold  the  assembly,  a  warning  by  the 
authorities  not  to  hold  it,  and  yet  it  is 
held  notwithstanding.  Well,  the  farmer 
had  been  told  that  he  was  allowed  by 
this  assembly  a  certain  time  to  do  what 
they  ordered  him  to  do.  They  told  him 
that  if  he  did  not  by  the  8th  of  January 
clear  himself  and  his  stock  off  the  farm 
they  would  do  it  for  him.  Accordingly, 
on  the  morning  of  the  8th,  a  force  was 
sent  there  to  prevent  this  illegal  riot. 

INinlh  Night.-] 


1043 


Aiir$$$  in 


(COMMONS) 


io 


1014 


Seren  hundred  people  appeared  upon 
the  ioene,  and  spread  themeelTes  out  in 
a  sort  of  militarj  formation  like  a  body 
of  skirmishers  across  the  whole  breadth 
of  the  farm.  The  resident  SheriffSubsti- 
tute,  who  appears  to  be  a  man  of  great 
coolness  and  courage,  instead  of  bringing 
out  at  once,  as  many  would  have  done, 
his  force  of  Marines  and  police  and 
Boyal  Scots,  and  meeting  the  crowd 
force  by  force,  yery  courageously  walked 
out  himself  to  meet  the  mass,  accom- 

fanied  only  by  the  Deputy  Procurator 
'isoal  and  two  constables.  A  certain 
number  of  the  people  gathered  round 
him,  and  he  endeaToured  to  get  them  to 
give  up  their  proceedings.  He  called 
attention  to  the  illegality  and  criminality 
of  these  proceedings,  and  he  produced 
the  Biot  Act,  and  proposed  to  read  it, 
but  was  met  with  jeers  and  shouts. 
The  people  who  came  round  him  there- 
upon moved  on  and  joined  the  line 
again,  and  they  went  forward,  with  the 
result  that  every  single  animal  on  the 
farm— and  there  were  some  820  sheep 
and  60  cattle^was  driven  off  the  farm. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  any  Member  of 
this  House  will  say  that  that  was  not 
criminal. 

Da.  CAMEBON  was  understood  to 
sav  that  he  had  not  said  it  was  not 
criminal. 

Mk.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  I  said 
I  did  not  suppose  any  Member  would ; 
and  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Member  assures 
me  of  that.  But  I  go  further,  and  will 
venture  to  say  that  no  one  will  say  that 
it  was  not  highly  criminal,  or  that  it  was 
not  a  state  of  things  most  dangerous  to 
the  community  in  which  it  happened. 
No  one  will  venture  to  say  that  if  any 
Executive  had  tolerated  such  a  state  of 
things,  and  did  not  put  it  down,  they 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
office  for  a  single  day.  I  do  not  want 
to  exaggerate ;  but  I  say  this,  that  you 
could  not  possibly  have  a  more  serious 
insurrection  than  that,  unless  you 
had  an  insurrection  with  actual  armed 
forces.  It  was  a  distinct,  deliberate,  wil- 
ful persistence  in  riot,  in  defiance  of  the 
law,  in  spite  of  all  that  the  law  could 
do  b^  reasonable  remonstranoe  to  pre- 
vent it  And  I  have  not  heard  from  hon. 
Members  who  have  addressed  the  House 
one  single  word  of  regret  upon  their 
part  that  that  the  cause  which  they  have 
at  heart,  and  whioh  I  believe  in  their 
ease  to  be  an  honest  and  sincere  cause, 
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has  had  that  blot  of  criminality  and 
illegality  cast  upon  it  by  those  prooeed- 
inge.  I  have  never  heard  one  single 
real  word  of  discouragement  by  any  of 
the  Leaders  of  this  agitation  to  the 
people  against  doing  such  things  again. 
On  the  contrary,  as  I  shall  show,  every 
suggestion  which  has  been  made  to 
them  by  those  who  are  their  self- 
constituted  Leaders  are  suggestions 
which  still  lead  in  the  same  direction ; 
and  I  want  to  know  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  this  Houso,  who  has  the  interest 
of  the  crofters  at  heart,  will  get  up  in 
this  House  and  even  now  repudiate,  on 
behalf  of  himself  and  his  friends,  the 
folly  of  the  incitements  which  are  being 
held  out  to  those  people  from  day  to 
day.  It  would  be  an  enormous  help  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  to  the 
Executive  in  Scotland  if  we  got  an 
honest  and  straightforward  statement, 
on  the  part  of  someone  who  is  a  Leader 
among  them,  and  who  is  in  this  House, 
against  the  people  proceeding  to  carry 
out  the  schemes  which  they  have  been 
urged  to  by  their  supposed  friends,  but 
who  are  their  most  real  and  dangerous 
enemies.  But  that  case  did  not  stop 
there.  When  at  last  the  Sheriff-Sub- 
stitute, as  he  was  bound  in  his  duty  to 
do,  brought  forward  the  forces  at  his 
command — he  still  kept  some  of  them 
back — ^he  brought  forward  about  20 
constables,  and  between  20  and  SO 
Marines;  and  having  told  the  constables 
to  arrest  those  who  had  been  most  pro- 
minent in  the  riot  as  an  example  to  the 
others,  and  to  vindicate  public  justice, 
he  was  met  with  such  determined  re- 
sistance that  it  was  necessary  to  send 
two  miles  for  another  force,  whioh  he 
had  purposely  kept  concealed,  lest  the 
larger  force  should  irritate  the  people. 
No  remonstranoe  availed ;  no  argu- 
ments were  listened  to ;  and  when  cer- 
tain of  the  ringleaders  had  been  appre- 
hended the  case  became  so  serious  that 
the  Boyal  Soots  had  to  be  sent  for,  and 
on  their  arrival  the  Sheriff- Substitute, 
after  another  vain  remonstrance  with 
the  people,  read  the  Biot  Act.  When 
he  concluded  with  the  usual  vrord% 
''Qod  save  the  Queen,"  there  was  a 
shout  from  the  crowd  that  "  the  Queea 
might  go  to  hell."  Well,  a  number  (tf 
people  having  been  apprehended,  the 
authorities  made  up  their  minds  that  the 
beet  thing  for  them  to  do  was  to  take 
their  prisoners  to^tornoway.    It    had 
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become  absolatelj  certaia  that,  without 
absolute  bloodehed,  the  only  lesson  thej 
could  teach  those  people  was  to  bring 
some  of  them  to  the  bar  of  public  jus- 
tice.   The  people  followed  them,  throw- 
ing stones  and  dirt,  for  two  miles  ;  and 
at  last  one  of  the  prisoners  himself, 
suffering  from  the  violence  he  was  re- 
ceiving from  his  friends,  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  address  them.     He  urg^d 
them  to  go  home,  but  was  at  once  met 
with  cries  of  ''traitor''  and  ''coward." 
In  these  circumstances,  I  will  say  that 
a  more  persistent  and  determined  attack 
upon  the  law  has  not  been  made  in  the 
history  of  this  country.    But  it  did  not 
stop  there.      The  mob    threatened  to 
march  on  to  Stomoway,  and  break  into 
the  prison,  and  take  out  the  prisoners. 
But,  finding  at  last  that  their  efforts 
could  produce  no  effect  upon  the  autho- 
rities, they  turned  round,  and  what  did 
they  do  then  ?    Up  to  this  time  all  the 
harm  they  had  done  to  the  farm  was  to 
drive  the  cattle  and  sheep    from   the 
farm.      The  cattle  were    met    by  the 
Boyal  Scots,  and  turned  back  in  the 
direction  of  the  farm ;   and  now  these 
people,    although    they  had    had    the 
warning  of  the  capture  of  13  of  their 
number,  proceeded  to  make  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  drive  all  that  valuable  stock 
into  the  sea.     Now,  what  could  justify 
such  an  inhuman  and  wanton  action  as 
that  ?     It  could  do  no  good  to  anybody, 
unless  good  could  be  done  by  a  riotous 
mob  indicating  to  the  law  that  they 
were  determined  upon  resistance  to  the 
last.     I  think  all  will  agree  it  was  a 
brutal  and  cruel  act  in  itself.     It  could 
do  no  good  to  anybody,  but  a  gross  and 
monstrous  injury  to  the  farmer,  who 
had  done  them  no  harm,  who  had  lived 
among  them  in  peace  for  years,  and  with 
whom  there  bad  been  no  dispute.  There 
was   one  thing,  and  it  was  a  matter 
which  I  do  not  wonder  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  bring  up  against  us — that 
is,  that  the  Grown  had  beea  chary  of  pay- 
ing the  expenses  of  bringing  witnesses 
to     Edinburgh.       I    think    it    would 
have   been  difficult  fur  the  Grown  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  all  the  witnesses 
we  were  asked  to  bring.    They  were  to 
bo  brought — what  for?    For  the  pur- 
pose of  proving  that  the  whole  of  this 
assemblage  of  700  people — yelling,  and 
swearing,  and  rioting — was  for  no  other 
object  than  to  visit  the  graves  of  their 
aaoestoirs  in  some  small,  disused  grave- 


yard in  the  vicinity.  Why,  the  Execu- 
tive would  have  made  itself  the  laugh- 
ing-stock of  the  whole  country  if  they  had 
paid  the  expenses  of  all  theso  witnesses. 
Why,  one  of  the  prisoners,  when  he 
heard  such  evidence  given  in  his  favour, 
was  so  astonished  that  he  went  off  into 
a  perfect  fit  of  laughter. 

Me.  a.  SUTHEELAND  :  No. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  But  I 
think  I  know  the  facts  better  than  the 
hon.  Member  does.  I  speak  of  what  I 
myself  saw,  and  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity to  say  that  I  consider  it  an 
extraordinary  proceeding  to  filter  all 
sorts  of  evidence  through  this  House  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  decisions 
of  Courts  of  Justice,  given  through  the 
juries,  are  to  be  set  aside  for  the  chatter 
of  people  who  tell  Members  of  this 
House  things  which  will  not  bear  ex- 
amination for  one  single  moment.  I 
now  turn  to  the  case  of  the  Mainland, 
and  I  will  say  that  there  is  this  differ- 
ence between  the  case  of  Lewis  and 
that  of  Glashmore.  In  Lewis  the 
pinch  of  distress,  no  doubt,  added  to  the 
effect  of  agitation  upon  the  people ;  but 
I  venture  to  assert  that  no  one  will  stand 
up  in  this  House  and  say  that  that  is 
the  case  in  regard  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Glashmore.  There  is  not  one  single  c&se 
in  that  parish  in  which  an  application 
has  been  made  for  relief  by  a  single 
person.  What  is  the  case  of  Glash- 
more ?  It  is,  unfortunately,  more  dis- 
graceful than  that  of  Aignish.  For 
everything  in  Aignish  was  done  boldly 
and  above-board,  in  open  defiance  of  the 
law,  and  without  any  attempt  at  con- 
cealment whatever.  But  the  case  of 
Glashmore  was  this — that,  time  after 
time,  a  field  on  a  farm  which  had  been 
in  the  occupation  of  a  tenant  for  15 
years 

Me.  a.  SUTHERLAND :  Who  had 
it  before? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAGDONALD:  My 
information  is  that  it  has  been  a  farm 
for  the  last  100  years  at  least. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHEELAND  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  it  had  been  taken 
from  the  people  to  give  to  the  present 
tenant. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAGDONALD :  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  is  mistaken.  But  I  shall 
accept  it.  That  is  15  years  ago,  and  for 
15  years  it  has  been  in  the  peaceable 
possession  of  a  tenant.  Tet  for  weeks 
and  weeks  every  fence  he  had  was  being 
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injured.  The  locka  upon  his  gates  were 
broken  off.  He  had  placed  a  lock  six 
or  seven  times  on  the  samo  gate,  and  it 
bad  been  broken  off  again.  [Another 
inaudible  interruption  from  Mr.  Suther- 
land.] I  really  wish  the  hon.  Member 
would^  allow  me  to  proceed.  Ultimately 
he  determined  to  protect  the  land  which 
was  in  his  legal  possession.  A  mob  of 
people  came — not,  as  the  Aignish  people 
did,  with  warning  beforehand  and 
openly — ^not,  he  admitted,  a  large  one, 
but  a  mob  every  one  of  whom  had  their 
faces  blackened  that  they  might  not  be 
identified.  That  is  a  new  thing  among 
the  Highlanders.  And  I  should  be  very 

flad  indeed  if  Members  who  represent 
[ighland  constituencies  will  kindly  give 
ns  their  views  in  this  House,  for  the 
help  of  those  people,  that  it  may  not 
occur  again.  They  are  copying  the 
manoBUvres  of  another  country — copy- 
ing ways  that  will  never  bring  them  any 
credit,  and  which  wiU  only  have  the 
effect  of  making  many  real  and  hearty 
sympathizers  of  theirs  shrink  from 
further  efforts  in  their  behalf.  It  is 
most  unjustly  said  that  it  is  an  infinitely 
trifling  matter ;  but  this  blackening  of 
their  faces  plainly  showed  that  they  were 
conscious  of  the  criminality  of  their 
action,  and  that  they  knew  Yerj  well 
that  if  their  actions  were  detected  they 
ought  to  bo  punished.  But  it  is  worse 
than  that.  It  is  bad  enough  that  women 
should  actually  in  the  daytime  blacken 
their  faces  before  going  upon  a  criminal 
expedition.  But  what  is  to  be  thought 
of  the  Highlanders — the  men  of  whom 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  they 
are  proud,  gallant  men — themselves 
dressing  up  in  women's  clothes  in  the 
middle  of  the  day,  and  blackening  their 
faces  ? 

Mk.  a.  SUTHERLAND:  Have  you 
got  any  evidence  of  that  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  M  AODONALD :  Yes,  it  is 
proved.  It  is  not  creditable.  Itispitiable. 
It  is  a  thing,  I  am  sure,  which  will  not  be 
approved  by  hon.  Members.  I  am  asked 
about  the  case  of  a  man  convicted  for 
the  offence  who  was  innocent.  No  doubt 
there  are  always  difficulties  in  identify- 
ing people  who  blacken  their  faces.  It 
is  alleged  that  there  was  a  mistake  on  the 
part  of  one  of  these  men.  But  what  are 
we  told  ?  That  if  the  men  should  get  a 
guarantee  of  indemnity  from  punish- 
ment, they  will  come  forward  and  say 
that  the  other  man  did  not  do  it.    That 
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is  the  kind  of  manliness  we  have  now  in 
the  Highlands. 

Dr.  CAMERON  was  understood  to 
say  that  various  persons  who  could  testify 
to  the  man's  innocence  did  not  lake  any 
part  in  the  offence  themselves. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :   The 
hon.  Member  says  that  men  who  were 
not  in  the  riot  themsdves  would  come 
forward;    but  the  men   who  had  the 
blackened  faces  are  prepared  to  allow 
an  innocent  man  to  suffer  unless  they 
get    an    indemnity  from    punishment. 
Why  did  not  these  men  come  forward 
and  say  who  this  man  was  mistaken  for, 
if  it  is  really  the  case  that  a  mistake 
has  been  made?     These  men  are  not 
ordinary  offenders — I  do  not  say  they 
are;    but  it  is    new   to    me   that   an 
Executive   Government  and   a  Public 
Prosecutor  are  to  give  an  indemnity  to 
people  who  admit  their  guilt  in  coming 
forward  to  dear  an  innocent  man.     It 
is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Ezeoutive 
to  interfere.     The  jury  heard  the  evi- 
dence, and  found  that  the  man  at  the  bar 
was  guilty.    It  is  not  for  the  Executive 
lightly  to  interfere  with  such  a  decision, 
and  least  of  all  on  the  evidence  of  those 
who  wish  to  be  saved  themselves  before 
freeing  an  innocent  man.    A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  arrest  of  Mrs. 
Hugh  Kerr.    The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  A. 
Sutherland)  said  we  arrested  her  be- 
cause we  could  not  find  her  husband, 
but  I  scarcely  think  the  hon.  Member  is 
serious  in  putting  that  forward.     The 
expedition  was  sent  to  arrest  persons 
who  had  been  going  about  with  black- 
ened   faces    and  committing    damage, 
Mrs.  Kerr  was  known  to  be  one  of  thooe, 
and  she  was  accordingly  arrested.     Does 
the  hon.  Member  consider  that  a  woman 
going  with  a  blackened  face  to  assault 
people  who  are  going  about  their  own 
lawful  business  and  protecting  their  own 
property,  ought  not  to  be  dcwlt  with  by 
the  severity  of  the  law  ?      As  to  the 
charge  about  Mrs.  Kerr  being  badly 
treated  in  prison  and  being  put  in  a  cell 
without  a  lire,  I  do  not  think  Uiat  oom- 
plaints  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  made 
for  the  first  time  in  this  House.    If  made 
at  the  time,  such  complaints  could  be 
inquired    into.      It    is    very    easy    to 
bring  forward  in  this  House  charge  of 
inhumanity,   but  where  there  ia    aay 
foundation  for  them  they  ought  to  be 
made  to  the  Executive  Gbvemment.     I 
have  never  heard  of  it  till  now,  sud  if 
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any  responsible  person  lays  a  statement 
before  me  to  that  effect,  I  will  even  yet 
order  a  full  inquiry  to  be  made ;  but  it 
bas  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
subject  of  the  judioial  inquiry.  It  has 
been  stated  that  the  sentences  were 
Tory  terrible  sentences  for  very  slight 
offences.  But  the  offences  were  not 
slight.  All  that  I  can  say  is,  that  we 
had  several  cases  during  the  last  two 
years  of  riots  of  this  description  in  the 
Highlands,  and  that  lighter  sentences 
have  been  given,  varying  from  one  to 
six  months ;  but  these  were  always  ac- 
companied by  a  distinct  warning  that 
these  light  sentences  could  not  continue 
to  be  pronounced  for  this  class  of  cases, 
if  the  community  in  which  they  were 
prevalent  indicated  their  determination 
not  to  submit  to  the  law  when  it  treated 
them  leniently,  but  showed  their  de- 
fiance of  it.  I  deeply  regret — and  I 
hope  the  House  will  believe  it^that 
such  sentences  had  to  be  given ;  but  I 
say  I  would  not  venture  for  one  moment 
to  gain  the  approval  of  a  single  Member 
opposite  by  saying  that  I  disapproved  of 
them.     It  is  not  my  duty  to  say  I  ap- 

Erove  or  disapprove  of  them,  because  I 
ave  no  right  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Judge ;  but  I  do  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  as  far  as  the  sen- 
tences in  the  Aignish  and  Olashmore 
cases  are  concerned,  they  were  ab- 
Bolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
indicating  what  must  be  the  result  of  a 
continuance  of  such  cases.  Looking 
back  to  the  previous  history  where  riots 
of  a  similar  nature  have  occurred,  I  find 
that  the  sentences  pronounced  were  very 
different  indeed,  much  severer  sentences 
having  been  imposed  for  less  grave 
offences.  But  I  am  glad  to  think  that, 
with  the  greater  publicity  given  to  sen* 
tences  in  these  modern  times,  happily 
long  sentences  are  not  so  absolutely 
necessary  as  they  may  have  been  in  past 
times.  I  say  that  if  in  districts  such  as  the 
West  Highlands  you  have,  during  the 
last  18  months,  sentences  of  six  months 
for  offences  not  so  bad  as  these  two,  we 
ought  to  be  thankful  that  a  lesson  is 
given  which  may  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting people  listening  to  agitators; 
and  I  would  fain  hope  it  may  have  some 
effect  upon  the  agitators  themselves. 
There  are  too  many  agitators  in  this 
country,  and  also  in  another,  who  go 
about  carrying  on  an  agitation  in  one 
district  and  another,  and  at  the  same  time 


taking  very  good  care  to  keep  at'the  cool 
end  of  the  poker.  They  do  not  them- 
selves run  the  risk.  They  carry  on  their 
agitation,  and  allow  it  to  take  its  evil 
effect  in  the  action  of  crime  on  the  part 
of  the  population.  They  have  dis- 
appeared, but  the  baneful  and  evil 
effect  of  their  cruel  conduct  on  these 
poor,  ignorant  people  remains  behind. 
I  only  wish  some  means  could  be 
found  by  which  we  could  get  at  those 
who  incite  these  iK>or  people  to  acts 
of  violence.  I  hold  them  to  be  in- 
finitely more  guilty  than  the  un- 
fortunate people  who  commit  them. 
But  the  Executive  Government  must 
deal  with  those  it  can  find  who  com- 
mit the  acts.  I  believe  many  of  the 
men  now  in  prison  are  the  last  to  com- 
plain of  their  sentences.  They  have 
been  put  upon  their  trial  and  convicted, 
and  know  perfectly  well  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  vindicate  the  law 
by  a  firm  and  sharp  lesson.  We  all  re- 
gret the  necessity ;  but  so  long  as  it 
exists,  I,  for  one,  will  do  my  utmost  in 
all  such  oases,  and  I  am  not  going  to  be 
frightened  by  hon.  Members'  statements 
about  gunboats  or  anything  else,  be- 
lieving that  I  am  doing  the  best  for  the 
peace  of  the  country.  In  these  outlying 
districts  individuals  would  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  mob,  unless  it  was  understood 
that  the  mob  would  be  firmly  dealt  with. 
It  is  not  as  if  these  were  only  isolated 
acts.  They  are  part  of  a  general  system 
of  terrorism  which  has  been  promoted 
by  agitators  in  the  North  of  Scotland. 
A  very  curious  occurrence  took  place 
which  shows  that  is  so.  The  moment 
the  witnesses  who  had  charge  of  Olash- 
more Farm  left  for  Edinburgh  to  give 
evidence,  and  there  was  no  one  to  pro- 
tect the  farm,  in  the  course  of  the  night 
no  less  than  700  yards  of  new  stone 
fencing  was  levelled  to  the  ground.  Ton 
had  the  same  thing  occurring  in 
Lewis  and  at  Aignish:  These  are  dan- 
gerous crimes.  They  can  be  committed 
in  the  secret  of  the  darkness,  and  they 
involve  enormous  expense  to  innocent 
people.  They  are  extremely  dangerous, 
because  they  are  mean  crimes,  and  they 
sap  out  all  feeling  of  morality  and 
honesty  in  the  community  in  which  they 
exist.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  (Dr. 
Oameron)  will  say  the  people  have  been 
brought  to  do  these  things  by  provoca- 
tion ;  but  what  provocation  did  they 
receive  from  the  tenant  of  OlashsMre  t 
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His  conduct  was  not  differeut  from  what 
it  had  been  for  15  jears.  In  what  re- 
spect has  he  offended  these  people  ?  It 
is  ridiculous.  Is  the  law  going  to  allow 
it  ?  When  you  talk  of  the  severity  of 
sentences,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
take  into  consideration  the  circumstances 
for  which  the  sentences  are  pronounced. 
No  Judge  would  be  doing  his  duty» 
where  offences  were  committed  of  the 
nature  of  raids  and  mobs,  if  he  did  not 
consider  the  general  state  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  what  is  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  yindicating  the  law  in  these 
places.  Will  hon.  Members  go  down  to 
these  places,  or  send  to  the  people  who 
are  now  agitating  among  them,  and  tell 
them  distinctly  that  they  can  gain 
nothine  by  such  action  ?  And  will  they 
warn  them  of  the  danger  to  their  own 
happiness  which  comes  from  introducing 
among  what  has  hitherto  been  a  peace- 
able, honest,  and  kind  community,  those 
feelings  of  malice,  hatred,  and  wanton 
mischief  which  are  being  developed 
amongst  them  by  agitation  ?  The  next 
question  is,  what  is  to  be  done  in  the 
present  unfortunate  state  of  circum- 
stances, and  I  think,  if  my  hon.  Friends 
had  addressed  themselves  to  that  ques- 
tion, it  would  have  saved  a  great  deal  of 
time,  and  been  a  great  deal  more  bene- 
ficial to  the  people  of  that  country.  I 
venture  to  say  again  what  has  been  said 
here  before,  that  as  regards  what  has  to 
be  done  in  the  way  of  remedying  the 
condition  of  the  people,  all  attempt 
would  be  absolutely  delusive  and  futile 
which  does  not  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  population  of  Lewis  is  in  excess  of 
what  the  land  will  bear.  [*'  No,  no !  "] 
That  is  my  opinion,  and  the  opinion  of 
everybody  who  has  examined  closely 
into  the  question  with  an  unbiassed 
mind.  ["  No,  no !  "]  Well,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  hear  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
who  is  the  man  of  skill  who  has  gone  over 
this  matter  for  the  last  100  years  who 
has  not  come  to  that  conclusion.  When 
the  Bill  of  1886  was  before  the  House, 
we  said  it  was  a  Bill  which  could  have 
no  other  result  in  the  near  future  than 
to  produce— if  it  did  produce,  which  I 
greatly  doubted — a  temporary  allevia- 
tion of  the  difficulties  of  the  situation, 
and  would  not,  in  our  view,  bring  about 
any  results  which  would  meet  the  diffi- 
culties. I  adhere  to  that  now,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  events  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  that  Aot  have  fully  borne  out 
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the  view  then  expressed.  All  that  could 
be  done  on  the  footing  of  dealing  with 
the  population  as  not  being  too  much 
for  the  place  in  which  it  lives  would  be 
for  the  State  to  give  additional  land. 
The  Orofters'  Act  went  beyond  all  pre- 
vious legislation  in  that  direction ;  but 
the  Orofters'  Act  could  not  make  land, 
and  still  less  could  it  make  land  which 
would  respond  to  labour  by  producing 
such  fruits  as  would  justify  cultivation, 
or  would  admit  of  any  family  cultivating 
by  its  own  labour  obtaining  the  means 
of  subsistence.  I  say  this — that  if  all 
the  land  in  Lewis  were  given  to  the 
crofters,  it  would  not  enable  them 
to  live  by  husbandry.  I  say,  in  the 
second  place,  even  if  it  did,  it  would 
not  ^ut  off  the  evil  day  for  any  sub- 
stantial period.  It  is  perfectly  clear  on 
the  face  of  it,  even  if  at  the  present 
moment  the  land  in  the  Lewis  would 
admit  of  supporting  the  present  popula- 
tion, that  that  would  not  meet  the  diffi- 
culty for  any  substantial  period,  for  the 
increase  of  the  population  goes  on  at 
such  a  rate  that  the  time  must  come 
when  even  the  most  sanguine  Member 
who  sits  opposite  will  be  obliged  to  give 
up  the  idea  that  there  is  not  a  surplus 
population.  I  say  that  period  has  arrived 
already,  had  arrived  long  ago,  and  I 
say  so  on  the  authority  of  all  who  have 
examined  into  the  question  in  the  past 
as  well  as  in  the  present,  and  admittedly 
on  the  authority  of  every  Boyal  Com- 
mission which  has  reported.  In  the 
case  of  Lewis  it  was  recognised  100 
years  ago  that  it  could  not  bear  an  in- 
crease of  population  at  a  time  when 
there  were  only  8,000  inhabitants,  and 
when  we  did  not  hear  of  places  being 
converted  into  deer  forests  and  let  off  to 
American  sportsmen.  In  the  case  of 
Lochs  parish,  we  find  that  from  1790  to 
1797  it  is  distinctly  stated  that  there 
were  no  lands  in  the  parish  that  could 
properly  be  called  arable.  The  popula- 
tion in  1790  was  1,768,  and  it  had  more 
than  trebled  in  1881,  and  is  now  6,2M. 
In  the  parish  of  Stomoway  in  1790 
there  were  2,600  inhabitants,  and  now 
there  are  10,389.  In  Uig  parish,  of 
which  it  was  declared  in  the  Statistieal 
Account  that  it  never  supplies  itself 
with  a  sufficiency  of  provisional  there 
were  in  1790  1,698  inhabitants,  and  ia 
1881  there  were  3,489;  and  in  no  sea* 
son  it  is  declared,  as  regards  Barvas 
parish,  is  the  produce  more  than  barely 
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Boffident  to  support  the  populadon,  whioh 
in  1790  was  2,006,  and  in  1881  was 
5,335.  So  that  in  point  of  fact  you  have 
a  population  whioh  has  risen  from  some- 
thing like  from  8,000  to  10,000  up  to 
something  over  27,000  at  present.  The 
truth  is  that  last  year,  which  was  the 
best  for  many  years,  as  is  admitted  on 
all  hands,  in  the  way  of  successful  culti- 
Tation,  we  haye  had  destitution  stariug 
us  in  the  lace,  because  the  source  from 
which  the  people  derived  that  which 
enabled  them  to  tide  over  one  part  of 
the  year — namely,  the  fishing — failed 
them,  illustrating  what  has  been  dinned 
into  the  ears  of  people  for  years ;  but 
they  will  not  take  it  in,  that  the  crofter 
is  a  man  who  ought  to  have  an  industry 
and  some  land  for  purposes  of  cultiva- 
tion as  well.  If  you  attempt  to  make 
farmers  of  people  who  have  no  capital — 
so  that  they  must  obtain  their  subsistence 
entirely  out  of  the  land  they  cultivate — 
the  attempt  must  necessanly  result  in 
disastrous  failure  anywhere ;  but  still 
more  in  such  barren  wastes  as  many 
parts  of  the  Highlands,  and  in  places 
where  the  climatic  conditions  are  un- 
favourable to  successful  agriculture. 
This  is  what  we  urged,  and  urged  in 
▼ain,  on  the  House  in  1886.  The  crofter 
is  practically,  and  ought  to  be,  an  allot- 
ment holder.  Sir  J.  M'Neil  reported 
to  that  effect  in  1851.  What  1  and 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  urged  in  vain  in 
1886  was  that  the  crofter  could  not  be  a 
farmer  unless  the  State  was  prepared  to 
provide  him  with  capital  for  the  purpose 
of  working  the  farm.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose any  hon.  Gentleman  will  propose 
that,  or  that  if  it  were  proposed  it  will 
be  accepted.  If  crofters  are  impressed 
with  the  belief  that  they  can  subsist  on 
the  soil  of  the  Islands  it  will  end  in 
disastrous  failure.  This  is  how  the  pro- 
blem works  out  in  money.  The  average 
rent  of  a  croft  in  Lewis  is  £3  and  some 
odd  shillings,  but  a  great  number  of 
them  are  under  £2  rental.  If  £2  be 
too  high,  upon  what  economio  basis  of 
calculation  can  it  be  supposed  that  a 
oroft  will  support  the  crofter?  I  suppose 
a  fairly  economic  basis  of  rent  would 
be  a  third  at  the  utmost  of  the  produce ; 
but  suppose  the  rent  is  too  high,  it  is  not  a 
third,  and  therefore  it  should  be  less  than 
£2.  I  think  that  answers  itself.  Then,  if 
£2  be  too  low  a  rent,  what  becomes  of 
the  attack  on  the  landlords  of  charging 
exorbitant  rents?  So  that  whichever  way 


you  take  it,  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  the 
crofts  in  Lewis  are  not,  and  cannot  have 
been  in  the  past,  the  means  of  support 
to  the  crofter.  What  is  the  state  of 
things  now?  Two  sources  of  support 
have  disappeared — ^namely,  labour  and 
the  kelp  industry.  You  cannot  have 
labour  without  capital,  and  you  cannot 
have  capital  in  a  place  like  Lewis  if 
there  is  no  rent  being  received.  Only 
the  fishing  remains.  1  am  very  thank- 
ful to  say  that  the  news  we  have  received 
during  the  last  few  days  does  indicate 
that  there  is  something  to  come  this 
season  from  that  source.  It  seems  a 
Providential  interposition  that  in  the 
present  destitution,  when  assistance 
must  be  giveA  by  the  charitable,  that 
great  industry  is  likely  to  give  the  people 
a  stimulus,  and  put  some  heart  into 
them,  and  prevent  them  from  being 
demoralized  by  a  condition  of  absolute 
pauperism.  What  is  the  state  of  things 
in  Sutherlandshire  ?  The  proprietor 
there  has  consistently  made  up  his  mind 
that  he  will  not  allow  squatting.  What 
has  been  the  result  ?  The  result  is  that, 
whatever  the  Olashmore  people  complain 
of,  they  do  not  complain  of  want.  [*'  No, 
no ! "]  I  am  sure  if  mv  hon.  Friend 
had  seen  Mrs.  Kerr  and  her  lady  com- 
panion in  the  dock  at  Edinburgh,  he 
would  have  been  very  well  satisfied  they 
were  not  in  want.  In  that  district  there 
is  not  a  single  soul  during  the  past 
year  that  has  been  in  want,  and  has 
applied  for  parochial  relief.  In  Suther- 
landshire not  only  was  no  squatting 
allowed — and  that  has  had  a  most  salu- 
tary effect — but  what  was  done  ?  Money 
was  poured  into  Sutherlandshire  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  whether  the  land 
coum  be  made  productive — whether  it 
could  give  a  response  to  labour,  however 
expensive.  The  Duke  of  Sutherland 
selected  the  best  land  he  could  find. 
Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  :  The  worst 
Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 
Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD:  He 
has  expended  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  pounds  upon  experiments.  I  have 
heard  him  say  that  he  was  quite  willing, 
if  he  could  make  it  yield  a  reasonable 
return,  to  put  aside  altogether  the  enor- 
mous capital  he  had  spent  upon  experi« 
ments,  if  he  could  only,  after  they  had 
been  carried  out,  secure  a  return  for  the 
labour  put  into  the  soil.  I  have  seen 
steam  ploughs  and  other  enormous 
appliances  of  every  description— some 
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of  them  more  like  paddle  steamers  than 
anything  else—employed  in  these  ex- 
periments for  tearing  up  the  ground,  root- 
ing up  old  trees,  and  clearingaway  stones. 
All  that  capital  could  do  to  produce 
results  having  been  done,  I  myself  saw 
a  very  good  crop  of  oats  and  a  good  crop 
of  potatoes  grown.  But  the  experiment  re- 
sulted in  failure.  Nature  and  the  climatic 
conditions  have  been  too  strong,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  Duke  has  been  unable 
to  get  anybody  to  take  that  land  off  his 
hands  at  any  rent.  Oould  a  man  have 
done  more  to  endeavour  to  test  the  pro- 
ductive value  of  the  soil  ?  He  expended 
his  money  freely  under  his  own  personal 
supervision.  He  was  always  there  look- 
ing after  the  land.  Not  only  so,  but 
everybody  knows  that  the  Duke  of 
Sutherland  has  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  open  up  the  country,  and  vast 
sums  of  money  have  been  spent  in 
wages  in  the  district,  which,  but  for  his 
enterprise  and  determination,  never 
would  have  been  spent  at  all.  I  do  not 
believe  that,  from  first  to  last,  the  Duke 
has  ever  received  any  practical  money 
return  from  his  estate  there.  His  great 
wealth,  derived  from  other  estates 
in  the  country,  and  from  his  other 
means,  has  been  freely  poured  out  to 
test  the  capabilities  of  the  soil.  That 
leads  me  lust  to  mention  what  I  saw 
the  other  day,  in  a  letter  written  by  the 

i'unior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
)radlaugh),  who  thought  he  saw  a 
remedy  for  the  evils  of  the  crofters  in 
his  Bill  to  compel  landlords  to  put  all 
land,  particularly  waste  land,  under 
cultivation.  I  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber suggested  the  worst  places ;  because 
if  a  man  is  going  to  spend  a  large  sum 
of  money  in  making  an  experiment,  he 
is  surely  going  to  take  the  most  favour- 
able conditions,  and  the  most  favour- 
able opportunity  of  testing  the  experi- 
ment. But  everything  must  be  accounted 
for  on  the  part  of  those  who  say  the 
Highlands  are  sufficient  to  produce  food 
for  the  people  by,  somehow  or  other, 
getting  rid  of  the  proof.  It  must  be 
thought  that  the  Duke  was  a  great  fool, 
and  was  badly  advised;  but  he  was 
advised  by  a  gentleman  more  clever  in 
these  matters  than  most  people — Mr. 
Kenneth  Murray.  [Dr.  Oaheuok  dis- 
sented.] My  hon.  Friend  need  not 
shake  his  head.  I  have  been  there,  and 
have  seen  the  whole  of  the  operations 
oonduoted  with   tiie    greatest   possible 
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skill,  and  under  the  best  possible  advice. 
In  these  circumstances,  it  really  comes 
to  be  a  question  whether  it  is  not  beating 
the  air  for  people  to  say  that  we  have 
only  got  to  divide  the  land  in  order  to 
get  prosperity.  I  should  like  to  read  a 
Few  words  from  Sir  Kenneth  Maokenaoi 
a  man  who  has  taken  great  interest  in 
the  Highlands,  who  is  greatly  respected, 
and  who  has  been  a  very  useful  man  in 
his  day  and  generation.  Here  is  what 
he  says,  and  I  want  to  ask  hon.  Members 
if  they  think  the  Gk>vemment  of  a  coun- 
try is  to  give  no  effect  whatever  to  the 
opinions  of  men  who  have  lived  all  their 
lives  in  the  country,  and  studied  it,  and 
given  their  attention  to  -  the  welfare  of 
the  oommunity,  particularly  when  we 
find  that  these  opinions  are  in  aocord 
with  opinions  expressed  in  the  past  by 
other  people,  and  are  fully  borne  out  by 
experience.  Sir  Kenneth  Mackenzie 
says — 

"  If  agricalture  is  to  be  a  source  of  living, 
can  the  farmer  hope  to  be  above  want  whose 
farm  is  not  of  a  size  to  give  him  constant  em- 

Sloyment  throughout  the  year  F  Opinions  may 
iffer  as  to  the  minimum  size  of  a  farm  in 
Lewis,  but  no  one  with  a  cool  head  and  ordinary 
powers  of  calculation  can  maintain  that  as  an 
a^cultural  subject  Lewis  would  be  other- 
wise than  over^populated  with  one  fourth  of  its 
present  population.  Were  it  divided  into  farms 
of  £20  rental  at  the  current  letting  value, 
it  would  not  accommodate  one-sizth  of  the 
existing  inhabitants.  The  mass  of  the  people 
are  not  farmers  at  all,  but  firiiermen,  and 
labourers  with  allotments.  They  might  be 
converted  into  farmers  if  a  profitable  subject 
for  their  labour  and  means  of  stocking  it  were 
found  Just  as  the  unemployed  in  London  might 
be  turned  into  shopkeepers.  It  might  be  worth 
the  country*s  while  in  either  case  to  risk  the 
cost  of  effecting  such  a  conversion  where  then 
is  a  probability  that  the  experiment  may  be 
successful ;  but  if  the  farming  capital  was 
found,  the  land  in  Lewis  would  provide  for 
only  a  select  few  of  its  inhabitants,  and  in  these 
times  there  would  be  little  prospect  of  the  loaned 
capital  being  repaid.  It  is  m  these  circom- 
stances  simply  madness,  in  my  view,  for  those 
seeking  the  welfare  of  the  people  to  say  that 
until  Uie  large  farms  and  the  forest  are  re- 
peopled  the  surplus  population  is  not  to  ooa- 
sider  any  proposal  for  improving  their  present 
condition." 

There  is  the  opinion  of  a  man  who  is,  at 
any  rate,  entitled  to  some  weighty  and 
who  cannot  be  supposed  for  a  moment, 
from  his  past  history,  to  be  apeakin^ 
from  any  evil  disposition  towuds  the 
crofters.  He  is  speaking  in  the  posi* 
tion  of  a  man  who  feels  it  his  duty  to 
tell  them  the  truth ;  and  it  will  be  a 
▼ery  sad  thing,  indeed,  if  these  trathe 
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do  not  come  tome  to  the  people.  Some 
people  neyer  tired  of  asserting  tbat  the 
Beport  of  the  Oroftera'  Oommission, 
which  has  been  sitting  under  the  recent 
Act,  has  proved  conolasively  that  the 
rents  in  the  Highlands  are  too  high. 
Well,  their  rents  have  not  been  reduced 
on  an  average  more  than  rents  all  over 
tiie  country,  without  any  Orofters'  Com- 
mission, have  been  reduced  voluntarily. 
Even  if  you  take  these  cases  that  always 
will  occur  in  a  large  tract  of  country 
where  there  has  been  gross  rack  renting, 
you  will  find  that  the  actual  reductions 
of  the  Crofters'  Commission  are  no  more 
than  the  reductions  which  a  number  of 
men  have  made  elsewhere  of  their  own 
accord,  owing  to  the  present  distressed 
state  of  agricalture.  Has  the  value  of 
stock  got  anything  to  do  with  it  ?  [Dr. 
Oahebon  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
shakes  his  head.  Has  the  value  of 
TOoduce  got  anything  to  do  with  it? 
Why,  the  whole  of  this  House  rang  for 
two  years  with  assertions  from  the  Irish 
Members  that  it  was  the  depression 
caused  by  the  low  prices  of  stock  and 
produce  that  necessitated  a  reduction  of 
rents.  What  is  the  case  of  Lewis? 
Stock  that  formerly  sold  for  £5  a-head 
you  cannot  get  30i.  for  now.  Is  that 
not  a  case  for  the  reduction  of  rent? 
Therefore,  I  say  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  reductions  caused  by  the  decisions 
of  the  Commission  have  nearly  brought 
the  matter  to  the  same  footing  as  in  the 
rest  of  the  country.  Suppose  the  rent 
were  too  high,  then  you  come  at  once 
closer  to  the  problem.  If  the  rent  be 
too  high,  it  is  plain  that  the  prodace  of 
the  land  is  not  sufficient  for  the  support 
of  the  people ;  and  here  again  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  what  was  said  by  me 
on  the  subject  in  1886  in  this  House — 

"  If,  on  the  contrary,  it  turned  oat  to  be  true 
tliat  the  rents  were  too  high,  then  the  result 
was  contrary  to  the  Commissioners'  Report,  bat 
if  that  were  the  result  there  was  an  economic 
corollary  that  flowed  from  it,  and  that  was  that 
it  was  fatal  to  the  idea  of  this  Bill  bein^  a  real 
settlement  of  the  question,  becanse,  if  it  were 
proved  that  the  rents,  even  as  at  present,  on 
which  all  the  calculations  hitherto  had  been 
made  as  to  the  capabilities  of  the  land  for  sup- 
porting the  population,  were  too  hip^h,  that 
would  bring  about  this  result^that  it  would 
become  more  certain  than  ever  that  the  popula- 
tion could  not  be  supported  from  the  profits  of 
the  produce  of  the  soil  alone." 

But  the  present  crisis  in  Lewis  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  question 
of  rent,  for  ^a  very  simple  reason — the 
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rent  has  not  been  paid.  Therefore,  if 
the  people  are  at  present  destitute,  it  is 
not  on  account  of  ezcessive  rents,  but 
because  the  land  has  not  produced  even 
a  bare  subsistence  for  the  people.  Even 
in  one  of  the  best  years  thev  have  ever 
had,  in  the  parisn  of  Lochs,  out  of  a 
land  rental  on  which  one  proprietor  is 
assessed  at  £2,452,  the  sum  actually 
paid  in  rent  is  only  £350.  That  in- 
cludes all  agricultural  holdings,  but  not 
shootings;  so  that  the  proprietor  has 
got  only  about  one*seventh  part  of  his 
rent.  Perhaps  somebody  will  say  that 
one-seventh  of  the  rent  is  all  the  land- 
lord should  get.  But  what  is  the  result  ? 
There  are  6,284  people ;  and  take  them 
at  the  rate  of  six  to  a  family,  which  is  a 
very  large  estimate,  you  have  1,047 
families  residing  in  the  Lochs  parish. 
That  makes  six  shillings  and  a  few  odd 
pence  for  each  family.  If  it  is  said  that 
the  rent  which  Lady  Matheson  is  getting 
is  only  a  seventh,  it  comes  to  this,  that 
the  people  are  properly  rented  on  their 
holdings  at  a  rate  which  represents  six 
shillings  and  a  few  odd  pence  for  every 
six  persons  of  the  population.  The 
thing  has  only  to  be  stated  to  show  its 
monstrous  absurdity.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  fishing  or  labour  of  some  other  kind 
is  absolutely  essential,  and  as  regards 
labour,  that  which  practically  proves  its 
necessity  is  the  fact  that  these  enormous 
sums  have  been  expended  upon  labour 
in  the  past,  and  that  it  is  this  enormous 
expenditure  that  in  many  cases  has  kept 
the  wolf  from  the  door.  It  has  been 
contended  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
population  is  too  large,  but  it  was  proved 
time  after  time  by  reports  that  real 
famine  and  an  absolute  breakdown  on 
the  part  of  the  population  has  only  been 
prevented  on  more  than  one  occasion  by 
the  coming  in  of  something  from  outside, 
which  enabled  them  to  succeed.  They 
could  never  have  lived  before  1851  with- 
out the  kelp  industry,  and  they  could 
never  have  lived  after  1851  without  the 
fishing  industry.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  in  Sutherlandshire,  Xtoss-shire, 
Inverness-shire,  and  in  Lewis  it  has 
formerly  been  possible  for  a  landlord 
who  had  large  personal  property  to  pour 
out  his  money  in  the  making  of  improve- 
ments, and  thus  giving  employment  to 
the  Crofters,  and  it  is  not  contested  that 
vast  sums  had  been  thus  expended  in 
Lewis  and  elsewhere.  That,  how- 
ever, is  not  possible  now,  and  it  is  not 
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contended  tbat  these  proprietors  have 
got  the  means  of  making  any  more  im- 
provements. With  regard  to  the  two 
places  in  which  outbreaks  hare  recently 
taken  place,  in  both  cases  the  proprietors 
were  people  who  had  spent  a  great  deal 
of  their  time  among  their  people.  Lady 
Matheson,  notwithstanding  some  abo- 
minable threatening  letters  which  she 
has  received,  and  which  I  earnestly  trust 
are  hoaxes,  has  persistently  refused  to 
leave  Stomoway ;  and  I  believe  she  will 
remain  there  as  long  as  she  has  a  shilling 
left.  She  has  been  put  to  enormous 
expense,  and  has  received  nothing  in 
return.  She  is  a  brave  lady,  and  a 
most  generous  lady ;  and  I  am  sure 
there  is  not  a  single  Member  in 
the  House  who  sympathizes  with  the 
Crofters  who  will  venture  to  say  a  single 
word  against  her  as  regards  Lewis. 
It  is  said,  of  course,  that  Sir  James 
Matheson  expended  this  money  with 
the  expectation  of  making  some  profit 
out  of  it.  Undoubtedly  that  is  the  case, 
but  it  is  none  the  less  the  act  of  a  kindly 
and  right-thinking  man.  If  Sir  James 
could  have  carried  on  the  works  which 
he  instituted  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  benefit  the  people  with  scarcely  any 
return,  not  to  speak  of  profit,  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  do  so.  All  this  shows 
the  difficulty  of  struggling  against  a 
barren  soil  and  an  unpropitious  climate. 
With  respect  to  Lewis,  full  informa- 
tion has  been  given  as  to  the  enormous 
sums  which  had  been  expended  there, 
and  yet  there  has  been  no  result  in 
prosperity,  because  nature  has  been 
fighting  against  it.  Labour  is  scarce, 
proprietors  are  crippled,  and  the  vast 
sums  that  have  been  expended  are 
bringing  in  no  return.  Now,  the  only 
thing  that  has  a  prospect  of  success  is  the 
fishing,  and  certainly,  if  a  successful 
fishinff  industry  could  be  established  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Scotland,  you  may 
solve  the  question  of  the  difficulty  of 
population  in  the  future.  You  cannot 
solve  it  for  the  immediate  present.  You 
may  be  able  to  sustain  a  large  number 
of  people  if  you  establish  a  permanent 
and  successful  fishing ;  and  with  regard 
to  that  I  may  say  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  made  arrangements  by 
which  boats  and  gearing  can  be  pro- 
cured by  fishermen  on  very  easy  terms — 
one-tenth  of  the  cost  to  be  provided 
in  the  case  of  new  boats,  and  two- 
tenths  in  the  case  of  old  boats,  the 
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(Government  giving  a  loan  on  the  footing 
that  the  boats  will  be  fully  insured  for 
the  remainder.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
to-day  that  a  gentleman  who  has,  I 
believe,  made  a  wonderful  discovery  in 
fish  curing,  has  in  prospect  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  large  industry  on  the 
West  Coast  of  the  Highlands,  by  which 
he  believes  he  will  be  able  not  only  to 
make  a  good  profit  himself,  but  to  ^ve 
remunerative  labour  to  many  people. 
I  hope  it  will  be  admitted  that  the 
Oovernment  have  done  all  that  could 
be  reasonably  expected  of  them  in  the 
way  of  stimulating  the  fishing  industry. 
As  regards  the  destitution,  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  direct  communication  with 
those  who  are  meeting  the  present  want, 
and  care  will  be  taken  that  the  greatest 
vigilance  is  exercised  on  the  spot  to 
prevent  any  calamitous  results.  Lastly, 
we  come  to  the  question  which  I  believe 
lies  at  the  root  of  this  whole  matter  at 
the  present  time,  and  that  is  what  is  to 
be  done  in  view  of  the  fact — which  I 
consider  to  be  established  on  inoontro- 
vertible  testimony — that  the  population 
is  too  heavy  to  be  carried  by  the  district? 
There  is  omy  one  way  of  looking  at  the 
fact,  and  that  is,  that  some  part  of  the 
population  should  do,  as  all  die  popula- 
tions of  the  rest  of  this  count^  do- 
namely,  go  to  some  other  place.  Those 
are  the  worst  enemies  of  the  Highlands 
who  are  endeavouring  to  persuade  the 
people  that  it  is  a  cruel  thing  for  the 
Government,  or  for  other  people,  to 
endeavour  to  induce  them  to  go  to 
other  countries.  Love  of  country  is  a 
very  proper  sentiment;  but  if  it  had 
been  carried  out  in  the  way  proposed  in 
the  Highlands,  it  would  have  prevented 
this  country  from  being  the  great  coun- 
try it  is.  Why  it  should  be  thought 
that  the  manliness  and  the  pluck  which 
are  good  all  over  the  rest  of  the  country 
should  be  bad  in  the  West  Highlands, 
I  am  utterly  unable  to  conceive.  In 
old  days,  when  to  leave  their  country 
practically  meant  expatriation,  men 
have  braved  it,  and  we  had  all  over  this 
country  monuments  of  the  success  of 
those  men  in  other  countries,  by  which 
they  had  shown  their  love  and  appre- 
ciation of  the  old  country.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  Highlanders  have 
gone  forth  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  and 
have  distinguished  themselves  in  arms,  in 
Government,  and  in  everything.  I  think 
there   is    a    great   deal   too  much  of 
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mawkish     sentimentalitj     about    the 
qaestion,  and  it  does  enormous  harm. 
If  these  people  could  be  persuaded  that 
they  are  doiuf^  good  to  themselves  and 
to  their  neighbours  by  goiug  abroad, 
it  would  be  the  greatest jpossiole  bless- 
ing to  these  districts.     How  this  is  to 
be  done  is  a  totally  different  question. 
It  must  be  voluntary ;  but  one  thing  is 
quite  clear,  that  every  obstacle  is  put  in 
the  way  of  voluntary  emigration  by  the 
people  who  try  to  persuade  these  unfor- 
tunate crofters  that  they  can  struggle 
against  economic  laws.    I  know  there 
are  people  who  hold  the  opinion  that 
there  is  plenty  of  land  for  the  crofters  to 
live  in  comfort;  but  I  hold  that  that 
opinion  is  contrary  to  the  experience  of 
the  past.     They  have  only  been  kept 
down  in  numbers  by  disease  and  by 
dan  feuds.     With  regard  to  the  latter, 
that  kind  of  thing  is  not  allowed  now ; 
and  with  regard  to  disease,  protection 
is  now  given ;  and  though  with  regard 
to  children  it  is  not,  perhaps,  so  efficient 
as  may  be  wished,  still  much  has  been 
done  for  the  people.     If  these  people 
could  be  convinced  that  it  is  a  good  and 
wise  thing  to  go  abroad,  as  others  haye 
done  before  them,  I  am  sure  that  it 
would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit,  both 
to  those  who  go  and  to  those  who  are 
left  behind.    The  Oovemment  is  will- 
ing to   entertain  any  substantial  pro- 
posals from  any  number  of  persons  who 
may  desire  to  emigrate  from  the  con- 
gested districts.      More    than    that  it 
would  be  extremely  unwise  to  say.    I 
iwte  hon.  Members  and  their  Friends 
to   consider    whether  they  are  acting 
wisely  in  the  interests  of  these  people  in 
endeavouring  to  persuade  them  to  do 
that  which  can  only  be  done  up  to  a 
certfidn  point.    It  has  been  proved  by 
oonclusive  evidence  from  a  vast  number 
of  sources  that  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
productiveness  of  the  soil  and  the  num- 
ber of  people  who  can  live  upon  it,  and 
that  that  limit  has  been  reached  long 
ago.     I  have  endeavoured,  in  the  course 
of  this  speech,  which  has  lasted  already 
too    long — [**  No,    no  !  "]— to    notice 
every   point  brought  forward  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  spoken.     If  I  have 
omitted  to  notice  anything,  I  should  be 
glad  to  hear  it  now.     But  I  think  I  have 
pretty  well  exhausted  all  that  I  ought 
to    say.     I  think  that  this  House,  in 
dealing  with   the   question,   ought    to 
realize  that  it  is  one  which  ought  to  be 


discussed  dispassionately,  and  without 
any  personal  reflections.     I  have  no 
objection  whatever,  and  no  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's    Government   has    any 
objection  whatever  to  any  attack  upon 
us  in  our  official  capacity  for  anything 
we  have  done.    But  I  am  sure  erery 
Member  of  this  House  must  feel  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered with  an  earnest  desire  to  find 
the  best  solution  we  can,  and  that  the 
line  of  attack  and  recrimination  is  one 
which  it  is  not  wise  to  adopt.    That 
destitution  is  ahead  of    us  m  Lewis 
at  the  present  moment,  there  can  be  no 
question  whatever.     I  am  very  glad, 
indeed,  to  think  and  to  know  that  in- 
fluential means  are  being  taken  to  meet 
that   destitution.     But,   after   all,    the 
present  destitution  is  but  the  fringe  of 
the  question.    We  have  our  view,  and 
some  conclusion  must  be  arrived  at  as 
to  what  is  to  be  done  in  the  future; 
and  I  hope  I  have  stated  clearly  and 
temperately  what  I  mean  in  giving  ex- 
pression to  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.      I    do   trust  that  these 
views  may  at  least  be  calmly  and  care- 
fully considered.  We  can  lend  ourselves 
to  no  scheme  which  expresses  a  belief 
that,  by  endeavouring  to  break  up  pre- 
sent arrangements  of  land   anywhere 
in    these    West    Highlands,    sufficient 
can  be  provided  for  the  people  in  these 
districts.      We    express    that    opinion 
with  regret ;    but  we  have  formed    it 
after  most  careful  consideration.      But 
it  does  not  at  all  prevent  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  be- 
came law  two  years  ago,  under  which — 
if  it  is  convenient  to  do  so,  and  if  it  does 
not  interfere  with  the  rights  of  other 
people  —  additions  may  be    made    to 
Crofters'  and  to  existing  holdings.    Un- 
doubtedly the  removal  of  some  people 
from  the  congested  districts  would  at 
once    afford   relief   in  respect    of   the 
amount  of  land  available ;  oecause  there 
is  no  question  that  crofts  have  been 
divided  up  until,  as  they  now  exist,  they 
are  absolutely  insufficient  to  afford  sub- 
stantial means  of  subsistence.    If  some 
of  these  people  could  be  removed  to  a 
place  where  they  have  a  prospect  of  suc- 
cess, the  land  which  is  vacated  would  be  a 
great  comfort  to  those  who  are  left ;  and 
we   would  not   be    favourable  to  any 
scheme  of  emigration  upon  the  footing 
that  crofts  already  diviaod  up  into  too 
small  patches  are  again  to  be  occupied. 
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Oar  aim  and  intention  would  be  that 
where  people  remove,  the  part  of  the 
croft  divided  off  in  the  paet  should  be 
added  to  it  again,  so  as  to  provide  a 
proper  size  of  oroft,  and  afford  a  reason- 
ablo  help  to  the  families  who  are  left. 
We  should  be  glad,  indeed,  to  find  in 
the  course  of  time  some  people  come 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  being  volun- 
tarily emigrated.    And  recently,  in  the 
many  cases  which  I  know  of,  such  a 
scheme  has  been  eminently  successful. 
Lady   Gordon   Oathcait   succeeded   in 
getting  ]  1  families  to  emigrate  in  one 
year,  and  the  result  was  that  no  less 
than  45  families  emigrated  in  the  follow- 
ing year.    And  I  am  convinced  of  this, 
that,  if  you  could  only  get  12  or  20 
families   in  Lewis   to    make  the  ex- 
periment, the  whole  of  your  agitation  to 
tell  them  they  ought  not  to  emigrate 
would  be  defeated  by  the  news  which 
came  from  those  who  had  emigrated.    I 
assure  the  House  that  this  matter  has 
engaged,  is  engaging,  and  will  engage 
the  most  earnest  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk)vemment.    It  is  our  earnest 
desire,  and  I  am  sure  it  is  the  earnest 
desire  of  the  House,  that  the  best  should 
be  done  for  an  interesting  population 
such  as  we  have  in  these  Western  High- 
lands— so  different  from  those  who  five 
in  other  parts  of  the  country.    My  hope 
is  that  the  demoralization  amongst  them, 
which  is  at  present  rapidly  spreading, 
will  be  checked  ;  that  they  may  come  to 
believe  that  the  Government  has  a  real 
interest  in  them;  that  they  and  their 
friends  will  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  and 
will  calmly  consider  the  question  whe- 
ther agitation  is  the  mode  by  which  they 
are  to  be  brought  to  happiness,  or  whe- 
ther happiness  is  not  rather  to  be  found 
by   recognizing  the  Constitution  as  it 
really  exists,  by  devoting  their  energies 
really  to  labour  and  to  industry  which 
may  be  remunerative,  and  not  by  seek- 
ing from  the  Government  things  which 
they  never  can  obtain,  and  which,  if  they 
did  obtain,  it  is  my  firm  and  confident 
belief  would  leave  them  in  a  few  years' 
time  no  better  off  than  they  are  at 
present. 

Dr.  R.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  said,  that  in  dealing  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  he  wished  to  say 
that  a  complaint  was  made  that  no 
Notice  had  been  given  of  some  of  the 
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subjects  which  had  been  alluded  to,  and 
that  they  had  been  sprung  on  the  Go- 
vernment and  on  the  House.    At  any 
rate,  Mr.  Speaker  must  have  thought 
that  the  references  which  had  been  made 
to  what  occurred  in  the  Highlands  could 
properly  be  included  in  the  debate,  other- 
wise he  would  not  have  allowed  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  deal  with  them.    He  (Dr. 
K.  MacdOnald)  did  not  therefore  think 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  good  ground  for  grumbling  on 
that  score.    The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  begun  with  the  state- 
ment with  which  he  (Dr.  B.  Macdonald) 
perfectly  agreed,  for  he  had  said  that 
whatever  the   state  of  matters  in  the 
Highlands  was  now,  it  was  owing  to  past 
legislation  for  which  the  Government 
were  not  responsible.  .  He  and  other 
hon.  Members  from  the  Highlands  had 
done  their  best  to  get  the  late  Gk)vern- 
ment  to  take  the  view  of  the  matter 
which  they  were  taking  now  that  they 
were  in  Opposition,  and  all  that  ooold 
be  said  against  the  present  Government 
was  that  it  had  helped  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  preventing  the  Orofter  Mem- 
bers from  getting  those  improvements 
in  the  Crofters'  Act  which  they  other- 
wise would  have  obtained.    The  Orofter 
Members  now  appealed  to  the  present 
Government  to  act  in  the  matter  and  to 
improve  the  legislation  of  past  Sessions. 
The  working  of  the  Crofters'  Act  had 
shown  the  world  that  the  measure  would 
not  do  what  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment who  brought  in  the  Bill  expected 
it  to  do.    It  had  done  nothing  of  the 
sort,   and  they  asked  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  improve  the  Act  in  that 
respect.     They  asked  the  Government 
why  did  they  not  do  in  the  case  of  tiie 
Scotch  Highlands  what  they  had  done 
in  the  case  of  Ireland  ?    Why  did  they 
not  break  down  the  leases  and  allov 
farmers  all    over  Scotland   the    same 
privileges  as  they  had  allowed   Iriali 
farmers?     If   the  Government  would 
only  do  that  they  would  find  more  thaa 
one  way  out  of  the  present  difficulty, 
and  it  would  be  shown  that  there  were 
plenty  of  farms  for  the  poor  crofters  to 
go  into,  and  that  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  the  word  '^  emigration  "  to  be 
the  beginning  and  the  end  of  the  speech 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Government  on  thia 
question.    The  rieht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  nothing 
else  but  emigration  could  be  done,  aud 
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that  the  Orofter  Members  were  advising 
these  people  not  to  emigrato.  Well, 
certainly  the  Orofter  Members  were 
advising  the  crofters  not  to  emigrate 
except  on  certain  conditions.  If  the 
Government  would  give  them  a  scheme 
of  migration  as  well  as  emigration,  then 
they  would  help  with  all  the  power  they 
had;  but  so  long  as  the  Government 
refrained  from  doing  this,  and  from 
telling  them  that  the  crofters  should  git 
additional  land  which  was  now  used  for 
deer  and  game,  they  could  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  that  the  people  should  leave 
their  own  country.  Was  it  a  good 
thing  for  a  country  that  it  should  be 
denuded  of  its  population  ?  Were  they 
to  depopulate  their  own  country  in 
order  to  accommodate  sportsmen  from 
America  who  could  not  6nd  land  in 
their  own  country  for  the  keeping  and 
shooting  of  deer?  He  (Dr.  B.  Mac- 
donald)  would  tell  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that,  so  long  as 
this  or  any  other  Government  would 
not  give  the  Highlanders  a  scheme 
of  migration,  and  would  not  give 
them  land  to  cultivate  from  the  deer 
forests  and  establish  farms,  they  would 
get  no  help  from  the  Crofter  Members 
in  trying  to  induce  the  crofters  to  emi- 
grate. What  was  desirable,  in  the  first 
instance,  was  that  the  crofters  should 
thoroughly  populate  their  own  country, 
and  that  when  that  was  done  the 
surplus  population  should  be  sent 
to  other  countries.  Then  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
declared  that  the  distress  was  not 
owing  to  the  present  crofters,  and  that 
no  matter  what  was  done  the  people 
would  not  get  better  ofiP.  He  (Dr.  JR. 
Macdonald)  frankly  allowed  that  that 
was  the  case;  but  what  the  Crofter 
Members  had  always  been  asking  for 
in  this  House — and  he  thought  they 
knew  what  the  crofters  wanted — was 
more  land.  They  did  not  ask  for  re- 
ductions of  rents,  though  they  were 
granted.  They  had  stated  incidentally 
that  the  rents  were  too  high,  but  they 
did  not  make  much  trouble  about  that 
matter.  What  was  really  laid  stress 
upon  was  the  necessity  of  giving  the 
crofters  more  land,  and  it  was  more 
land  that  the  Government  would  not 
give.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said — *'If  you  give  these 
people  their  land  at  10«.  an  acre  they 


will  be  no  better  o£P,"  and  that  was,  no 
doubt,  very  true.  The  only  way  to  im- 
prove their  position  was  to  give  them 
more  land ;  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was 
the  only  solution  of  the  question.  It 
was  entirely  beside  the  question  to 
talk  about  the  present  crofter  system 
not  having  been  introduced  by  the 
Government,  and  the  Government  not 
being  to  blame  for  keeping  it  on.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
entered  upon  a  phase  of  his  speech 
which  he  (Dr,  E.  Macdonald),  as  a  High- 
lander, could  hardly  recognize  as  very 
patriotic.  He  had  told  them  that  the 
Highlanders  were  wanting  in  manliness 
and  committed  illegal  acts.  Well,  he 
could  tell  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  all  manliness  had 
not  departed  from  the  Highlanders, 
and  that  the  Highlanders  never  had 
so  much  manliness  in  their  lives  as 
they  had  now.  In  olden  times  when 
a  Highlander  met  his  landlord  he 
would  take  off  his  hat  to  him  in  the  road 
half-a-mile  before  he  came  up  to  him ; 
but  all  that  had  now  changed,  and  the 
crofter  now  went  up  and  looked  his  land- 
lord straight  in  the  face.  It  was  because 
the  crofters  had  acquired  more  manli- 
ness that  they  refused  to  be  ground 
down  by  such  laws  as  were  now  in  force 
in  Scotland.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,in  referring  to  the  deer 
raid  in  Lewis,  had  stated  that  it  did  not 
seem  at  all  to  indicate  to  the  Government 
or  anyone  else,  that  there  was  starvation 
amongst  the  people.  He  had  said  that 
if  the  people  had  been  starving  what 
one  would  have  expected  them  to  do 
would  have  been  to  kill  a  sheep  or  two 
and  take  them  home  and  eat  them. 
But  that  was  a  thing  which  a  Highlander 
would  not  demean  himself  by  doing — he 
would  rather  starve  than  steal  a  sheep  ; 
but  the  Highlanders  did  not  see  much 
harm  in  pulling  down  a  wall  as  a  pro- 
tost  against  tho  present  law.  As  to 
whether  the  deer  were  taken  home  by 
the  raiders  or  not,  he  had  a  great  deal 
more  information  on  the  point  than 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
because  he  happened  to  have  had  as 
his  guest  for  some  time  the  gentleman 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  raid,  and  he 
had  learned  from  him  that  a  great  many 
deer  had  been  taken  home  by  the  High<* 
landers  to  their  families ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
promise  not  to  prosecute,  he  might,  later 
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on,  be  fumisbed  witb  tbe  names  of  tbe 
families  in  question.  So  that  the  right 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bad  made 
another  mistake  when  he  argued  that  the 
agitation  had  not  in  view  tbe  relief  of 
distress.  Then  tbe  right  bon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  told  them  that  the 
Mover  of  tbe  Motion  bad  passed  ligbtlj 
over  the  rioting  at  Aignisb  and 
Olasbmore,  but  that  was  a  matter  of 
opinion.  The  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  have  employed  this 
evening  in  putting  up  men  of  straw  in 
order  to  knock  them  down  again.  He 
said  that  the  bon.  Members  who  bad 
spoken  seemed  to  entertain  such  and 
such  views,  when  in  reality  they  did 
not  do  anything  of  the  kind.  No  doubt, 
Aignisb  and  Olashmore  people  were 
wrong  in  what  they  had  done ;  but  still 
there  was  something  to  explain  their 
conduct.  Tbe  explanation  was  simply 
tbe  despair  of  the  people.  They  felt 
that  they  must  do  something  legal  or 
illegal  —  something  that  would  make 
their  names  talked  about  in  this  coun- 
try, and  get  into  tbe  English  as  well  as 
into  the  Scotch  papers ;  and  they  were 
even  willing  to  undergo  the  awful  sen- 
tences which  had  been  passed  upon  them 
in  tbe  Court  of  Session  tbe  other  day  in 
order  to  bring  their  case  before  the 
country.  He  (Dr.  B.  Macdonald)  was 
not  much  of  a  lawyer,  and  be  would  not 
enter  into  a  long  discussion  witb  him  as 
to  tbe  decision  in  Edinburgh.  Tbe 
right  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
it  was  all  right;  but  tbe  country  did 
not  think  so,  and,  unless  be  was  very 
much  mistaken,  before  very  long  an 
Edinburgh  jury  would  have  another 
opportunity  of  trying  crofters.  In  this 
way  tbe  question  would  be  again  brought 
up,  and  the  public  would  see  whether 
the  first  decision  was  right.  Tbe  people 
bad  oome  to  Gnd  that  deer  were  nooody's 
property,  and  that  for  taking  them  all 
they  bad  to  pay  was  a  trespass  fine  of 
£2.  No  doubt,  a  great  many  people 
would  be  willing  to  risk  such  a  fine  as 
that  when  they  would  have  tbe  pros- 
pect of  taking  as  much  vension  as 
would  pay  tbe  fine,  and  when  they 
knew  that  they  themselves  would  go 
scot-free.  The  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bad  referred  to  observations 
made  at  public,  or  semi-public,  meet- 
ings, and  had  quoted  tbe  statement  of 
one  person,  that  be  was  prepared  to 
sbed  bis  blood  in  the  cause ;   and  be 
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bad  asked  what  meaning  was  to  be 
attacbed  to  that  sort  of  thing.  Well, 
the  right  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
knew  what  bis  own  principal  witness 
against  these  deer  raids  in  Edinburgh 
was  going  to  do.  This  person  bad  said 
that  be  was  going  to  the  forest  alone,  if 
no  one  else  went  witb  him ;  and  it  was 
plain  what  little  value  was  to  be  attached 
to  any  such  statements  of  tbe  kind. 
These  men  of  both  sides  said  things 
which  they  did  not  mean.  Men  tbrea- 
tened  to  do  heroic  acts ;  but  sucb  state- 
ments were  not  worth  making  capital 
out  of.  Tbe  right  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  been  most  severe  witb  tbe  awful 
lawlessness  which  had  been  committed  at 
Aignish.  He  bad  stated  that  there  bad 
been  a  mob  of  5,000  or  6,000  people ;  but 
he  bad  gone  on  to  refer  to  an  incident 
which  clearly  showed  that  tbe  people 
were  not  lawless,  because  be  bad  men- 
tioned the  fact  that  the.  Sheriff  bad  been 
able  to  go  and  smoke  his  pipe  amongst 
the  men,  who  bad  not  attempted  to  in- 
terfere with  him  in  any  way.  It  tbere- 
fore  did  not  come  very  well  from  tbe 
mouth  of  tbe  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  talk  of  these  people  as 
being  very  lawless.  So  far  from  doing 
the  Sheriff  of  Stornaway  any  injury,  the 
people  bad  not  even  spoken  disrespect- 
fully of  him.  Tbe  right  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  tbe 
Royal  Scots  Eegiment  being  called 
upon ;  but  be  bad  not  referred  to  an 
incident  which  was  not  very  creditable 
to  those  soldiers — he  had  not  mentioned 
that  when  tbe  crofters  came  down  with 
spades  and  pikes  the  soldiers  were  put 
to  flight. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  Will 
the  bon.  Member  tell  me  where  that 
happened  ? 

Dr.  R.  MAOUONALD  said,  be  be- 
lieved it  had  occurred  at  Aignish;  at 
any  rate,  tbe  newspapers  reported  it,  and 
be  had  not  seen  it  contradicted.  With 
regard  to  another  matter  alluded  to  by 
the  right  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it 
was  only  fair  to  remark  that  the  wit- 
nesses for  'the  defence  ought  to  bave 
been  assisted  to  get  to  Edinborgb.  It 
should  not  be  said  that  witnesses  in  meb 
cases  as  this  were  of  no  use.  Scores  of 
people  bad  written  to  him  (Dr.  B.  Mac- 
donald), and  pointed  out  that  witnesses 
could  be  brought  up  to  show  that  tbe  men 
in  custody  were  innocent  and  to  proTo  an 
alibi.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  great  inoonre- 
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nienoe  to  the  poor  orofters  who  had  not 
a  shilling  in  the  world,  to  be  removed 
from  Stornaway  to  other  parts,  and  not 
only  was  that  unjust  in  itself,  but  it  was 
unjust  in  enabling  the  Government  to 
keep  away  witnesses  for  the  defence. 
As  to  the  sentences  passed  upon  these 
poor  people,  very  few  Scotch  Members, 
he  thought,  would  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  they 
were  verv  light.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  that  a  sen- 
tence of  nine  months'  imprisonment  on 
a  poor  woman  for  simply  having  thrown 
a  clod  at  a  policeman  was  a  light  sen- 
tence, his  view  and  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  differed. 
Then  with  regard  to  rents  in  the  High- 
lands. No  doubt,  they  had  been  lowered, 
and  very  properly  so ;  but  did  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  know  of 
any  reduction — except  in  the  single  case 
of  the  Duke  of  Sutherland — having  been 
given  before  the  year  1 886.  There  were 
many  oases  in  which  reductions  had  been 
given  upon  large  farms,  but  no  reduc- 
tions had  been  given  to  the  crofters 
until  the  Orofters'  Commission  got 
settled  down  to  its  work.  If  there  were 
no  Orofters'  Commission,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  crofters  would  have 
obtained  any  reduction  in  their  rents. 
Everybody  knew. that  the  crisis  in  the 
farming  industry  occurred  long  before 
1887,  when  the  Orofters'  Commission 
began  to  sit.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  Lady  Mathe- 
son  as  a  brave  woman  for  continuing  to 
live  in  Lewis,  but  he  (Dr.  E.  Macdonald) 
would  put  it  to  any  hon.  Member 
whether  that  statement  was  correct  and 
whether  it  could  be'  called  a  sign  of 
bravery  on  the  part  of  any  one  to  con- 
tinue to  reside  on  the  Island.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told  them 
that  the  Government  had  done  ail  that 
they  could  in  this  matter,  and  if  that 
were  the  case  then  their  ''  all "  was  very 
little  indeed,  and  this  or  any  other  Go- 
vernment would  have  to  do  a  great  deal 
more  than  had  yet  been  done  to  satisfy 
or  allay  the  agitation  in  the  Ilighlands. 
Before  he  left  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  speech  he  must  just  re- 
mark, with  regard  to  the  sentences 
which  had  been  obtained  against  the 
prisoners,  that  if  the  jury  had  known 
what  the  sentence  was  to  have  been  it 
would  have  influenced  them  very  much 
in  finding  a  verdict.  Even  the  jurors  had 


their  hearts  touched  when  they  found 
that  the  sentences  were  not  such  as  they 
expected.  The  Crofter  Members  did 
not  contend  that  there  were  not  too 
many  people  in  Lewis ;  but  while  ad- 
mitting that  the  place  was  over-popu- 
lated, they  pointed  out  that  three-^ 
fourths  of  the  land  was  under  deer 
forests  and  sheep  farms,  and  only  one- 
fourth  was  in  the  hands  of  the  people, 
and  they  asked  that  the  Gt)vernment 
should  give  them  that  three-fourths,  or 
as  much  as  the  people  could  make  use 
of.  When  education  was  more  ad- 
vanced than  it  is  now  in  the  Highland  s, 
the  Government  would  find  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  emigrate  the  young 
men  and  women,  but  that  they  would 
emigrate  themselves  very  quickly.  With 
respect  to  the  Duke  of  Sutherland's 
improvements,  he  would  point  out  that 
in  no  case  had  any  of  the  improved 
land  been  allotted  to  a  crofter.  They 
had  all  been  offered  to  large  farmers ; 
but  if  the  Duke  of  Sutherland  would  try 
the  experiment  of  offering  them  to  the 
crofters  he  would  not  be  very  likely  to 
try  unsuccessfully.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sutherland  (Mr.  A.  Sutherland)  had 
said  that  it  was  not  very  nice  for  them 
as  Highlanders  to  talk  about  the  poverty 
of  the  Highlands,  and  that  was  very 
true ;  but,  after  all,  that  was  the  only 
way  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
world.  The  Eeport  on  Lewis  gave 
a  number  of  incidents  showing  the 
poverty  of  the  inhabitants.  It  stated  in 
one  case,  that  of  Kenneth  M*Kenzie, 
that  he  had  no  potatoes ;  that  he  had 
got  destitution  meal;  that  he  had  two 
beds  badly  equipped  for  nine  people  to 
sleep  in ;  that  a  son  of  17  and  a  son  of 
10  had  to  sleep  with  two  daughters  of  21 
and  14,  or  else  sleep  with  their  parents, 
as  there  was  no  other  way  of  doing  it. 
Many  other  cases  of  this  kind  were  quoted. 
It  was  a  well  known  fact  that  there  were 
formerly  37  crofting  villages  in  what  was 
now  the(Park)deer  forest,  averagingfrom 
two  or  six  families  up  to  20.  Those  villages 
had  disappeared  and  the  inhabitants 
had  not  gone  abroad,  but  were  crowded 
amongst  the  other  people.  The  land- 
lords did  not  come  out  of  this  matter 
very  well.  With  reference  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Lewis,  all  the 
medical  authorities,  with  one  exception, 
agreed  in  saying  that  the  state  of  things 
was  very  serious  there.  As  to  the 
Crofters'  Commission,  it  was  sometimes 
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said  tbat  they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
what  had  been  done  in  the  Highlands, 
and  with  the  Courts  which  had  been 
established;  but,  although  rents  had 
been  in  many  instances  reduced,  the 
crofters  had  been  ordered  to  pay  very 
large  percentages  of  the  arrears.  It 
had  been  held  out  to  them  that  they 
would  get  more  land.  He  did  not  know 
whether  hon.  Members  in  all  parts  of 
the  House  were  aware  of  the  fact,  but 
the  Crofter  Members  were.  However, 
although  it  was  understood  that  the 
crofters  were  to  have  more  land,  already 
the  Croftors'  Commission  had  dealt 
with  1,500  odd  crofters,  but  in  no  single 
instance  had  they  given  an  inch  more 
of  land.  Hon.  Members  had  thought 
that  the  Government  of  the  day  had  been 
giving  them  somethingi  when  in  reality 
they  were  giving  them  nothing  at  all. 
The  crofters,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  had 
not  been  treated  as  favourably  as  the 
tenants  on  the  largo  farms,  because, 
whereas  the  former  had  only  received 
reductions  to  the  extent  of  38  per  cent, 
the  large  farmers  had  received  reductions 
ranging  from  37  to  57  per  cent,  and  this 
notwithstanding  that  the  crofters  ought 
to  have  the  benefit  of  all  their  improve- 
ments. How  could  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  think  that  they  were 
going  to  have  peace  in  the  Highlands  if 
this  was  the  sort  of  justice  that  was  to 
be  meted  out  to  the  people  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  crofters  would  be  want- 
ing in  that  manliness  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
if  they  put  up  with  such  a  thing,  and  it 
was  for  the  Government  to  see  that 
BomethiDg  was  done  for  them.  The 
crofters  were  quite  willing  to  go  to 
prison  rather  than  to  put  up  with  the 
existing  state  of  things.  Therefore  it 
was  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  do  something.  Though  he  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  up 
to  to-night  he  had  had  very  great  expec- 
tations of  the  Tory  Government.  His 
hopes  were  in  a  fair  way  to  be  dis- 
appointed, however ;  still  he  must  ex- 
press a  hope  that  something  better 
would  be  done  than  emigration. 

Mn.  MAODONALD  CAMEEON 
(Wick,  &c.)  said,  he  had  been  very  much 
amused  to  hear  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  deliver  such 
an  interesting  speech  and  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  look  at  this  matter  in  the  cahuest 
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manner.  He  thought  that  this  appeal  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
evidence  that  he  was  somewhat  afraid  of 
the  result  of  the  present  condition  of 
things  being  allowed  to  continue.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  those  Members  who  repre- 
sented Highland  constituencies  as  agi- 
tators, and  said  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  giving  advice  to  the  people  in  those 
constituencies  which  they  dared  not  get 
up  and  report  in  that  House.  But  he 
(Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron)  had  sat  in  that 
House  for  two  years,  and  he  had  never 
heard  from  them  anything  that  could 
be  considered  as  advice  to  the  people  [to 
indulge  in  lawlessness ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  wonder  to  him  that  they  should 
have  accepted  for  so  long  as  they  had  the 
condition  of  things.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men referred  to  were  agitators  in  this 
sense — that  they  were  doing  aU  they 
could  to  get  the  wrongs  of  the  people 
righted  by  what  they  believed  to  be 
Constitutional  agitation  ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  perfectly  undeniable  that  such 
wrongs  did  exist.  If  the  Government 
did  not  listen  to  the  Constitutional  agita- 
tion which  they  were  engaged  in,  how, 
he  asked,  could  they  possibly  preserre 
law  and  order  in  the  country,  oecause 
otherwise  the  people  would  be  driyen  to 
do  what  all  deplored  ?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  no  one 
would  get  up  and  repudiate  those  acts. 
He  (Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron)  re- 
pudiated those  acts.  He  was  exceed- 
ingly sorry  that  the  people  had  com- 
mitted such  acts;  but  it  was  not  the 
people  who  were  to  blame ;  it  was  those 
who  refused  to  right  the  wrongs  of  these 
people,  and  in  saying  that  he  spoke  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  If  the  present  attitude 
towards  these  people  was  maintained,  the 
present  agitation  would  probably  spread 
and  there  was  no  saying  what  the  result 
might  be.  Beference  had  been  made  to 
the  Keport  recently  presented  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  m  Lewis.  It  was 
impressed  on  the  House  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  by  hon.  Members 
for  Scotland  generally,  that  it  was  of 
great  moment  and  necessity  that  the 
cottars  should  be  possessed  of  some 
land,  and  the  result  was  that,  not  haying 
got  that  land,  they  were  in  great  destiti^ 
tion  through  the  failure  of  fishing  and 
the  change  in  economic  conditions.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  GentlMnoa  had 
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referred  to  tbe  experiments  made  by 
his  Orace  the  Duke  of  Sutherland ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that,  in  the  first  place, 
the  land  selected  was  at  too  high  an 
altitude  to  allow  com  to  ripen  upon  it. 
He  had  heard  that  his  Grace  was  badly 
advised  in  this  matter.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  had  referred  to 
Mr.  Kenneth  Murray  as  one  of  the  most 
intelligent  and  enterprizing  men  in  the 
county  of  Eoss,  who  had  the  confidence  of 
the  noble  Duke  and  advised  him  to  make 
those  experiments,  which  were  made  at 
his  Grace's  expense.  But  it  was  found 
that  a  great  mistake  had  been  com- 
mitted, no  matter  how  practical  a  man 
Mr.  Murray  was.  He  gave  the  noble 
Duke  every  credit  for  desiring  to  do  the 
best  he  could  for  his  people ;  but  this 
mistake  had  been  made,  and  starvation 
having  almost  overtaken  them,  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  they  would  appre- 
ciate his  Grace's  action  to  the  extent 
they  would  otherwise  have  done.  If  his 
Grace,  instead  of  spending  this  large  sum 

Ser  acre,  had  placed  on  the  land  the 
escendents  of  the  people  evicted  some 
eiehty  years    ago,  he  would  have  got 
a  large  number  of  men  to  go  there;  the 
land  would  have  been  brought  into  cul- 
tivation  at  no  expense  to  his  Grace, 
and    besides,    he  would    be    at    that 
moment    one   of  the  most  highly  re- 
spected landlords  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland.    The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said    tbe  young    men 
would  be  much  better  off  if  they  would 
only  leave  the  land  and  go  elsewhere ; 
but  he  looked  at  it  in  quite  a  different 
light,  and  he  considered  that  the  refer- 
ence of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  a  most  unfortunate  one.    He 
looked  on  the  instance  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  evidence 
of  the  great  physical  and  mental  power 
which  the  Scotch  people  possessed,  and 
which,  if  it  were  well  treated  on  the  soil, 
would    develop    the    country.      Why 
should  they  send   the  best  blood  and 
sinew  of  the  country  to  America  and 
other  countries  ?    He  said  that  the  large 
cities  of  the  country  would  become  effete, 
disintegrate,   and  run  to   seed,  so    to 
speak,    unless    there    was    an    influx 
of    a  healthy  element  from  the  rural 
districts.     He   held  in  his  hand  some 
cuttings  from    a  Northern   newspaper 
relating     to    the    reductions   made    to 
the    crofters     since    they    had     been 
engaged   in   this   particular  business. 


The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  that  re- 
ductions of  rents  meant  nothing,  and 
that  they  had  been  reduced  in  accord- 
ance with  what  was  obtaining^  elsewhere ; 
but  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Boss  and  Oromarty  (Dr.  E.  Maedonald) 
had  pointed  out,  they  would  not  have 
been  reduced  were  it  not  for  Lord 
Napier's  wishes,  and  for  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1 886.  He  said  it  was  begging 
the  question  to  bring  forward  such 
a  miserable  case  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  adduced.  There 
were  two  estates  mentioned  in  the  Paper 
before  him,  one  of  Lord  Maedonald  and 
the  other  of  Oolonel  Frazer;  on  the 
first  of  these  there  were  seven  or  eight 
townships,  and  the  reductions  had  been 
about  60  per  cent;  but  what  struck  him 
forcibly  was  the  great  number  of  widows 
on  these  estates,  and  the  high  rents 
these  poor  women  had  been  paying  for 
many  years  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  There  were  no  less  than  35  on 
the  Maedonald  estate,  and  their  rents 
had  been  reduced  by  30  and  35,  and,  in 
one  or  two  cases,  by  40  per  cent.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  try  to  get  the 
landlords  to  disgorge  the  money  they 
had  improperly  exacted  for  some  con- 
siderable time  back  from  these  poor 
women.  In  connection  with  the  fact 
that  landlords  had  been  forced  to  reduce 
the  rents,  he  might  mention  the  case  of 
a  landlord  who  had  not  been  so  forced, 
but  who,  knowing  that  it  was  better  to 
deal  sympathetically  with  his  tenantry, 
called  them  together,  and  told  them  to 
value  the  land  for  themselves.  This  was 
Mr.  Maedonald,  of  Skaebost,in  Skye,  and 
the  result  was  that  a  committee  was 
established  for  the  purpose,  the  land  was 
valued,  and  in  most  instances  he  got  a 
fair  rent,  and  in  several  others  it  was 
agreed  that  he  should  be  paid  more 
than  he  considered  the  land  was  worth. 
Let  hon.  Members  contrast  that  with 
some  of  the  neighbouring  estates,  and 
also  with  the  case  of  Mr.  Sutherland, 
of  Skibo,  who  refused  to  accept  the  rents 
which  were  fixed  by  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission. He  had  not  that  pessimistic 
view  of  the  working  of  the  Gn>fters'  Act 
which  was  entertained  by  some  hon. 
Members.  He  believed  it  was  a  great 
gain.  It  had  admitted  for  the  first  time 
in  Scotch  legislation  that  the  landlord 
could  not  do  exactly  what  he  liked  with 
his  land,  especially  if  in  doing  so  he 
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acted  against  the  well-beiDg  of  the  com- 
munity. He  was  afraid  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  been  basing  their 
arguments  on  the  principle  that  if  a  man 
possessed  property  it  did  not  matter  whe- 
ther he  managed  it  in  a  manner  in- 
jurious to  the  community  or  not.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  had  not 
promised  greater  amelioration  for  the 
crofters  than  he  had  done  in  the  speech 
they  had  heard  that  evening.  With 
regard  to  the  sentences  which  had  been 
passed  lately  on  the  poor  crofters,  and 
which  it  was  said  were  not  cumulative, 
it  was  monstrous  that  a  man  should  get 
15  months'  imprisonment,  and  women 
nine  and  1 2  months,  for  being  present 
at  what  was  practically  nothing  more 
than  a  moderate  attempt  to  advertize 
their  grievances.  Let  hon.  Members 
contrast  those  sentences  with  what  oc- 
curred in  Scotland  a  few  years  ago, 
when  the  Oity  of  Glasgow  Bank  direc- 
tors were  arraigned  before  the  chief 
tribunal  of  the  country  for  having  de- 
frauded widows  and  orphans,  and  re- 
duced them  to  pover^.  Those  men  got 
off  with  a  few  months'  imprisonment, 
and  he  was  reading  the  other  day,  in 
The  Pall  Mall  OazetU^  the  account  of  a 
man  who  came  home  one  evening  drunk 
and  trampled  on  his  wife,  and  crushed 
her  almost  to  death,  and  who,  when 
brought  before  a  London  magistrate  for 
the  offence,  got  off  simply  because  he 
was  the  wife's  husband.  With  regard  to 
the  estate  of  Lady  Matheson,  he  knew 
Lady  Matheson  to  be  a  most  worthy 
woman ;  but  in  the  midst  of  this  agita- 
tion she  was  perfectly  helpless ;  she  was 
surrounded  by  the  same  sort  of  advisers 
who  had  surrounded  proprietors  in  the 
Highlands  from  time  immemorial.  He 
exceedingly  regretted  to  read  some  little 
time  ago  that  a  deputation  had  waited 
on  her  Ladyship,  asking  for  a  greater 
amount  of  land  for  the  crofters,  and,  in 
some  instances,  for  a  reduction  of  rental. 
To  this  deputation  her  Ladyship  re- 
plied— *  *  I  cannot  give  you  what  you  want 
when  you  cannot  pay  the  rent  of  the  small 
piece  of  land  you  have  got."  When  the 
Crofters'  Bill  was  passing  through  Com- 
mittee in  that  House  it  was  repeatedly 
stated  and  urged  on  the  Government 
that  these  people  could  get  a  very  good 
living  if  they  had  more  land;  and  it 
was  distinctly  stated,  in  reply  to  Lady 
Matheson,  that  the  crofters  could  not 

Mr.  Maedonald  Cameron 


pay  their  rents  on  their  small  holdings 
because  they  were  not  large  enough 
to  occupy  the  whole  of  their  labour- 
ing time,   and    so  yield  sufficient  for 
their  subsistence.   Her  Ladyship  said — 
''  If  you  are  not  able  to  maintain  your- 
selves at  home,  you  should  go  to  foreign 
lands    and   make   provision  for  your- 
selves."    But  that,  he  (Mr.  Maedonald 
Cameron)  said,  was  just  what  the  High- 
lander would  not  do.  He  was  now  reading 
the  Penny  Press ;  and,  if  hon.  Members 
liked  the  term,  the  Constitutional  agita- 
tion' was  going  on  among  the  High- 
landers, and  they  did  not  regard  the 
alternative  offered  them  as  the  solution 
of  the  difficulty.    There  was  another 
point  he  would  mention  in  connection 
with  this  subject.    These   people   be- 
lieved— whether  rightly  or  wrongly — 
that  they,  as  descendants  of  the  head 
and  progenitors  of  the  Clan,  had  a  right 
to  the  Clan  lands.  That  belief  governed 
them;   it  would  continue  the  present 
agitation;  and  the  Government  might 
send  their  troopships  with  soldiers  and 
police,  but  they  would  never  drive  the 
Highlanders  into  believing  the  contrary. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  existing  destitution  was  due  to  the 
failure  of  fishing.     He  did  not  mesui  by 
that  that  they  did  not  catch  as  many 
fish  as  in  times  past ;  in  fact,  they  caught 
a  great  deal  more ;  but  there  were  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  their  obtaining  a 
market  for  it.     A  few  years  ago  a  large 
number  of  the  Western  Highlanders  used 
to  hire  themselves  to  the  fish  eurera  at 
a  large  and  handsome  wage,  pluM  a  cer- 
tain sum  per   cran    for    the  herrings 
they  took ;    but  in  recent  years  there 
had  been  much  competition,   not  only 
among  the  fish  |curers  themselves,  but 
several  Continental  ports  that  were  pre- 
viously open  to  the  British  fisherman 
were  now  closed,  so  that  the  Northern 
curers  were  not  able  to  give  so  large  a 
bounty  as  formerly.      The  result  was 
that  those  Lewis  men  who  went  to  the 
East  for  a  few   months'    fishing  had 
practically  come  back  empty  handed, 
whereas  previously  they  earned  sufficient 
money  in  six  weeks  or  two  months  to 
enable   them  to    carry    their    families 
through  with  comfort  for  the  better  part 
of  the  year.     He  was  sorry  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  had  not  seen  his 
way,   by    timely    assistance,    to    allay 
the  agitation  among  these  poor  people. 
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The  Ooyemment  had  power  under  the 
Uroften'  Act  to  utiUze  £20,000  lor  the 
purpose  of  assisting  these  fishermen  on 
the  North  and  West  Ooast;  and  one 
thing  had  struck  him  in  connection  with 
this  subject — namelj,  that  not  a  single 
shilling  had  been  advanced  to  the  people 
for  whom  that  House  had  authorized 
the  money  to  be  emplojed.  They  had 
made  terms  which  those  men  could  not 
possibly  accept;  and  in  that  way  the 
most  important  part  of  the  Act  had  be- 
come practically  a  dead  letter.  The 
Government  said  that  they  would  never 
listen  to  the  proposal  on  behalf  of  these 
men ;  but  there  was  a  power  more 
supreme  than  that  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governmentt  and  that  power  was  out- 
side the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
would  decide  in  this  matter.  The  Go- 
vernment had  created  a  precedent,  and 
they  could  not  go  back  upon  it ;  and  he 
said  that  it  would  cost  the  country  much 
less  to  spend  money  in  helping  the 
people  to  earn  an  honest  livelihood  on 
their  native  soil  than  in  sending  ships 
and  men  to  coerce  them  into  obedience 
to  iniquitous  laws  or  emigrating  them 
to  foreign  lands. 

Mb.  ASHEE  (Elgin,  &c.)  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  travel  over  the  wide  range 
of  subjects  which  had  been  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate,  for  if  all  speakers  were  to  do 
that  the  debate  on  the  Address  would 
be  indefinitely  prolonged.    No  subject 
at  the  present  time  occupied  more  of  the 
attention  and  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  than  the  state  of  matters  in 
the    Highlands.      They  were  now  in 
possession  of  an  official  Beport  from  the 
gentlemen  appointed  to  make  an  in- 
quiry, indicating,  that  although  up  to 
the  present  time  there  had  been  few,  or 
no  cases,  of  actual  starvation,  yet  that 
the  time  was  close  at  hand  when  the 
people  in  some  parts  of  the  West  Ooast 
of  Scotland  would  be  undergoing  all  the 
privations  of  absolute  starvation.    That 
was  a  state  of  matters  requiring  the 
immediate  attention  of  the  Government; 
and  with  that  information  before  the  Go- 
vernment, it  appeared  to  him  that,  in  the 
absence  of  any  adequate  explanation,  it 
was  expedient  that  this  House  should  ex- 
press its  sense  of  the  propriety  of  that 
matter  being  noticed  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.    As  to  the  causes  of  that 
state  of  matters,   he  had  little  doubt 
that  the   more  immediate  cause   was 


the  great  adversity  in  the  fishing  in- 
dustry ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  that  was  not  a  temporary  cause 
or  one  that  would  pass  away  in  a  limited 
time.  It  was  due  to  a  change  which 
had  been  brought  about  in  the  method 
of  prosecuting  the  industry.  Formerly 
the  fish-curers  employed  boats'  crews  at 
specified  rates,  the  curers  taking  the 
risks  of  the  results  of  the  fishing  for  the 
season.  But  that  system  was  found 
to  be  disastrous  for  the  fish- curers, 
and  the  new  method  had  been  adopted 
of  letting  the  men  work  for  them- 
selves,  and  sell  the  fish  to  the  curers 
daily  at  the  market  rates.  In  this  way 
men  from  the  West  Ooast  who  had 
hitherto  found  employment  on  the  East 
Coast  at  fixed  rates  had  to  take  their 
chance  of  the  results,  whether  profitable 
or  not.  In  bad  years  like  the  present 
they  would  make  little  or  nothing.  That 
being  so,  it  became  all  the  more  im- 
portant to  consider  the  other  schemes  for 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
crofters.  But  before  coming  to  that, 
he  would  refer  to  a  matter  in  connection 
with  which  the  Lord  Advocate  had  ap- 
pealed to  him  (Mr.  Asher) — namely, 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Law.  Now,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  he  regretted  sincerely 
that  the  agitation  or  the  movement 
connected  with  the  crofters  should 
to  any  extent  whatever  be  sullied  by 
anything  in  the  nature  of  crime.  He 
thought  it  most  desirable,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  crofters,  that  they 
should  keep  in  all  respects  within  the 
strict  limits  of  the  law.  At  the  present 
moment  they  enjoyed  a  very  large  mea- 
sure of  the  sympathy  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and,  for  his  part,  he  believed 
that  that  sympathy  would  remain  with 
them,  and  that  they  would  have  the  best 
efforts  of  the  Scottish  people  and  their 
Hepresentatives  to  secure  every  right  and 
legitimate  demand ;  and  the  only  ground 
on  which  he  would  conceive  that  they 
would  forfeit  that  sympathy  and  support 
was  if  they  so  far  forgot  themselves  as  to 
give  way  to  a  system  of  criminality.  But 
when  he  came  to  the  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate dealing  with  the  Ctovemment 
proposals  of  amelioration,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  there  were  vital  prin- 
ciples distinguishing  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  views  from  the 
views  entertained  on  that  aide  of  the 
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House.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  appeared  to  place  as  the  first 
and  most  efiPective  ameliorative  method, 
the  emigration  of  the  people ;  then, 
secondly,  that  there  should  be  some 
aid  ^ven  to  the  fishing  industry; 
and  m  the  third  place— if,  indeed,  it 
was  recognized  at  all — some  alteration 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  with  regard 
to  the  occupation  of  the  land.  Now, 
on  that  head,  he  (Mr.  Asher)  humbly 
took  a  different  view.  He  would  class 
the  various  means  in  precisely  the  in- 
verse order  from  that  in  which  they  were 
stated  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
most  natural  quarter  in  which  to  look 
for  the  amelioration  of  the  crofters' 
condition  was  a  further  possession  of  the 
land  in  the  district  where  he  lived.  He 
did  not  suggest  that  there  should  be 
anything  in  the  nature  of  spoliation,  or 
taking  the  land  without  due  compen- 
sation ;  but  he  thought  there  should  be 
made  available  to  the  people  of  a  district 
all  the  land  in  their  neighbourhood 
susceptible  of  profitable  use  for  culti- 
vation or  pasture,  they,  of  course, 
obtaining  possession  on  fair  and  reason- 
able terms  as  between  them  and  the 
owner.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend — and  it  was  greatly  to  be  re- 
gretted— seemed  to  depreciate  very  much 
the  efficacv  of  the  Crofters'  Act,  and  to 
look  back  with  satisfaction  upon  the 
predictions  made  to  that  effect  when  the 
Bill  was  passing  through  the  House. 
But  now  that  the  Act  was  in  operation 
and  being  carried  out  by  a  Hoyal  Com- 
mission, he  (Mr.  Asher)  thought  it  would 
have  been  more  conducive  to  the  benefit 
of  the  Highlands  if  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  spoken  of  the  Act 
as  a  measure  which  was  to  be  carried 
out  so  as  to  give  all  the  benefits  which 
could  possibly  be  conferred  upon  the 
people  within  the  limits  of  its  pro- 
visions. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  did 
not  suggest  anything  to  the  contrary. 
What  I  said,  and  still  maintain,  was 
that  the  Act  was  not  efficacious  for  the 
purpose  it  was  intended  by  its  pro- 
moters. 

Mn.  A8HEB  said,  ho  quite  under- 
stood what  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant,  and  regretted  his  depre- 
ciatory remarks.  He  admitted  the  Act 
might  be  in  many  respects  defective  and 
incomplete.      There  was  no  doubt  it 

Mr.  A9her 


embodied  a  new  principle.  Tliat  was 
conceded  at  the  time.  It  was  to  a  laige 
extent  tentative,  and  was  guarded  and 
restricted  so  as  to  let  the  principle  be 
tried  without  being  unduly  extended. 
But  if  it  had  been  inefficacious  to  pro- 
duce the  results  intended,  he  ahonld 
have  listened  with  more  satisfaction  if 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
told  the  House  in  what  respect  it  had 
been  found  inefficacious,  and  what  was 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  remedying 
its  defects.  They  had  been  told  that 
under  the  Act  there  had  been  no  exten- 
sion of  the  crofters'  holdings.  If  that 
were  so,  undoubtedly  the  Act  had  not 
fulfilled  one  of  the  primary  purposes 
which  its  promoters  intended.  The 
three  leading  ideas  on  which  the  Act 
was  passed  were,  first,  the  reduction  of 
the  rent  to  a  point  which  indicated  a  fair 
rent;  second,  the  extension  of  the  area 
of  the  crofters'  holdings ;  and,  thirdly, 
the  development  of  the  fishing  industiy 
by  means  of  loans  to  fishermen  for  the 
purpose  of  prosecuting  their  industiy. 
With  regard  to  the  first,  he  was 
disposed  to  think  the  Act  had  fairly 
fulfilled  its  purpose,  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  thero  hod  been 
large  reductions  of  rent.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  the  re- 
ductions which  the  Act  had  brought 
about  had  not  been  larger  than  were 
voluntarily  given  by  landlords  in  other 
parts  of  Scotland.  He  believed  that  in 
many  parts  of  Scotland  landlords  had 
given  large  and  liberal  reductions ;  bat 
he  was  afraid  that  had  not  been  uni- 
versal. But  when  one  remembered, 
what  must  not  be  overlooked,  that  the 
crofters  and  their  predecessors  were  tiie 
persons  who  had,  to  a  very  large  extent, 
created  the  value  of  their  holdings,  he 
was  inclined  to  think  there  would  not 
have  been  such  reductions  as  had  been 
granted  without  the  agency  of  the 
Crofters'  Act.  As  to  rents,  he  thought 
all  the  evidence  justified  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  showed  its  success.  But 
in  regard  to  the  extension  of  the  hold- 
ings, if  it  were  the  case  that  up  to  the 
present  there  had  been  no  extension  of 
the  crofters'  holdings  under  the  Act, 
then,  in  his  humble  opinion,  the  Act  had 
failed  in  that  department.  He  should 
have  liked  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  what  had 
been  the  experience  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  in  that  respect    If  the  Act  had 
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been  inoperative,  wae  it  dae  to  any  nndne 
stringency  in  the  Act,  or  to  wliat  other 
cause  ?  He  was  aware  that  there  were 
certain  provisions  in  the  Act  regarding 
deer  forests  which  he  did  not  think  were 
introduced  by  the  Party  to  which  he  be- 
longed. He  had  never  said,  neither  did 
he  hold  the  opinion,  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  complete  annihilation  of  deer  forests 
in  Scotland.  He  believed  there  were 
portions  of  Scotland  which  could  be  de- 
voted to  no  more  useful  purpose  than 
deer  forests ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
contended  that  all  those  parts  of  the 
mountainous  districts  which  could  be 
profitably  applied  to  the  purpose  of  cul- 
tivation or  pasture  ought  to  be  dedicated 
to  these  purposes,  in  preference  to  deer 
forests,  where  they  had  a  teeming  popu- 
lation which  could  not  find  sustenance 
in  any  other  way.  If  the  Orof  ters'  Act 
had  failed  to  affect  deer  forests  to  the 
extent  of  giving  the  people  the  possession, 
on  fair  terms,  of  those  portions  of  land 
at  present  under  deer,  which  were  sus- 
ceptible of  profitable  cultivation  or 
pasture,  then,  in  his  opinion,  the  Act 
bad  failed  in  its  purpose,  and  the  sooner 
it  was  amended  the  better.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  fishing  industry,  he  was 

glad  to  hear  that  arrangements  had 
een  made  to  facilitate  loans  being 
f  ranted  to  fishermen  under  the  Act. 
rom  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
in  1886  to  the  present,  there  had,  as  far 
as  he  knew,  been  no  loan  effected  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  fishermen  to 
procure  boats  and  other  implements  for 
fishing.  But  he  did  not  care  to  criticize 
the  past  if  they  were  to  have  things  put 
right  in  the  future  ;  and  he  received 
with  great  satisfaction  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate, mat  arrangements  had  at  last  been 
made  which,  he  hoped,  might  result  in 
the  fishermen  being  able  to  take  advan- 
tage of  these  provisions,  and  obtain  the 
means  of  prosecuting  the  fishing  indus- 
try, in  which  he  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  to  be  found 
one  of  the  most  important  channels  for 
improving  the  unfortunate  condition  of 
the  people  of  the  West  Coast.  With 
regard  to  emigration,  he  would  put  that 
in  the  third  rank,  though  he  by  no  means 
left  it  out  of  view  as  a  means  of  allevia- 
ting the  condition  of  the  people.  The 
rig^ht  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
was  aware  that  there  had  been  rumours 
in   Scotland   for  some   time  that   the 


Government  were  about  to  propose  a 
scheme  having  for  its  object  the  pro- 
viding of  facilities  for  those  crofters 
to  emigrate  who  were  disposed  to  do 
so.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
idea  that  such  a  scheme  was  con- 
templated had  taken  possession  of  the 
public  mind  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
it  had  been  spoken  of  in  official  utter- 
ances as  under  cousideration ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  a  most  ap- 
propriate time  for  Her  Majesty  to  have 
intimated  to  the  people  of  Scotland  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  what  was 
the  result  at  which  the  Government  had 
arrived.  He  quite  believed  that  many 
parts  of  the  Highlands  and  North- West 
of  Scotland  were  of  such  a  character  that 
they  should  have  at  frequent  intervals 
overcrowding  of  the  population,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  emigration, 
which  had  been  a  common  practice  all 
along  amongst  Scotsmen,  would  be  a 
most  wholesome  principle  to  introduce 
there.  At  the  same  time,  it  was  im- 
possible to  ignore  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  very  great  disinclination  amongst 
the  people  to  go  away.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  whilst  he  regretted  it,  that  it 
excited  his  sympathy.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  it  was  largely  due  to  this. 
Distinguishing  these  people  from  Scots- 
men on  the  mainlana,  they  were  less 
intelligent,  less  well-educated,  more 
grouped  together  in  small  communities, 
and,  above  all,  they  were  much  poorer ; 
and  those  small  groups  of  people  have 
positively  only  one  possession  in  the 
world  and  that  was  the  sympathy  and 
charity  of  the  neighbours  amongst 
whom  they  lived.  It  was  impossible  to 
read  the  Eeport  of  Sheriff  Eraser  and 
Mr.  M*Neill  without  being  struck  by  the 
extraordinary  extent  to  which  the  poor 
in  that  locality  helped  those  who  were 
a  little  poorer ;  and  it  was  perfectly  in- 
telligible that  those  poordestitute  people 
should  have  some  comfort  in  the  thought 
that  at  the  last  extremity  they  would 
always  have  a  share  of  the  little  belong- 
ing to  a  neighbour,  however  poor,  and 
so  feel  unwilling  to  renounce  that,  their 
last  possession,  and  go  abroad  amongst 
strangers  upon  whom  they  would  have 
no  claim.  He  sympathized  with  the 
feeling  which  found  its  origin  in  that 
source ;  but  he  deeply  regretted  it.  He 
thought  it  would  be  very  much  better 
for  the  people  in  the  West  of  Scot- 
land themselves,  and  for  the  country, 
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if  they  ooald  only  become  imbued  with 
the  same  spirit  of  enterprise  which  had 
sent  Scotsmen  from  other  parts  of  Scot- 
land into  the  Colonies  and  elsewhere 
abroad.  But  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
result  would  be  accomplished  by  adopt- 
ing the  policy  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  liord  Advocate,  of  putting 
emigration  in  the  front  and  foreground 
as  the  first  remedial  step  for  the  present 
condition  of  the  Highlands.  It  could 
only  be  efficaciously  and  practically 
adopted  when  all  those  portions  of  the 
land  which  the  people  could  occupy 
with  advantage  had  been  made  avail- 
able for  them.  When,  in  addition  to 
that,  they  had  the  fullest  facilities 
afiPorded  them  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  fishing  industry  at  home,  then,  and 
after  that  only,  would  it  become  ex- 
pedient to  press  the  emigration  theory. 
While  appreciating  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  ford  Advocate  said 
as  to  the  fishing  industry,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  heard  something 
on  the  subject  of  railway  rates,  be- 
cause, considering  the  situation  of  the 
locality  in  question  and  the  diffi- 
culty of  carrying  the  produce  of  the 
fishing  to  an  available  market,  he  was 
afraid  until  they  had  some  legislation  in 
the  direction  of  making  the  railway  rates 
for  the  carriage  of  fish  very  much  lower 
than  at  present,  they  never  could  get  the 
full  benefit  conferred  upon  those  people 
of  the  fishing  industry  even  by  tne  in- 
strumentality of  those  advances  which  it 
was  proposed  should  be  made  by  the 
Government.  On  the  grounds  he  had 
stated,  it  humbly  appeared  to  him  that 
this  Amendment  ought  to  be  adopted, 
and  accordingly  it  was  his  intention  to 
support  his  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  said,  that  notwithstanding 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  gone  over  almost 
all  the  ground  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject, he  thought  his  speech  most  unsatis- 
factory, because  in  substance  he  had 
really  left  the  question  just  where  it  was 
when  he  began.  The  Government  he 
said  had  only  one  thing  to  propose,  and 
that  was  the  encouragement  of  volun- 
tary emigration.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  tell  them  by 
what  means  the  Government  intended 
to  do  this,  but  he  limited  himself  to 
voluntary  emigration,  and  having  done 
so  he  had  not  moved  the  question  one 
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step  onwards.  He  did  not  think  the 
Government  could  leave  this  question 
where  it  was.  It  appeared  to  nim  im- 
possible that  they  could  decline  to  take 
some  steps  to  deal  with  the  condition  of 
the  people  in  Lewis,  where  a  state  of 
things  existed  which  they  would  be 
compelled  to  deal  with.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  a 
Member  of  that  House  had  spoken  in  a 
somewhat  derogatory  manner  of  the  late 
Sir  James  Matheson,  and  he  believed 
those  remarks  referred  to  himself.  He 
could  assure  him  that  the  report  of  his  ( Mr. 
Provand's)  remarks  was  most  inaccurate. 
He  accepted  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  own  description  of  Sir  James 
Matheson  when  he  said  he  was  a  busi- 
ness man.  His  whole  connection  with 
Lewis  was  of  a  business  kind  ;  he  had 
paid  £200,001)  for  the  Island,  and  he 
bought  it  on  terms  that  would  give 
5  per  cent  for  his  money ;  he  also 
bought  with  it  the  right  to  sit  in  that 
House,  which  he  (Mr.  Provand)  believed 
in  1844  carried  with  it  a  certain  mone- 
tarv  value.  He  thought  all  the  rents 
collected  in  that  Island  since  the  late 
Sir  James  Matheson  bought  it,  with  the 
exception  of  a  small  amount,  had  been 
re- invested  in  various  enterprises  in  the 
Island,  and  no  one  regretted  more  than 
he  did  the  unfortunate  outcome  of  every 
venture  the  owner  had  put  his  money 
into  in  that  place.  He  did  not  in- 
tend to  travel  over  any  of  the  ground 
in  the  North  of  Scotland  which  was 
covered  by  the  Amendment  except 
Lewis,  because  it  was  there,  he  thought, 
the  Government  would  find  a  state  of 
things  which  they  would  be  compelled 
to  deal  with.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
possible  to  exaggerate  the  importance 
of  the  question  relating  to  Lewis. 
Within  the  borders  of  this  little  Island 
they  had  examples  of  every  kind  of  evil 
to  which  the  crofters  were  exposed. 
They  had  had  crofters  turned  out  for 
sheep,  and  they  had  had  sheep  turned 
out  for  deer;  they  had  squatting;  they 
had  general  poverty  and  sometimes 
destitution.  Besides  all  these  thev  had 
had  what  he  did  not  think  existed  in 
other  parts  of  the  Highlands ;  they  had 
over  population.  The  present  condition 
of  Lewis  was  really  that  of  impending 
famine,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
possible  for  the  leland  to  be  brought 
into  any  condition  in  which  the  inhabi- 
tants might  live  in  ordinary  comfort 
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unless  Parliament  intervened.  Legis- 
lation could  not  long  be  postponed  with 
safety.  The  present  state  of  the  Island 
was  not,  however,  withoat  precedents ; 
they  had  experienced  many  periods  of 
scarcity  and  some  periods  of  actual 
famine.  They  had  the  details  brought 
before  the  House  in  1851  in  the  Eeport 
of  Mr.  McNeill.  That  gentleman 
predicted  that  there  would  be  a  great 
fam.iDe.  His  prediction,  however,  was 
not  fulfilled;  still  it  was  possible  to 
account  for  the  fact  that  his  prophecy 
was  not  fulfilled ;  as  he  could  not  have 
foreseen  everything  that  had  taken  place 
since ;  indeed  it  was  only  during  a  few 
of  the  intervening  years  that  there 
had  been  at  all  good  times  in  the  Island. 
In  1883,  only  five  years  ago,  there  was 
great  scarcity,  and  about  £7,000  or 
£8,000  was  subscribed  in  Glasgow  and 
other  places  for  distribution  in  kind 
amongst  the  crofters.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  inhabitants  could  live  for  ever 
on  charity.  Everyone  would  like  to 
see  every  man  in  Lewis  able  to 
maintain  himself  from  the  time  he  be- 
came a  householder  until  he  passed 
away.  Everyone  would  like  to  see  him 
a  self-dependent  man  all  his  life.  If 
such  a  condition  was  good  for  anyone 
it  must  be  good  for  a  community,  but 
it  was  impossible  for  the  community  of 
Lie  wis  to  be  self-dependent  in  future 
unless  Parliament  took  up  the  work. 
He  had  received  a  Beport  within  the 
last  10  days  of  an  official  kind.  In 
that  Beport  it  was  said  that  about 
1,600  families,  that  was  about  9,000 
persons,  or  rather  more  than  a  third 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Island, 
would  require  to  be  relieved  with  food 
and  seed  potatoes,  and  also  with  clothing 
during  the  coming  spring  and  the  early 
summer  months.  Of  course,  good  fishing, 
— and  they  had  that  at  present  in  some 

gart  of  the  coast  of  Lewis— might 
ave  some  effect  on  that  estimate.  At 
the  same  time  it  was  clear  from  the 
official  Eeport  that  had  been  made,  and 
also  from  all  the  other  information  that 
came  from  Lewis,  that  they  were  at 
the  beginning  of  a  severe  economic  crisis 
amongst  the  inhabitants.  The  condi- 
tion, in  fact,  was  that  of  impending 
famine.  On  page  1  of  the  Beport  to 
-which  he  alluded,  and  which  had  just 
l>een  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
^r.  McNeill  said  that  from  his  inquiries 
wide-spread   destitution   amongst    the 


population  seemed  inevitable.  On  page  5 
Mr.  McNeill  said  that  on  all  sides  he 
found  evidence  of  the  deepest  poverty 
and  dejection,  and  following  that  he  re- 
marked— 

'*  In  short,  within  the  next  two  months,  so 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover,  the  bulk  of 
the  population  will  be  brouf^ht  face  to  face  with 
the  necessity  of  killing  cattle  and  sheep  to  sus- 
tain life,  while  those  who  have  no  stock  will 
have  to  appeal  to  the  Parochial  Board  or  to 
starve." 

He  had  mentioned  that  charitable  funds 
were  being  raised  in  difiPerent  places,  so 
that  there  was  no  positive  risk  of  actual 
starvation  amongst  the  people  until  the 
early  summer;   but  if  the  people  had 
to  depend    upon    the    parochial    rates 
starvation  would  certainly  ensue.     Mr. 
McNeill  stated  that  the  scale  on  which 
relief  was  allowed  was  altogether  in- 
adequate.    There  was  no  doubt  that 
was  correct,  because  he  (Mr.  Provand) 
found  that  in  one  case  4<.  a-month  was 
allowed  to  fill  nine  mouths.    It  was  true 
that  this  widow  and  children  had  some 
extraneous  support  from  neighbours  and 
others,  but  to  allow  her  only  4«.  a-month 
was  to  aggravate  the  conditions  under 
which  she  must  starve  to  death  unless 
she  was  assisted  in   some  other   way. 
There  was  more  than  that  to  be  said 
about  the  parochial  assistance.      The 
rates  were  at  the  present  time  very  much 
in  arrear ;  the  bank  account  had  been 
overdrawn,  and  the  effect  was  that  in 
Lewis  they  were  fast  approaching  a  state 
of  things  which  had  no  precedent  in  this 
country  since  1841  or  1842 ;  that  was  to 
say,  the  whole  of  the  rates  in  Lewis 
would  exceed  the  whole  amount  collected 
for  rent.    The  Island  was  very  nearly 
in  a  state  of  insolvency.    He  had  got  a 
Eetum  of  the  whole  stock  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  crofters,  and  according  to 
the  current  rates  that  stock  was  worth 
about  £40,000.    Against  that  £40,000 
and  a  few  shares  they  had  in  boats,  they 
owed  on  the  average  somewhere  about 
three  years'  rent,  about  £25,000  ;  they 
owed  rates  and  other  debts,  and  he  was 
certain  the  crofter  population  of  the 
Island  of  Lewis  was  at  this  moment  in- 
solvent.    With  respect  to  the  rents  he 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stated  the  case  quite  clearly. 
Perhaps  he  might   be  excused  if  he 
mentioned  how    far    the    rents    were 
behind.     The  rents  had  been  getting 
behind  for  years  past.    The  rent  which 
the  crofters  were  supposed  to  pay  was 
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about  £8,200  a-year.  In  1883  they 
only  paid  £6,300;  in  1884  they  paid 
less  than  £5,000 ;  in  1885  about  £5,000 ; 
in  1886,  £3,600 ;  and  last  year  they  paid 
less  than  £2,000  out  of  the  £8,200 ;  that 
was  to  say,  less  than  a  quarter  of  the 
rent  due.  He  understood  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
AdTOoate  to  say  that  they  had  paid 
no  rent,  or,  at  least,  wore  paying  no 
rent  at  present.  That  might  now  be 
correct,  but  some  of  the  rents  at  least 
were  paid  up  to  December.  The  total 
amount  of  rent  due  in  Lewis  was 
about  £27,000,  and  nearly  the  whole  of 
that  was  due  by  crofters.  After  this  state- 
ment of  the  case  no  one  would  question 
that  the  matter  demanded  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  that  there  was  ample 
justification  for  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  placing  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  The  con- 
dition of  Lewis  was  known  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  weeks  before 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  was  prepared, 
and  yet  there  was  not  a  single  word  of 
reference  to  the  condition  of  the  North 
of  Scotland  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Go- 
yernment  appeared  to  think  it  quite 
reasonable  to  devote  a  whole  paragraph 
to  the  information  that  a  Mission  had 
been  sent  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia,  a 
very  trumpery  matter  indeed  as  com- 
pared with  the  state  of  the  Northern 
parts  of  this  country.  There  might  be 
some  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
causes  of  the  present  state  of  affairs. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  spoken  about  the 
population  of  Lewis;  but  he  did  not 
intend  to  follow  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  putting  the  matter  in  the 
detailed  way  in  which  he  did.  He  should 
try  to  put  it  so  that  any  Member  of  the 
House  could  carry  the  figures  easily  in 
his  mind.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
Lewis  was  very  much  over  populated. 
From  the  beginning  of  the  present 
century  until  now  the  population  of  the 
Lewis  had  increased  threefold,  whereas 
duriufi^  the  same  time  the  population  of 
the  whole  of  Scotland  had  only  increased 
two  and  a-quarter  fold.  From  1841 
to  1881  the  population  of  Lewis  in- 
creased 50  per  cent,  whereas  that  of  the 
whole  of  Scotland,  during  the  same 
period,  only  increased  40  per  cent.  In 
these  40  years  2,300 persons  emigrated; 
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but,  nevertheless,  it  was  found  that  the 
population  of  the  Island  had  increased 
much  faster  than  that  of  the  whole  of 
Scotland.  These  were  very  significant 
figures,  and  he  was  certain  it  was 
impossible  to  exaggerate  their  impor- 
tance. One  would  think  that  when  a 
population  increased  to  such  an  extent 
all  the  outlets  and  opportunities  would 
bo  given  to  the  people  to  benefit  them- 
selves as  far  as  it  was  possible — ^that  no 
door  would  be  shut  upon  them.  The 
House  would  presently  see  how  far  the 
Government  had  carried  out  views  of 
this  kind.  Amongst  the  accidental 
causes  of  the  present  condition  of 
things  was  the  failure  of  fishing  since 
1884.  The  precarious  existence  of 
these  people  was  shown  by  the  fact  that 
in  1883,  just  one  year  before  the  fishing 
began  to  fail,  a  single  storm  left  them 
with  very  little  to  eat,  and  in  that  year 
between  £7,000  and  £8,000  had  to  be 
distributed  in  relief  amongst  the  people ; 
but  there  were  two  other  causes  which 
had  accentuated  the  distress,  and  that 
was  the  suspension  of  two  forms  of 
credit  to  which  the  people  were  accus- 
tomed to  look  for  assistance — the  ad- 
vances which  were  made  by  fish  curera 
had  stopped,  and  so  had  also  the  supplies 
by  country  store  keepers,  because  it  was 
said  they  could  not  go  on  trusting  the 
crofters  any  longer.  The  Crofters'  Com- 
mission for  the  settlement  of  fair  rents 
would  shortly  go  to  Lewis;  but  did 
the  Government  suppose  for  a  single 
moment  that  the  Crofters'  Commission 
could  possibly  deal  with  the  present  con- 
dition of  things  in  the  Island  ?  It  was 
impossible  that  the  Commission  oould 
do  BO^[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub:  Hear, 
hear !] — for  their  power,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  was  to  revise  the  rents;  at 
least,  if  they  possessed  any  other  powers 
they  had  not,  up  to  the  present,  exer- 
cised them.  A  great  many  appli- 
cations had  been  made,  and  a  few 
had  been  considered;  but  he  was 
not  aware  that  the  Commission  had 
enlarged  the  holdings  of  any  crofter. 
What  did  the  Government  intend  to  do  ? 
He  understood  that  the  Front  Minis- 
terial Bench  agreed  with  him  that  the 
Crofters'  Commission  could  not  deal 
with  the  present  state  of  things  in 
Lewis.  If  they  could  do  nothing  to 
assist  the  people  to  emigrate,  he  main- 
tained that  the  Government  should  give 
them  an  answer  as  to  what  they  intended 
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to  do.     If  tlie    Orofters'    Commission 
settled  what  they  might  call  fair  rents, 
although  he  was  unable  to  see  on  what 
basis  they  would  go,   that  would  not 
aettle  the  matter.    They  might  reduce 
the  crofters'  rents,  and  they  might  wipe 
out  the  arrears  altogether ;  but  if  they 
left  the  Island  in  its  present  congested 
state  there  would  be  nothing  for  the 
8C[uatters,  cottars,  and  others,  who  were 
living  there  at  present  on  charity,  but 
to  continue  to  do  so.    One  point  had 
not  been  touched  upon  in  the  debate  as 
yet,  and  that  was  how  many  people 
Lewis  would  keep.     Of  course,  it  was 
very  easy  to  say  that  so  many  persons 
given  a  certain  number  of  acres  could  be 
accommodated ;  but  no  one  could  really 
Bay  what  the  Island  could  accommodate. 
To  enable  the  Crofters'  Commission  to  do 
any  good — to  enable  them  to  increase 
holdings — they  must  be  empowered  to 
examine  the  Island.    If  the  Govern- 
ment really  intended  the  Crofters'  Act  to 
be  of  any   benefit   to    the  people   of 
Liewis    they    must    confer    additional 
powers  on  the    Crofters'  Commission, 
otherwise  the  Commission  might  as  well 
never  go  to  Lewis  at  all.    One  or  two 
remedies  had    been   suggested.      The 
Government's    favourite    remedy    was 
emigration ;  they  did  not  appear  to  have 
any  other  except  some  civilities  which 
tlie  Lord  Advocate  dropped  with  respect 
to  the  fisheries.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Barghs  (Mr.  Asher)  spoke  of  the  im- 
pression in  Scotland  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  were  negotiating  in  reference  to 
emigration.  He  (Mr.  Provand)  believed 
there  was  some  foundation  for  that  im- 
pression.    He  believed  that  negotiations 
took  place  last  year  between  the  Go- 
vernment  and  tiie  Canadian  Govern- 
ment, or  between  the  Government  and 
the  Land  Companies  of  Canada,   and 
that  the  proposals  fell  through.     The 
Z^and  Companies  were  perfectly  willing, 
on  terms  which  appeared  reasonable  to 
most  persons,  to  assist  emigration  from 
the  North  of  Scotland,   but  for  some 
reason  or  other  the  Government  were 
pleased    to    let    the    negotiations    fall 
through.      He  was  certain  they  could 
not  get  such  terms  this  year  as  they  did 
last  year.    Would  any  Member  of  the 
Government  tell  them  what  those  terms 
-were,  and  why  they  did  not  accept  them  ? 
If  they  had  accepted  them  the  condition 
of  things  at  this  moment  might  have 
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been  very  diflferent.  The  Lord  Advocate 
allowed  Lady  Cathcart  or  her  advisers 
to  make  arrangements  with  the  Cana- 
dian Government  which  they  might 
have  made  and  did  not  make.  Would 
the  Government  explain  why  it  was 
Lady  Cathcart  consiaered  the  negotia- 
tions good  enough,  and  how  she  suc- 
ceeded in  making  terms  with  the  Cana- 
dian Government  or  with  the  Land  Com- 
panies, and  that  we  failed  ?  He  was 
afraid  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be  set 
down  to  the  circumlocution  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  alluded  in  opening  the  debate. 
Besides  emigration  there  was  migration. 
He  had  heard  nothing  said  about  migra- 
tion by  the  Lord  Advocate  except  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  propose  to  do  any- 
thing  to  break  up  the  large  farms  or 
large  holdings  in  the  North  of  Scotland 
notwithstanding  that  one  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Crofters'  Act  was  expressly 
intended  to  efiPect  that  object.  He  had 
heard  from  one  or  two  Crofter  Members 
what  the  crofters'  views  were  on  the  ques- 
tion. Why  would  not  the  Government 
give  the  question  more  consideration 
when  there  were  so  many  hundred  thou- 
sand acres  in  Scotland  used  as  forests  ? 
He  quite  agreed  with  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
that  deer  forests  should  be  kept  up 
wherever  they  could  be  kept  up  with- 
out injury  to  the  community.  Deer 
forests  would  always  be  faishionable 
with  rich  men,  who  if  they  could  not 
get  forests  of  100,000  acres  would  take 
those  of  half  that  extent.  In  the 
Island  of  Lewis  there  must  be  a  great 
deal  of  land  that  was  only  fit  for  deer. 
Now,  he  had  said  that  the  Island  was 
insolvent,  and  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  amongst  those  who  had  made 
a  very  bad  debt  there.  He  did  not  see 
how  they  would  ever  get  back  the  money 
they  had  advanced  for  education.  The 
amount  advanced  for  education  was 
extravagant  to  a  degree  which  he  should 
not  attempt  to  describe  to  the  House. 
He  asked  if  the  Government  would  not 
try  migration?  Was  it  intended  to 
set  that  principle  expressed  in  the 
Crofters'  Act  at  naught,  because  by 
the  end  of  the  summer,  or  certainly 
by  next  winter,  there  would  be  a 
state  of  things  not  as  it  was  to-day 
but  greatly  aggravated.  The  Lord 
Advocate  had  referred  to  the  fishing  in- 
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dustry  of  the  Island.  He  (Mr.  Provand) 
had  said  they  coald  not  estimate  what 
the  soil  of  the  Island  could  support,  but 
the  fishings  there  were  of  great  value. 
If  the  Oovemment  were  very  anxious  to 
help  the  people  why  had  they  never 
Buryeyed  the  banks  off  the  coast  of 
Lewis  ?  Experts  had  given  their  opinion 
that  the  bank  off  the  North- West  Coast 
was  the  ricliest  fishing  bank  in  the  world. 
ITp  to  the  present  moment,  however,  it 
had  never  been  surveyed  except  so  far 
as  the  length  and  breadth  of  it.  Of 
the  character  of  the  bank  they  knew 
nothing.  In  some  places  it  w<as  poor, 
but  in  other  places  it  was  remarkably 
rich ;  in  some  places  turbot,  which  com- 
manded high  prices,  was  caught,  while 
in  other  places  inferior  kinds  oi  fish  were 
caught.  He  believed  that  a  vessel  was 
fitted,  or  partly  fitted,  last  year  for  this 
survey.  Why  did  ehe  not  go  and  do  the 
work  ?  There  was  another  way  in  which 
fishing  could  be  assisted,  and  that  was 
by  laying  telegraph  wires  over  the 
Island.  Nothing  had  been  of  greater 
value  than  the  wire  in  the  North  of 
Scotland.  On  one  occasion,  while  boats 
were  fishing  in  one  place,  news  was  sent  [ 
by  telegraph  of  the  presence  of  fish  in 
another  place,  the  boats  came,  and  within 
a  few  days  £1,800  worth  of  fish  was 
caught.  With  reference  to  boats,  he 
was  glad  to  have  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  question  of  making  advances  to 
fishermen  had  been  settled.  It  was  more 
than  two  years  since  authority  was  given 
to  make  advances,  and  it  was  only  now 
that  terms  had  been  arranged  whereby 
the  advances  might  be  made.  Letters 
were  written  by  the  Government  officials 
to  the  fishermen  on  the  faith  of  which  the 
men  had  commenced  to  have  boats  built, 
then  the  advances  were  not  made,  and 
the  boats  were  retained .  on  the  builders' 
hands  until  now.  Again,  additional 
hairbour  accommodation  was  requisite. 
There  were  three  harbours  about  which 
there  had  been  much  agitation  in 
Lewis  for  a  long  time  past.  The  three 
harbours  were  recommended  by  the 
Crofters'  Commission  who  sat  there. 
Admiral  Fellowes  made  a  sketch  of  what 
he  thought  might  be  done,  and  two  of 
the  harbours  were  estimated  for  by  a 
firm  of  Edinburgh  engineers.  It  was 
not  quite  certain  that  the  estimates  made 
were  for  harbours  which  were  suitable 
for  the  purpose.     They  were  not,  so  far 
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as  was  known,  surveyed  by  any  engineer 
at  all,  and,  notwitnstanding  what  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said,  he  (Mr.  Provand)  had  triad  in  vain 
to  get  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  to  appoint  an  engineer  to  see 
what  could  be  done  in  reference  to  the 
three  harbours.  The  noble  Lord  had 
told  him  that  he  had  no  money  whatever 
for  such  purpose.  It  would  cost  very 
little  for  an  engineer  to  survey  the  places. 
Would  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  do  something  in  the  matter  ? 
Probably  the  whole  survey  could  be 
made  for  £100.  He  was  satisfied  that 
the  fishings  could  be  largely  developed. 
Would  the  Lord  Advocate  do  something 
to  assist  the  development?  This  was 
the  source  from  which  the  people  must 
live  if  they  were  to  live  at  all ;  it  was  the 
source  from  which  one-half  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  must  find  their 
food  in  the  future  unless  they  were 
removed  from  the  place.  He  wanted 
some  assurance  from  the  Government 
that  they  would  take  this  work  in  hand. 
The  condition  of  Lewis  demanded  the 
serious  attention  of  the  House  of  Oom« 
mons.  No  Member  could  free  himself 
from  the  responsibility.  There  was  not 
one  of  the  72  Scotch  Members  who  was 
not  more  or  less  responsible  for  the  eon- 
dition  of  the  people.  The  subject  must 
be  brought  up  again  and  again  until  the 
Government  consented  to  take  the  work 
in  hand  and  to  provide  a  permanent 
settlement. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  fob 
IKELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.)  said,  the  House  generally, 
and  certainly  the  Government,  were  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  no  more  proper  sub- 
ject could  be  brought  up  on  the  Address 
than  the  one  dealt  with  by  this  Amend- 
ment ;  and  certainly  it  was  not  because 
it  was  a  subject  that  had  failed  to  attract 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  Oovem- 
ment that  no  allusion  was  made  to  it  in 
the  Speech  froin  the  Throne.  The  Go- 
vernment entirely  admitted  that  it  was  a 
topic  well  worth  raising  on  the  Speech. 
They  entirely  denied  that  the  fact  that 
no  mention  was  made  of  the  difficulties 
in  the  Western  Highlands  was  in  any 
way  due  to  laehei  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  or  to  any  want  of  interest 
in  the  population  concerned.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Provand)  had  shown,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  a  knowledge  of  his  subject 
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and  a  candour  which  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
confessed  he  thought  was  lacking   in 
some  of  the  other  speeches  made  on  the 
same  side.      For    example,  the    hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  frankly  that  the 
population    of   Lewis  was    greatly  in 
excess  of  the  possible  means  of  susten- 
ance derivable  from  that  Island.     That 
was  the  contention  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  in  his  most 
able  and  masteriy  speech,  had  abun- 
dantly  proved;   but  it  had  not  been 
admitted  generally  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  except  in  a  sort  of 
lame  and  halting  manner  by  the  late 
Solicitor    Generiu    for    Scotland    (Mr. 
Asher).   He  (Mr.  Balfour)  did  not  think 
anything   his  right  hon.   and    learned 
Friend  had  said  about  over- population 
of  Lewis  was  in  the  least  in  excess 
of  the  facts  of  the  case.    The  growth  of 
the  population  of  that  Island  during  the 
past  century  was   amazing — he  might 
Bay  appalling.     In  1755  it  was  6,300; 
in   1790  it  was  8,300;  in  1841  it  was 
17,000;    in  1881    it   was  25,000;    and 
it    was  now,   he  believed,   28,000.     A 
gprowth  of  population  of  that  kind  was 
not  a  matter  for  condolence,  but  for  con- 
gratulation, if  the  industrial  resources 
of  the  community  which  had  grown  had 
increased  in  anything  like   that    pro- 
portion.    But  what  growth  of  the  re- 
Eources    of    Lewis    had   taken    place, 
or  was  possible?    No  doubt,  since  the 
middle  of  last  century,  there  had  been 
poured  into  Lewis  a  vast  amount  of 
wealth    from    other    sources  than  the 
Island  itself.    The  Island  was  owned  by 
a  very  wealthy  man,  who  spent  his  money 
freely  among  the  population ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, that  source  of  wealth  was 
now  dried  up.    The  present  owner  was 
quite  incapable  of  carrying  on  the  vast 
works  undertaken  by  her  predecessor. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way said  the  one  thing  required  was  an 
opportunity  for  work,  they  forgot  that 
work  in  the  Island  was  formerly  given 
by  a  wealthy  man,  and  that  everything 
liad  been  done  by  the  agitators  to  pre- 
vexLt  any  human  being  spending  in  the 
future  a  single  sixpence  where  it  could 
be  avoided.  If  any  set  of  men  more  than 
another  were  responsible  for  the  fact  that 
the  amount  spent  on  wages  had  fallen 
off,  And  was  likely  to  fall  ofiP,  it  was  the 
agitators  who  had  taught  men  like  the 
I>u^e  of  Sutherland,   who   had   spent 
faoney  derived  from  other  parts  of  the 


country,  that  a  more  foolish  investmenti 
whether  they  desired  cash  or  gratitude* 
could  not  be  undertaken.    If,  then,  it 
was  admitted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  as  it  must  be  by 
every  candid  man  who  had  listened  to  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  the  present  difficulty  in 
the  Lewis  was  due  to  over-population, 
what  were  the  remedies  whioa  had  been 
suggested  by  those  who    had    spoken 
especially   on   behalf  of  the  crofters  P 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi* 
sion  of   Glasgow   (Dr.  Cameron)  said 
great    statesmanship   was   required  to 
deal  with  the  present  difficulties,  and 
he  gave  the  House  a  sketch  of  the 
remedies  he  thought  should  be  applied. 
The  first  was  an  increase  of  the  number 
of  the  Crofter  Commission,  as  he  said 
the  present  Commissioners  were  dealing 
too  slowly  with  the  question,  and  that 
rents  ought  to  be  reduced  more  speedily ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Provand)  told  the  House 
that  the  question  they  had  to  deal  with 
was  not  the  problem  of  rent,  but  of 
population.    The  next  remedy  referred 
to  was  loans  for  boats.  Now,  if  there  was 
one  question  more  than  another  on  which 
he  should  have  thought  the  Government 
were  not  open  to  reproach,  it  was  with 
reference  to  these  loans,  for  the  Trea- 
sury had  one  by  one  dispensed  with  the 
guarantees  which  in  the  interests  of  the 
public    purse  they  had  first   imposed, 
until  now  he  believed,  if  the  Treasury 
were  asked  whether  they  would  give  the 
money  or  lend  it,  they  would  perhaps 
almost  say  they  would  prefer  to  give  it, 
and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
Government  had  been  too  rigid  in  the 
conditions  they  had  imposed.    The  next 
remedy  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  the  foreshores  of  the  Islands 
should  be  thrown  open  to  the  fishermen ; 
but  it  was  not  worth  while  dealing  with 
the  question,  for  a  more  absurd  conten- 
tion on  that  point  than  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman    could    hardly    have    been 
raised.    The  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  if  the  foreshores  were  handed  over 
to  the  population  for  nothing,  no  appre- 
ciable improvement  of  any  kind  could 
possibly  accrue  to  the  population  of  the 
Island.     He  was  not  going  to  discuss 
the  question  of  local  self-government 
for  Scotland,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  further    suggested    that    the 
prosperity  of  the  crofters  would  be  pro- 
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moted  by  making  the  Parochial  Boards 
more  representative ;  but  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  there  was  a  man  in 
that  House  endowed  with  sufficient 
gravity  to  keep  his  countenance  when 
it  was  proposed  as  a  remedy  for  the 
pauperism  of  28,000  people  to  make 
an  alteration  in  the  electoral  system  of 
Parochial  Boards  ?  The  last  recommen- 
dation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  refer- 
ence to  deer  forests.  He  (Mr.  Balfour) 
was  not  going  to  raise  the  general  ques- 
tion of  deer  forests,  after  the  judicious 
and  moderate  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down ;  but 
he  would  apply  himself  to  the  problem 
whether  the  difficulties  in  which  the 
population  found  themselves  could  be 
mitigated  in  any  way  by  the  whole  Mathe- 
Bon  deer  forest  being  thrown  into  the 
oommon  stock,  and  divided  amongst  the 
population.  The  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
a  very  highly  pictured  account  of  the 
attack  upon  the  deer  forests  in 
Lewis.  He  would  not  sav  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  defended  it,  but  he  went 
very  near  defending  it,  on  the  ground 
that  the  people  who  indulged  in  that 
raid  were  suffering  from  the  pangs  of 
want — a  circumstance  which  he  (Mr. 
Balfour)  freely  admitted  might  palliate 
much,  if  it  did  not  justify  much.  But 
let  the  House  bear  in  mind  people  who 
made  the  raid  on  the  deer  forest  de- 
^stroyed  the  deer,  and  did  not  send  a 
single  atom  of  deer's  flesh  to  their 
starving  wives  and  families. 

Mb.  MAODON ALD  CAMEEON  :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Boss  ( Dr.  B.  Macdonald) 
in  his  speech  distinctly  stated  that  he 
liad  letters  in  his  possession  which 
showed  that  many  of  these  deer  found 
their  way  to  the  homes  of  the  crofters. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  infer- 
mation  he  had  received  led  him  to  an 
entirely  different  conclusion,  and  that 
conclusion  was  borne  out  by  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  OoUege  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Oameron)  said,  because 
he  gave  a  picturesque  and  glowing  ac- 
count of  the  Homeric  feast  made  on  the 
scene  hy  the  men  who  indulged  in  the 
raid,  who  apparently  were  accompanied 
by  a  gentleman  who  pronounced  a  bless- 
ing on  the  proceedings ;  but  he  entirely 
omitted  to  mention  the  interesting  cir- 
oumstanoe  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
.Gentleman  opposite. 

Db.  OAMERON :  My  information  as 
to  the  disposal  of  the  deer  flesh  for  the 
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benefit  of  the  families  quite  coincides 
with  that  which  has  just  been  stated  to 
the  House  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  must 
repeat  that  his  information  led  him  to 
an  entirely  opposite  conclusion.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  an  unnecessarily  harsh 
word  against  the  people  of  Lewis ;  but 
they  unquestionably  behaved,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  in  an  extremely  foolish 
manner.  They  were  like  children  who 
pulled  down  china  and  furniture  about 
their  ears  from  sheer  temper.  This 
raid  was  utterly  incapable  of  doing 
them  any  good,  and  he  wished  the  House 
would  realize  what  these  foolish  people 
were  doing.  The  rates  in  the  parish 
of  Lochs,  supposing  them  to  be  paid, 
would  be  1 1<.  6d.  in  the  £1  on  the  present 
rents,  including  the  shooting  rents.  If 
they  abolished  the  latter,  the  rates  would 
rise  to  21<.  in  the  £1 ;  and  if  they  were, 
in  addition,  to  destroy  every  farm  above 
£30  rental,  the  rates  would  rise  from 
1 U.  6d.  to  about  24<.  It  might  be  urged 
that  the  ground  taken  from  sportsmen 
could  be  used  by  the  crofters,  and  that 
as  tenants  they  would  pay  rates,  and 
thus  fill  the  vacuum  left  by  the  abolition 
of  the  sporting  rents.  But  if  the  whole 
ground  from  which  the  crofters  were 
now  excluded  was  given  to  the  crofters 
at  the  rents  now  habitually  fixed  by  the 
Orofters'  Oommission,  leaving  the  re- 
mainder of  the  parish  rented  as  it 
was  at  present,  then  the  rates  would 
amount  to  18<.  Sd  in  the  £1.  In  speak- 
ing of  these  rates,  he  meant  merely 
those  which  were  divided  between  the 
owner  and  the  occupier.  There  were 
others,  which  he  had  not  included  in  his 
statement,  paid  entirely  by  the  owner. 
But,  beyond  this,  if  they  supposed  the 
Crofter  Oommission  was  going  to  make 
the  same  reduction  in  crofter  rents  gene- 
rally in  the  parish  of  Lochs  as  they  had 
been  doing  elsewhere,  then  it  would  be 
found  under  that  reduction,  assuming  the 
whole  of  that  parishhad  been  taken  a  way 
from  the  sporting  tenants,  that  the  rates 
would  amount  to  26«.  in  the  £  1 .  So  that 
the  result  of  this  mad  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  crofters  in  that  parish  would  be 
to  raise  the  rates  from  11 «.  6d.  to  the 
bankrupt  level  of  26<.  in  the  £t.  He 
earnestly  trusted  that  in  their  own  in- 
terests the  unhappy  example  set  by 
these  crofters  woula  not  be  followed  by 
any  of  the  other  inhabitants  of  the  High- 
lands. The  hon.  Member  for  Sutherluid 
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fMr.  A.  Sutherland)  told  them  the 
Highland  QueBtion  would  be  settled  if 
land  out  of  cultivation  were  given  to  the 
people.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  sup- 
posed that  was  a  new  version  of  the  land 
of  the  country  for  the  people  of  the 
country.  In  the  Highlands,  unfortu- 
nately, it  would  be  too  often  the  bog 
of  the  country  for  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  while  the  deprivation  of 
it  might  injure  the  present  posses- 
sors tne  new  possessors  would  not  be 
benefited.  He  had  a  strong  objection 
on  principle  to  the  proposals  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wick  (Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron) 
said  the  people  of  the  Highlands  had, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  a  strong  belief  that 
the  land  which  belonged  to  the  Clans, 
and  had  been  owned  by  the  Chiefs,  was 
theirs  of  right,  and  ought  to  be  divided 
amongst  them.  Admitting  this  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  it  meant  that  the  land 
which  used  to  belong  to  the  M'Lennans 
should  be  divided  amongst  the  M'Len- 
nans, that  the  land  which  belonged  to 
the  M 'Leeds  should  be  divided  amongst 
the  M'Leods,  and  the  land  which  be- 
longed to  the  Camerons  should  be 
divided  among  the  Camerons 

Me.  macdonald  CAMEEON 
("Wick,  &o.)  said,  what  he  had  said  was 
that  the  present  crofters  were  the  de- 
Bcendents  of  the  ancient  clansmen,  and, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  they  believed 
they  had  some  claim  on  the  soil  of  their 
ancestors 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Precisely. 
But  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  on 
what  historical  Highland  principle  the 
hon.  Member  based  his  argument.  The 
principle  of  nationality  had  now  risen  to 
Buch  a  height,  and  had  taken  such 
eccentric  forms  in  that  House,  that 
people  seemed  to  suppose  that  the  High- 
lands had  at  one  time  constituted  a 
separate  nation.  They  never  had  been 
a  nation;  they  had  always  been  an 
integral  part  of  Scotland,  and,  in  so  far 
as  the  Highlands  might  be  considered 
separately,  they  had  alwajs  been  di- 
vided among  themselves  by  internecine 
feuds.  And  even  if  every  Highlander 
supposed  that  he  had  a  right  to  a  share 
in  the  ancient  Clan  lands,  he  could 
hardly  suppose  that  he  had  any  right 
to  share  tne  lands  of  any  other  Clan.  If 
they  had  a  right  to  other  people's  land 
when  their  own  was  exhausted,  why 
exercise  that  right  only  in  Scotland? 


Why  not  come  down  upon  the  dairy 
farms  of  Aylesbury  or  the  rich  pastures 
of  Northampton,  or  divide  Mentmore  and 
Althorpe  among  the  starving  clansmen 
of  Lewis?  These  were  the  main  ob- 
jections in  principle  to  the  proposals  of 
the  hon.  Member ;  but  there  were  other 
objections  of  a  still  stronger  kind.  Hon. 
Members  talked  in  a  ^ib  manner  of 
taking  the  people  from  Lewis  and 
locating  them  casually  over  the  less 
occupied  lands  of  the  Highlands  and 
Mainlands.  But  where  were  they  going 
to  find  the  money  to  do  that  ?  He  pre* 
sumed  they  would  not  settle  these  new 
colonists  on  worse  terms  than  the  people 
now  on  the  Mainland.  No  landlord,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  built  cottages  for  tenants 
or  labourers  at  a  less  rate  than  £130  or 
£150  per  tenant.  No  farm  capable 
of  supporting  a  family  which  depended 
on  agriculture  alone  could  be  stocked 
for  less  than  about  £150,  so  that 
the  Government  would  be  committed 
to  an  expenditure  of  £300  per  family  to 
start  these  people.  And  where  were 
they  going  to  start  them  ?  On  the  un- 
occupied lands— in  other  words,  on  the 
least  fertile  lands  of  Scotland.  Could 
there  be  a  proposal  more  insane  than 
that?  To  the  people  whom  it  was 
proposed  thus  to  migrate,  migra- 
tion would  be  almost  as  serious  as 
emigration.  To  take  these  people 
from  Lewis  and  to  land  them  in  the 
glens  of  Eoss-shire  and  Inverness-shire 
would  be  as  great  an  exile  from  their 
homes  as  to  transport  them  to  Canada. 
It  would  cost  three  times  the  money, 
and  when  they  had  done  it  they  would 
not  have  laid  the  seeds  of  a  future 
prosperous  colony,  but  the  seeds  of  the 
same  difficulties  on  the  Mainland  that 
they  now  found  it  so  difficult  to  contend 
with  in  the  Islands.  Therefore  he 
thought,  in  addition  to  the  difficulties  in 
principle,  there  were  financial  difficul- 
ties, and  difficulties  of  expediency.which 
the  House  would  think  of,  not  once, 
twice,  or  thrice,  but  many  times  before 
it  attempted  to  surmount  them.  The 
Government  had  felt  as  acutely  as  any- 
one the  sufferings  and  the  difficulties  to 
which  the  population  of  the  Western 
Islands  were  at  present  subject,  and  they 
had  done  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
criticized  them  had  not  done — they  had 
taken  some  practical  steps  towards 
diminishing  that  suffering.  But  they 
held,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  question 
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was  mainly  one  of  over- population ;  in 
the  second  place,  that  when  they  came 
to  supporting  a  people  by  charity,  the 
first  source  from  which  such  eleemosy- 
nary aid  should  come  was  the  rates,  and 
if  the  rates  were  bankrupt — and  they  were 
nearly,  if  not  quite,  bankrupt  in  Lewis — 
the  second  source  was  public  charity,  and 
that  it  was  not  till  these  two  sources  were 
exhausted  that  any  Government  would 
think  it  their  duty  to  step  into  the  breach. 
The  Government  felt  the  heavy  and 
solemn  responsibility — a  responsibility 
apparently  not  felt  by  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway — the  responsi- 
bility which  rested  upon  any  Government 
who  undertook — ^in  however  guarded  or 
modified  a  form — to  support  a  popula- 
tion unable  to  support  itself.  He  was 
not  aware  that  hitherto  in  any  single 
case  in  these  Islands  such  a  course  had 
ever  been  pursued.  He  might  be  wrong, 
but  he  was  not  aware  of  it.  The  prin- 
ciple universally  adopted  hitherto  in 
England  and  Scotland  was  that  every 
locality  was  responsible  for  the  support 
of  the  population  in  that  locality.  Never 
before  had  they  been  so  directly  face  to 
face  with  the  problem  of  over- popula- 
tion as  to  feel  that  the  resources  of  the 
locality  were  inadequate  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  locality.  While  the  Go- 
vernment felt  that  responsibility,  they 
might,  under  certain  circumstances,  and 
as  a  merely  temporary  measure,  pre- 
paratory to  a  large  system  of  emigra- 
tion, be  prepared  to  step  into  the  breach. 
But  emphatically  they  said  that  they 
could  not  be  guilty  of  a  more  criminal 
action  Ihan  to  hold  out  the  slightest 
hope  to  the  population  of  Lewis  that 
they  were  to  be  supported  in  a  district 
where  they  could  not  earn  their  liveli- 
hood by  honest  labour  out  of  the 
Imperial  funds  for  an  indefinite  time. 
They  believed  it  would  be  absolute  mad- 
ness, and  that  the  people  who  would 
suffer  most  in  the  long  run  would  be  the 
people  of  Lewis  themselves;  and  they 
would  be  no  parties — directly  or  in- 
directly— to  any  such  proceedings.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment seemed  to  imply — by  way  of  a  sneer 
-—that  theGt)vernment  specially  believed 
in  the  principles  of  political  economy. 
The  principles  that  they  believed  in  he 
did  not  care  to  christen  by  the  name 
of  any  special  science.  They  were  the 
principles  of  common  sense,  and  nothing 
that,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  would 
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shake  their  belief— that  if  a  population 
recklessly  multiplied  generation  after 
generation  in  a  singularly  inclement 
climate  and  on  a  singularly  infertile 
soil,  the  time  must  eventually  come  when 
that  soil  would  no  longer  support  them. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  call  that  political 
economy  if  they  liked;  but  no  name, 
no  definition — however  contemptuously 
used — would  shake  the  primary  truth 
of  the  axiom  which  lay  at  the  very 
basis  of  the  whole  question  of  popu- 
lation. The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  our  laws  might  be  modi- 
fied in  a  manner  to  remedy  this  state 
of  things.  It  was  not  our  laws  that 
requirea  to  be  modified,  but  the  laws 
of  Nature,  and  the  laws  of  Nature  were  in 
no  sense  amenable  to  the  sentimental 
considerations  which  naturally  influenced 
Members  of  that  House.  Something 
more  was  required  in  a  doctor  than  mere 
enthusiasm  for  his  patient.  He  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  did  not  deny  the  en- 
thusiasm of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.  He  did  not  deny  that  it  was 
perfectly  genuine,  and  that  they  had  at 
heart  the  welfare  of  the  population 
whose  cause  they  pleaded.  But  ho  em- 
phatically said  they  were  going  the 
wrong  way  to  work  to  obtain  the  ameli- 
oration of  that  condition.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sutherland  told  them  that 
he  was  an  agitator,  and  that  he  was 
proud  of  being  an  agitator 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) :  A  Constitutional  agitator. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes,  exactly ; 
Constitutional ;  he  had  no  objection  to 
agitating.  He  bad  rather  a  weakness 
for  it.  But  he  certainly  preferred  that 
agitators,  when  they  agitated,  should 
show  some  slight  appreciation  of  the 
problem  with  which  they  had  to  deal. 
Neither  the  Mover  nor  the  Seconder  of 
the  Amt^ndment  gave  the  House  the 
slightest  idea  of  what  the  real  difficulty 
in  the  Highlands  was,  or  how  that 
difficulty  was  to  be  met.  In  so  far  as 
they  dealt  with  the  question  of  emigra- 
tion at  all — the  very  root  of  the  whole 
matter — tliey  dealt  with  it  only  because 
it  served  their  purpose,  and  in  so  dealing 
with  it  it  showed  that  they  were  agitators 
who  had  at  heart  very  much  more  the 
political  interests  of  their  Party  than  the 
material  prosperity  of  the  country.  The 
Government  objected  to  the  remedy 
which  hon.  Members  proposed.  They 
concurred  with  them  in  feeling  the  ex- 
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treme  grayity  of  the  situation.  It  was 
not  because  the  OoTernment  did  not  feel 
that  gravity  of  the  situation  that  they 
omitted  any  reference  to  it  in  the  Queen's 
Speech ;  but  it  was  because  they  did  not 
think  this  was  the  time  to  lay  before  the 
House  any  settled  plan  for  carrying  out 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  only  per- 
manent and  solid  remedy  for  the  evils  of 
Lewis  that  they  had  abstained  from 
dealing  with  the  question;  but  tbey 
took  this  opportunity  of  stating  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  the  convic- 
tion— which  they  had  never  wavered  in 
from  the  time  when  this  question  first 
came  before  them— that  it  was  by 
emigration,  and  by  emigration  alone, 
that  the  question  of  over-population  in 
the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland  could  finally  and  satisfactorily 
be  solved. 

Sib  GEOEOB  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  made  a  speech  which, 
when  read  in  the  way  people  outside  that 
House  generallyread  speeches — namely, 
chiefiy  with  reference  to  the  peroration — 
woula  g^ve  the  idea  that  those  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  had  been 
advocating  Socialistic  measures^  and 
measures  which  had  not  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  He  thought  he 
bhould  be  able  to  show  in  a  very  few 
words  that  this  was  not  the  case.  He 
should  deal  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate's  speech  with 
a  brevity  which  he  trusted  would  not  bo 
considered  a  mark  of  disrespect.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had, 
as  he  was  bound  to  do,  stated  the  case 
at  great  length  and  with  thoroughness, 
and  in  the  most  calm  and  temperate 
spirit — ^he  had  spoken  also  on  a  great 
deal  besides  the  Amendment  before  the 
House.  But  for  that  he  did  not  for  a 
moment  blame  him,  because  in  the  pre- 
vious speeches  there  was  a  great  deal  to 
answer,  and  the  matter  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  not  really  introduced  into  the 
debate  by  him.  But  it  was  difficult  to  be- 
lieve that  he  could  think  his  speech  would ' 
be  considered  by  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  an  argument  against  it.  He  could 
only  say  that  the  propositions  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  of  such  a  nature  that  he,  at 
any  rate,  and  Gentlemen  who  sat  with 
him  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite,  would 
be  obliged  to  go  into  the  Lobby  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.    The  right  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  much  of 
law  and  order.  On  that  point  he  did 
not  intend  to  say  a  single  word,  except 
that  he  was  himself  the  strongest  sup- 
porter of  law  and  order ;  that  he  thought 
law  should  be  administered  impartially 
and  firmly,  and  that  when  they  adminis- 
tered it  they  should  take  very  great  care 
that  it  was  just.  He  had  always  been 
opposed  to  lawlessness  in  any  part  of 
tne  United  Kingdom  and  elsewhere,  ^e 
was  always  opposed  to  any  crime — and 
not  least  to  the  crime  now  in  question, 
which  resembled  what  in  Ireland  was 
called  taking  forcible  possession.  But 
under  the  extremely  severe  laws  which 
had  been  passed  for  Ireland  crimes  of  the 
nature  which  had  been  committed  during 
the  crofter  agitation  had  been  consi- 
dered to  be  sufficiently  punished  by 
periods  of  imprisonment  for  three  and 
six  months,  which,  under  the  Irish  Coer- 
cion Act,  was  the  utmost  penalty  given 
to  these  crimes.  But  while  the  Govern- 
ment punished  the  breaking  of  the  law, 
they  should  alter  the  law,  so  as  to  bring 
it  into  such  a  shape  as  to  have  on  its 
side  the  conscience  and  opinion  of  the 
community.  It  was  quite  useless  to 
come  down  to  the  House,  whatever  ques- 
tion might  be  uppermost,  and  talk  about 
agitators.  The  Government  should 
prove,  if  they  could,  that  the  doctrines 
put  forward  were  not  correct  doctrines ; 
but  they  ought  not  to  say  that  the  men 
who  laid  them  down  were  urging  the 
people  to  break  the  law.  The  position 
laid  down  by  the  Lord  Advocate  was  a 
very  serious  one.  He  said  that  the 
crofter  was  a  man  whose  croft  was  to 
help  out  his  labour,  who  had  other  in- 
dustries besides  his  croft.  Now,  that,  he 
thought,  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission  of 
Inquiry.  That  Commission  spoke  of  a 
particular  district  in  which  there  was 
a  great  number  of  crofters  in  a  position 
in  which  they  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  be.  They  said  there  were  little  more 
than  one- twelfth  of  the  whole  number 
who  were  provided  with  holdings  that 
could  afford  sufficient  occupation  for  a 
labouring  family  and  provide  for  its 
subsistence :  which  showed  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission  as  to  what 
a  crofter  ought  to  be  entirely  differed 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  was  that  condition  of 
things  which  the  Commission  was 
desirous    of    amending,    and    it    was 
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for    that    parpose    that    the    Bill    of 
1886  was  presented  to  the  House  and 
became    law.      The    right    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  said    that  the   at- 
.  tempt    to    support    the    crofters    by 
the  soil  would  end  in  disastrous  failure 
and  humiliation.      But   that  was  not 
the    opinion    of    the    Oommission    on 
whose  Eeports  the  late  Gk>yemment  had 
acted.     The  essence  of   the  Oommis- 
sion ers'  Beport  was  that  land  should  be 
added  by  compulsory  allotments  to  the 
crofts,  so  as  to  enable  the  crofter  suc- 
cessfully to    support   himself    without 
failure  and  disappointment.    In  order 
to  carry  out  that,  they  had  a  machinery 
of  their  own,  which  was,  in  its  essen- 
tial   features,    the    machinery    of  the 
Qovemment  of    1886.      That  Govern- 
ment brought  in  a  Bill,  and  drafted 
it  into  an  Act,  by  which  the  crofter  was 
to  have  enough  land  to  enable  him  and 
his  family  to  live  in  decency  and  com- 
fort.   The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had   charged  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  on  that  side  with  violent  and 
extreme  views.     He  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sutherland  (Mr.  A.  Suther- 
land) argued  that  the  land  in  the  High- 
lands should  be  given  to  the  people, 
and  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
described  as  a  new  version  of  the  phrase, 
'*  the  land  of  the  country  for  the  people 
of  the  country."     It  was  an  old  version 
of  the  Act  which  Parliament  passed  two 
years  ago,  and  not  carried  out  by  the 
Government.    The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  also  spoke  of  the   futility  of 
settling  the  crofters  on  the  least  fertile 
land  in  the  least  fertile  part  of  the  King- 
dom. But  that  was  not  a  fair  description 
of  the  case.     The  case  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  measures  to  have 
the  will  of  Parliament  carried  out,  and 
to  have  pasture  land  added  to  the  arable 
crofts  to  enable  the  crofters  to  earn  a 
living.     Now,  that  was  exactly  what 
had  not  been  done.    The  Commission 
had  not  enlarged  the  holdings,  and  the 
enlargement  of  holdings  was  the  essence 
of  the  Act  of  1886.     The  Commission 
had  fixed  crofters  in  their  crofts,  had  fixed 
fair  rents,  and  had  dealt  with  arrears. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  said  nothing  had  been 
done  in  the  Highlands  except  to  lower 
rents  to  suit  the   fall  of  agricultural 
prices.     But  that  was    not    the  case, 
because  unjust  rents  had  been  largely 
diminished.    In  one  case,  where  the  old 
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rent  had  been  £5,  the  fair  rent  was 
fixed  at  £2  16«.,  and  the  arrears,  auiount- 
ing  to  £5,  had  been  cancelled ;  in  an- 
other case,  where  the  old  rent  was  £6, 
the  fair  rent  was  fixed  at  £3  2«.,  and  of 
the  arrears,  which  amounted  to  £13  10«., 
£6  was  ordered  to  be  paid. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  took 
the  average.  The  average  reduction  was 
31  per  cent,  which  was  no  more  than 
was  given  willingly  by  most  landlords 
over  the  whole  country. 

SiE  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  said, 
that  31  per  cent  was  exactly  the  amount 
which,  if  the  Crofters'  Bill,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  dis- 
approved, but  did  not  oppose,  had  not 
passed,  the  Highland  tenants  to  that 
day  would  have  gone  on  paying  against 
all  principles  of  right  and  justice.  There 
were,  besides,  numerous  cases  where 
the  rent  had  been  shamefully  unjust, 
and  where  the  Oommission  had  reduced 
it  by  nearly  50  per  cent.  Then  came 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  was 
a  great  authority  on  Highland  land. 
What  was  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  House  of  Commons 
two  years  ago  with  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure, which  had  lowered  the  rent  30  per 
cent,  and  in  some  cases  50  per  cent  ?  In 
March,  1886,  when  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  that  House,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  that — 

"In  a  country  where  rack-rents  and  evic- 
tions  were  common,  he  could  understand  that 
Buch  a  Bill  might  be  necessary : " 

but  he  added — 

''no  Buch  case  can  be  made  in  respect  of  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
support  his  opinion  by  the  Heport  of  the 
Commission ;  but  he  expressed  this  as  his 
own  opinion  also.  In  face  of  what  had 
since  been  disclosed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stood  convicted  of  having 
expressed  an  exceedingly  rash  opinion, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  only  two  years 
ago. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  said 
was  that  I  only  based  ray  opinion  upon 
the  Commission,  which  was  virtually  the 
sole  foundation  for  the  whole  legislation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Sia  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  rents 
which  were  paid  seven  or  eight  years 
ago  were  so  low  that  they  would  not 
require  the  services  of  a  Commission  to 
reduce  them.    This  did  not  augur  verjr 
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miioli  knowledge  of  the  state  of  agri- 
culture in  the  Highlands.    The  Com- 
mission   had    done    all    this,  and    a 
most  excellent  task  it  was ;  but  they 
ought  to  have  done  more  if  they  had 
carried  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  1886 
— they    ought   to    have   enlarged    the 
crofts  so  as  to  afiPord  substantial  occu- 
pation and  subsistence  to  the  labourer 
and  his  family.    When  the  OoTernment 
found  that  this  was  the  case  they  ought 
to  haye  applied  themselves  to  carry  out 
the  intention  of  Parliament.   The  Prime 
Minister  had  told  them  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  continuity  of  legislation.   Parlia- 
ment intended  that  the  crofts  should  be 
enlarged  ;  they  were  not  enlarged,  and 
it  was  the  business  of  tho  Government 
to  say  why.    That  was  the  essence  of 
the  Act  of  1886.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the    Oollege    Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.   Oameron)  thought  they 
ought  to  have  new  Commissioners.    At 
first  in  Ireland  there  were  only  seven  or 
eight  Commissions  ;  but  after  the  Act 
of  1881   became  law,  40  new  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed,  and  the  Viceroy 
of  Ireland  saw  1 20  Commissioners,  with 
each  of  whom  he  conversed  a  quarter  of 
an  hour.     That  was  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  of  the  day  carried  out 
the  intention  of  Parliament.     Then  it 
was  urged  that  there  were  difficulties  in 
the  Act  itself.    What  those  difficulties 
were  were  very  familiar  to  hon.  Members 
aci^uainted  with   the  Act.     The    con* 
ditions,   no  doubt,  were  very  rigorous 
indeed,  and  the  most  difficult  of  all  was 
one  which  was  put  in  by  the  action  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    That  was  the 
condition    which    forbade    interference 
with  deer  forests.     When  the  Govern- 
ment found  that  the  Act  could  not  be 
worked,  and  that  the  people  were  not 
getting   the   advantage   which   Parlia- 
ment intended,  it  was  tho  business  of  the 
Government  to  alter  the  Act.     As   in 
Ireland  it  was  found  impossible  to  alter 
the  land  system  all  at  once,   and  the 
present  Gt)vernment  had  been  obliged  to 
extend  the  advantages  of  the  Act  of  1 881 
to  leaseholders,  and  to  revise  rents,  and 
might  find  it  nocessary  to  consider  the 
question  of  arrears,  so  in  this  question 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  ought  to  have 
examined  into  the  failure  of  the  Act, 
and  if  ho  had  sat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons he  would  have  been  kept  up  to  his 
business.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  and  the 


Chief  Secretary  had  said  a  great  deal 
about  emigration.  Now  on  the  question 
of  emigration  he  was  not  going  to  utter 
any  uncertain  sound.  He  should  indeed 
despise  himself,  after  years  of  hereditary 
connection  with  the  question  of  emigra- 
tion in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and 
having  fought  side  by  side  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  the  head 
of  the  House  for  emigration  from  the 
West  of  Ireland,  if  he  did  not  now 
say  that  emigration  was  a  great  and  im- 
portant remedy.  But  it  was  not  the 
only  remedy.  They  ought  not  to  send 
people  abroad  until  they  had  assured 
themselves  that  they  had  made  the  most 
of  the  land  at  home.  The  Government 
to  which  he  had  belonged  advocated  and 
encouraged  emigration  in  the  West  of 
Ireland ;  but  in  the  West  of  Ireland  the 
most  was  made  of  the  land,  and  a  great 
deal  more ;  and  all  the  land  that  could 
be  used  was  occupied.  There  were  no 
deer  forests  there;  but  in  this  single 
Island  of  Lewis  there  were  90,000  or 
100,000  acres  devoted  to  deer  forests. 
With  regard  to  deer  forests,  he  ven- 
tured to  protest  against  tho  system. 
He  protested  when  he  sat  upon 
the  Treasury  Bench.  He  remem- 
bered very  well  the  speeches  upon 
which  the  Act  of  1886  was  founaed. 
The  ground  on  which  it  was  founded 
was  that  the  hills  of  Scotland  used  to  be 
covered  with  the  black  cattle  of  these 
people,  who  were  able  to  live  in  com- 
parative affluence.  But  these  hills 
were  taken  from  them  for  the  sake  of 
private  lucre.  The  Government  like- 
wise  based  the  Bill  on  the  fact  that  the 
deer  forests  might  be  interfered  with  as 
a  public  nuisance,  because  for  the  selfish 
sport  of  the  few  or  of  many  persons 
agrarian  operations  ought  not  to  be 
interfered  with.  The  case  of  deer  was 
not  the  same  as  that  of  grouse  and 
blackcock — contrary  to  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said— for  grouse  and 
blackcock  interfered  with  no  man's 
rights  and  with  no  man's  self-respect 
or  agricultural  prosperity.  It  was  only 
in  the  deer  forests  that,  for  the  selfish 
advantage  of  one  man,  and  that  man 
sometimes  not  even  a  sportsman,  that 
a  great  number  of  people  were  ^  to 
be  put  to  inconvenience  generation 
after  generation,  and  a  very  bad  ex- 
ample set  to  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  large  sums 
of  money  spent  in  Lewis.    He  did  not 
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wieh  to  mix  up  the  case  of  the  late  Sir 
James  Matheson  with  the  more  selfish 
class  of  occupiers  of  deer  forests ;  but  he 
pointed  out  that  those  sums  of  money 
had  been  spent  very  largely  on  the 
amenity  of  the  Island.  Sir  James 
Matheson  spent  money  in  a  way  in 
which  no  man  could  continue  to  spend 
it  which  had  not  an  enormous  fortune ; 
so  that  in  that  way  he  ultimately  aggra- 
vated the  unhappiness  of  the  Island 
without  intending  to  do  so,  and  though 
he  acted  with  public-spirited  and  be- 
nevolent intentions.  Passing  from 
him  to  those  who  spent  £1,000  or 
£2,000  a-year  on  their  deer  forests,  he 
did  not  believe  that  that  money  added 
anything  to,  but  rather  detracted  from, 
the  position  of  the  population.  It  bred 
up  a  number  of  myrmidons  of  sport  of  a 
cuiss  very  difiPerent  from  the  two  or 
three  honest  gamekeepers  who  had  care 
of  the  grouse  moors.  He  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  exchange  of  the 
gillies  and  foresters  of  Mr.  Winans  were 
a  favourable  exchange  for  the  small 
cattle  farmers  who  used  to  graze  their 
cattle  on  those  hills  ?  If  it  were  for  the 
general  interest  to  interfere  with  deer 
forests,  he  thought  they  ought  to  be 
interfered  with.  In  saying  that  he  was 
uttering  no  new  doctrine,  because  it  was 
the  doctrine  on  which  the  Act  of  1886 
was  passed ;  and  he  maintained  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Oovernment  to  take  all 
the  steps  necessary  to  enable  the  un- 
doubted intentions  of  Parliament  to  be 
carried  out,  whether  right  or  wrong. 
The  right  hon.  'Gentleman  said  they 
could  lend  themselves  to  no  scheme 
which  embodied  the  idea  that  to  break 
up  land  in  the  Western  Highlands  would 
be  sufficient  to  meet  the  difficulty.  Now, 
they  did  not  maintain  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  do  that;  they  did  not 
believe  that  in  the  Island  of  Lewis  the 
land  could  be  so  broken  up  as  to  remove 
the  whole  difficulty.  But  they  asked  the 
Government  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  Parliament,  and  restore  to  the  people 
that  part  of  the  land  which  it  was  in- 
tended by  the  Act  to  restore  to  them,  and 
to  see  how  much  of  the  difficulty  could 
thereby  be  met.  One  main  cause  of  the 
increasing  population  of  Lewis  was  the 
miserable  condition  of  that  population. 
They  did  not  find  the  people  increase  at 
that  rate  in  those  parts  of  the  North  of 
England  where  the  country  folk  were 
weu  off«  where  the  old  people  were 

Sir  George  Trevelyan 


supported  by  their  children,  where  not 
\d.  of  poor  relief  was  received,  where  a 
parent  when  he  died  prematurely  left 
enough  to  put  out  his  orphans  in  life, 
and  where,  when  the  husband  died,  the 
widow  was  secure.  Those  were  the  cir- 
cumstances in  parts  of  the  North  of 
England,  where  the  population  was  in- 
creasing with  far  less  rapidity  than  in 
the  Highlands.  And,  again,  population 
did  not  increase  rapidly  where  they  had 
a  quantity  of  small  holdings  on  which 
the  people  could  live  in  comfort  and  self- 
respect.  When  they  had  made  all  the 
use  they  could  of  the  land  which  Parlia- 
ment intended  should  be  given  to  the 
people,  they  might  go  to  emigration 
with  a  clear  conscience.  The  people 
who  would  then  go  abroad  would  not  go 
with  a  sense  of  wrong,  but  because  they 
would  know  that  they  must  go  having  no 
other  resource,  and  ^ose  who  remained 
behind  would  be  able  to  live  in  a  state  of 
comfort.  He  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
ask  that  the  Government  would  grapple 
with  this  difficulty  in  such  a  way  as  to 
secure  the  confidence  of  the  people  and 
to  carry  out  the  expressed  wishes  of 
Parliament ;  and  it  was  with  an  earnest 
desire  to  meet  the  sad  circumstances  of 
the  situation,  and  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  neither  one  thing  nor  the 
other,  that  he  should  feel  justified  in 
voting  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  earnest  supporter  of  lawlessness 
in  all  parts  of  the  world  who  had  just 
sat  down,  and  when  that  right  hon. 
Member  talked  of  Gentlemen  on  the  Go- 
vernment side  complaining  on  all  occa- 
sions of  these  questions  being  raised  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  always  posed  as 
agitators,  would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man forgive  him  for  reminding  him  that 
it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Sutherland 
(Mr.  A.  Sutherland)  himself  who  an- 
nounced that  he  was  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  professional  agitator  ? 

An  hon.  Member:  Nothing  of  the 
sort. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND:  I  never 
used  the  words  *'  professional  agitator  " 
at  all. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN]said,  he  never  asserted 
for  a  moment  that  the  hon.  Member 
called  himself  a  professional  agitator, 
but  what  undoubtedly  the  hon.  Member 
said  was  that  he  was  an  agitator  and 
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had  always  been  one,  and  intended  to 
agitate  on  this  question  until  the  griev- 
ances of  tlie  crofters  were  redressed.  The 
hon.  Member  said — ''I  am  not  ashamed 
of  being  an  agitator ;  I  am  proud  of  it, 
and  shall  always  be  an  agitator."  If 
he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  not  justified  in 
saying  that  the  hon.  Member  was  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  professional  agi- 
tator he  should  like  to  know  when  he 
would  be  entitled  to  do  so.  But  if  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  like  the  phrase  he 
would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  said,  that 
what  he  had  stated  was  that  he  should 
be  an  agitator  until  justice  was  done. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  question  was 
what  was  real  justice  to  these  people. 
The  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  had 
no  monopoly  of  a  desire  to  see  justice 
done  to  the  unfortunate  inhabitants  of  the 
Highlands.  But  what  propositions  had 
they  made  for  amending  the  law  which 
would  in  any  way  give  effectual  relief  to 
the  crofters?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  stated  that  the 
Crofters'  Commission  recommended  that 
additional  land  should  be  given  to  the 
crofters  throughout  the  Highlands. 
Allow  him  to  observe  that  there  was 
great  distinction  to  be  observed  between 
the  existing  crofters  and  the  crofters 
under  the  old  system.  It  was  true  that 
the  Commission  did  advocate  that  addi- 
tional land,  and  especially  grazing  land, 
should  be  given  to  crofters  already  in 
existence ;  and,  eo  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, where  it  was  possible  he  was 
quite  ready  to  assist  them  in  that  respect. 
But  the  proposal  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite was  something  very  different,  for 
they  wished  to  extend  the  system  in 
every  possible  direction  and  to  put  people 
in  the  places  from  which  it  was  said 
they  were  driven  in  former  days.  That 
was  their  view,  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  House 
would  be  taking  a  very  fatal  step  if  it 
accepted  such  a  proposal  as  that.  Then, 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  emigration  was  a 
very  good  thing,  but  they  must  have 
migration  until  they  had  first  of  all  taken 
all  the  Ian  d  that  was  available  for  addition 
to  the  crofts.  Well,  how  much  land  was 
there  available  in  Lewis  at  present  ? 
Was  there  40  miles  ?  [An  hon.  M£3kC- 
BEB :  250  miles.]  That  might  be  about 
the  total ;  but  they  wanted  to  know  how 
much  land  that  was  under  deer  and 


game  at  this  moment  was  available  for 
the  hon.  Member's  purpose  ?  [An  hon. 
Member  :  It  was  stated  that  a  number 
of  crofting  villages  have  been  cleared 
out.]  Even  if  that  were  so,  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  would  rely  on  better  authority 
than  the  hon.  Member.  There  had  been 
a  Eeport  presented  on  the  subject ;  and 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  intro- 
duced this  subject  (Dr.  Cameron)  spoke 
of  taking  available  land  for  the  crofters, 
he  must  have  forgotten  the  Heport  of 
those  Gentlemen  wno  had  just  examined 
this  question  on  the  spot.  What  did 
they  say  on  the  subject  ?  They  stated 
that  certain  gentlemen  to  whom  the 
crofters  looked  for  guidance  had  for- 
bidden them  to  entertain  proposals  for 
transferring  them  to  some  field  of  labour 
where  their  efforts  would  secure  them 
against  want ;  and  they  further  said 
that  the  fact  was  forgotten  that  if  the 
whole  area  of  Lewis  was  transferred 
to  the  crofters,  they  were  destitute  of 
capital,  and  that,  if  they  had  the  capital 
with  which  to  work  the  land,  a  few 
years  must  witness  a  recurrence  of  the 
present  difficulty  in  an  aggravated  form. 
That  was  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  who 
had  just  made  a  most  complete  inquiry 
on  the  spot.  Then  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
spoken  of  unjust  rents  and  rack-rents ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  had  moved 
the  Motion,  after  speaking  of  disturb- 
ances in  Lewis,  had  told  them  that 
they  were  very  shortly  afterwards  fol- 
lowed by  the  raid  in  Boss  and  Suther- 
land. How  did  he  account  for  the  raids? 
It  had  been  urged  that  the  harshness  of 
the  landlords  or  the  destitution  of  the 
people  had  led  them.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
however,  denied  that  there  had  been 
anything  which  could  be  called  serious 
destitution  or  rack-renting  in  Suther- 
landshire.  He  knew  many  of  the  crofters 
in  Sutherlandshire  himself,  and  had 
conversed  with  them  during  the  autumn ; 
and  one  of  them,  not  long  ago,  told  him 
that  they  were  very  anxious  to  see  Mr. 
Angus  Sutherland  again,  as  they  had 
something  to  say  to  him,  and  they  had 
not  seen  him  for  a  long  time.  If  he 
were  not  much  mistaken,  it  was  under 
the  advice  of  that  hon.  Member  that 
many  of  those  unfortunate  crofters  had 
been  induced  to  take  their  landlord  into 
the  Land  Court,  and  when  they  did  so 
their  rents  were  very  considerably  raised. 
Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  said,  he  had 
never  advised  anyone. 
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Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that,  no  doubt, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  back  to 
that  part  of  Sutherland shiro  he  would 
explain  that  matter.  In  the  parisb  of 
Clashmore,  unless  be  was  misinformed, 
the  proprietor  bad  spent  yery  larg^e 
sums  of  money,  about  £4,000  of  which 
bad  gone  in  providing  labour  and 
wages  for  the  people,  wbicb  it  would 
take  many  years  of  the  rent  of  the  dis- 
trict to  recoup.  The  real  reason  for  the 
lawless  behaviour  of  the  raiders  was,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  stated — for  be 
himself  bad  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag- 
that  the  crofters  bad  been  seduced  by 
the  doctrines  about  the  land  for  the 
people  which  had  been  preached  to 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  hod 
spoken  much  about  the  deer  forests  in 
the  Highlands.  Now,  he  was  willing 
to  admit  that  wbere  land  occupied  as 
deer  forests  would  be  desirable  and 
useful  for  the  crofters  it  should  be 
devoted  to  the  latter  purpose  ;  but 
having  often  walked  and  shot  over  the 
best  deer  forests  in  Scotland,  be  must 
say  he  did  not  know  where  such  lands 
available  for  the  crofters  were  to  be 
found.  There  might  be  exceptional 
cases ;  but,  as  a  general  rule,  those  deer 
forests  were  in  parts  of  the  country 
wbere  it  was  impossible  for  crofters  to 
exist  and  get  a  liviug.  He  said,  as  a 
matter  of  personal  experience,  tbat  the 
quantity  of  land  wbich  could  be  obtained 
for  the  crofters  in  tbe  present  deer 
forests  of  Scotland  would  be  found  to 
be  a  mere  fraction  of  the  wbole.  More- 
over, even  if  tbe  tbing  could  be  done,  it 
would  be  most  undesirable.  The  wbole 
system  had  been  tried  years  and  years 
ago,  and  had  utterly  failed.  If  hou. 
Members  would  allow  him,  be  should 
like  to  give  them  an  account  of  what  he 
)md  read  and  been  told  from  authorita- 
tive sources — and  what  be  knew  to  be 
true — as  to  the  effect  of  the  system  in 
former  days.  Most  hon.  Gentlemen  bad 
beard  of  the  clearances  effected  in 
the  county  of  Sutberland  many  years 
ago.  And  why  were  they  effected? 
They  were  made  simply  and  solely  in 
the  interests  of  the  people  themselves. 
Perbapsbon.  Gentlemen  would  allow bim 
to  say  why  he  made  that  statement.  It 
was  a  positive  fact  of  which  there  was 
proof  in  existence ;  be  bad  not  got  it 
with  him,  but  he  could  produce  it.  In 
tbose  days  in  many  parts  of  tbe  county 


of  Sutherland  people  were  winter  after 
winter  upon  tbe  verge  of  starvation. 
They  lived  in  wild  parts  of  the  country, 
in  glens  wbicb  were  filled  up  witb  snow 
for  many  months  in  the  year ;  there 
were  no  roads  there — no  means  of  ap- 
proacbiug  people— and  their  condition 
was  most  deplorable.  Duiiug  one 
winter  tbe  then  proprietor  of  Sutber- 
landshire  spent  no  less  than  £9,000  in 
sending  meals  over  those  glens,  with 
incredible  difficulty  and  labour,  in  order 
to  save  the  people  from  dying  of  abso- 
lute starvation.  That  bad  constantly 
to  be  done  over  and  over  again  ;  and  at 
last  it  was  resolved  tbat  in  order  to  res- 
cue the  people  from  dangers  recurring 
every  winter  they  should  be  removed  to 
other  places  wbere  food  could  be  pro- 
vided for  them  with  less  difficulty. 
[Laughter.']  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh,  but  these  were  facts  which  were 
known,  and  of  which  proof  could  be 
produced.  It  was  well-known  tbat  the 
position  of  the  people  at  tbat  time  was 
absolutely  deplorable.  ['<  Ob,  oh  !  "1 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  discredited 
what  he  said ;  but  he  would  read  to 
them  a  passage  from  a  book  written  on 
the  subject  containing  statements  wbich 
were  known  to  be  true.  It  was  a  book 
written  by  the  father  of  a  distinguished 
Member  of  tbe  House,  whose  only  fault, 
in  bis  opinion,  was  that  be  was  an  ex- 
tremely advanced  Badical.  {^Criet  of 
''Name  !  "]  It  was  Mr.  James  Loch. 
[An  hon.  Mkmbsr:  A  factor.]  Yes; 
he  was  the  factor  of  the  Duke  of  Suther- 
land ;  but  was  that  any  reason  why  his 
word  should  not  be  true,  or  should  be 
doubted  for  a  moment  ?  The  records  of 
the  work  done  by  Mr.  Loch  were  re- 
cords of  wbich  no  man  need  be  ashamed ; 
of  which  any  man,  whether  factor  or  not, 
might  bo  proud.  Writing  of  the  year 
1816-17,  Mr.  Loch  said— 

**  During  tho  lutter  period  the  people  suffered 
the  extremes  of  want  and  of  human  miser}', 
notwithstanding  every  aid  that  could  be  giren 
to  them  through  the  bounty  of  the  landlords. 
Their  wretchedness  was  so  great  that,  after 
pawning  everything  they  were  possessed  of  to 
the  fishermen  on  the  coast,  such  as  had  not 
cattle  were  reduced  to  come  down  from  tlio 
hills  in  hundreds  for  the  purpose  of  gathering 
cockles  on  the  shore.  Those  who  lived  in  the 
more  remote  situations  of  the  country  were 
obliged  to  subsist  upon  broth  made  of  netUc« 
thickened  with  a  little  oatmeal.  Those  who 
had  cattle  had  recourse  to  the  still  more 
wretched  expedient  of  bleeding  them  and  mix- 
ing the  blood  with  oatmeal,  which  they  after- 
wards cut  into  slices  and  fried.    Thoae  who 
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had  a  little  money  came  down  and  slept  all 
night  upon  the  beaoh  in  order  to  watch  the 
boats  returning  from  the  fishing,  that  they 
might  he  in  time  to  obtain  a  part  of  what  had 
been  caught.  In  order  to  alleviate  this  misery 
every  exoiion  was  made  by  the  proprietor. 
To  those  who  had  cattle  he  advanced  money  to 
the  amount  of  above  £3,000.  To  supply  those 
who  had  no  cattle  he  sent  meal  into  the  country 
to  the  amount  of  nearly  £9,000." 

That  was  in  one  winter  alone.  Was 
that  a  state  of  things,  in  all  seriousness, 
and  putting  aside  all  Party  questions  or 
political  feeling,  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
really  thought  it  would  be  desirable  to 
reproduce  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  ? 
If  they  desired  reafiy  to  deal  with  this 
question  satisfactorily,  it  was  desirable 
to  ascertain  what  were  the  real  causes  of 
distress  in  Lewis  at  the  present  time. 
The  causes  of  distress  were  rery  clearly 
explained  in  the  Beport  from  which  he 
had  quoted  already.  They  were  two — 
the  first  of  them  was  the  complete  break* 
down  of  the  herring-fishing  industry; 
and  the  second  was  the  great  fall  in 
prices,  which  had  reduced  the  value  of 
stock  by,  he  supposed,  40  or  50  per 
cent  a-head.  If  that  was  so,  there  was 
no  remedy  but  one.  They  might  make 
room,  perhaps,  for  a  few  more  crofters, 
but  that  would  not  be  sufficient.  The 
only  remedy  was  to  remove  the  people 
to  a  place  where  they  would  have  the 
advantages  of  a  more  fertile  soil  and  a 
less  inhospitable  climate.  That  was  the 
only  thing  they  could  do  in  order  to 
brinff  comfort  and  relief  to  the  unhappy 

Eeo^e  living  in  Lewis,  with  whom  no  one 
ad  more  heartfelt  sympathy  than  he. 
Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
intervened  in  the  debate  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  on  one  point  alone, 
first  of  all  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  n.  A.  Maodonald),  to  whom  he 
listened  with  great  attention  and  plea- 
sure, and  then  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  He  understood 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  say 
that  the  cause  of  the  evil  they  had  to 
deal  with  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
especially  in  the  particular  Island  dealt 
with  in  the  debate,  was  over-population. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  the  sole  remedy  for  that  over- 
population was  emigration.  He  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  de- 
nounce the  reckless  increase  of  the 
population  of  that  district  during  the 


last  40  or  50  years.  He  avowed  he  felt 
some  astonishment  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  put  forward  such  an 
argument  when  he  remembered  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  those 
who  sat  around  him,  and  moat  of  those 
who  sat  on  the  Benches  opposite,  tried 
before  all  England  to  make  him  seem 
as  one  of  the  most  immoral  men  alive 
because  he  had  tried  for  the  last  quarter 
of  a  century  to  teach  the  people  the  very 
evils  of  over-population,  and  the  very 
difficulties  of  their  condition  connected 
with  that  reckless  increase.  It  was 
astonishing  to  hear  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  that  put  forward  as  a 
doctrine  to  be  supported,  which,  when 
urged  by  him  in  olden  times,  made  him 
the  mark  of  very  wicked — [^Cri$9  of 
"  Question ! ''] — made  him  the  mark  of 
some  of  the  wickedest  language  any 
man  could  use  towards  another. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  never  used 
such  language  towards  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  never,  never. 

Ms.  BBADLAXTGH  said,  he  would 
not  further  discuss  the  personal  position 
of  the  matter ;  but  he  remembered  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  a  great  Party  which  sat 
upon  the  Opposition  Benches,  he  did  not 
repudiate  publications  made  with  the 
sanction  of  his  Party,  to  achieve  that 
which  he  repudiated  to-night.  He  would 
pass  on  to  deal  with  the  remedy.  Did 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pretend  that 
emigration  was  the  sole  remedy  ?  Were 
they  going  to  apply  it  to  the  distressed 
persons  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  TMr.  Ohaplin). 
Were  they  going  to  apply  it  in  every 
district  ?  Were  they  going  to  emigrate 
the  people  by  the  State,  by  force? 
Where  were  they  going  to  emigrate 
them  ?  There  was  no  part  of  the  world 
to  which  they  could  send  any  mass  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  There  was 
no  place  where  the  people  would  not 
find  the  labour  struggle  awaiting  them. 
He  did  not  speak  without  knowledge  of 
these  matters.  He  did  not  speak  with- 
out thought  on  these  matters,  and 
although  he  might  be  denounced  as  an 
agitator,  he  never  failed  to  tell  the  people 
where  he  thought  the  evils  lay — namely, 
on  their  side  as  well  as  those  who  re- 
presented them.  What  did  they  do  to 
those  who  emigrated?  Did  they  not  send 
them  to  climates  unsuitable  for  them ;  to 
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oonditions  of  life  hostile  to  them;  to 
temperatures  of  heat  and  cold  which 
killed  the  strongest  amongst  them? 
There  was  no  country  in  the  world  where 

faupers  found  a  welcome  at  this  moment 
t  was  said  the  people  of  Lewis  were 
paupers.    There  was  no  pdrtion  of  the 
whole  globe  to  which  they  could  send 
such  people  but  where  they  would  have 
to  contend  with  a  colonizing  race  which 
could  live  cheaper  than   the    English 
could.      There  was    a  time  when  we 
were  the  colonizers  of   the  world,  but 
the  German  race,  which  now  flowed  out 
in   huge   masses,   existed  on    a   lower 
standard  of  comfort  than  we  did.  When 
men  were  emigrated  they  were  sent  to 
face  contests  with  that  race,  and  with 
climates  and  with  conditions  which  killed 
the  greater  portion  of  those  who  went 
out.    The  Government  told  the  House 
of  the  few  successes,  but  they  did  not 
tell  them  of  the  many  miserable  failures. 
Medical  men  in  America  and  in  Canada 
could  tell  them  of  those  who  had  that 
home  sickness  which  embittered  the  emi- 
grant's life,  and  in  many  cases  drove 
them  into  the  asylums.  Were  they  going 
to  emigrate  the  people  by  the  State,  by 
force  ?    It  was  an  impossibility  if  they 
tried  it.   By  charity  ?  'It  was  a  mockery 
if  they  pretended  it.    He  agreed  with 
what  the    right    hon.  Gentleman    the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  had 
said.  It  was  not  until  they  had  exhausted 
every  means  that  were  possible  of  pro- 
viding a  remedy  here ;  it  was  not  until 
the  unjust  conditions  which  hampered 
the  poor,  and  which  had  been  artificially 
created  by  the  class  to  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  belonged,  were  swept 
away,  that  emigration  ought  to  be  thought 
of  as  a  remedy  for  the  present  state  of 
things. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox)  said,  there  were  one  or  two 
points  to  which  he  thought  reference 
ought  to  be  made.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi* 
sion  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  was  di- 
visible into  two  parts.  It  dealt  with 
the  acute  distress  which  prevailed  in 
many  parts  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  and  then  it  dealt 
with  the  disturbances  which  had  arisen 
out  of  that  distress.  With  regard  to 
the  disturbances  which  had  arisen  owing 
to  the  distress,  he  quite  agreed  with  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 

Mr^  Brailaugh 


MemberfortheEljrinBargh8(Mr.Asher). 
There  existed  in  Scotland  a  considerable 
amount  of  sympathy  with  the  population 
of  the  Highlands;  but  that  sympathy 
would  be  greatly  withdrawn  if  the  law- 
less acts  which  had  begun  were  con- 
tinued.   If  the  Amendment  had  referred 
simply  to  the  lawless  acts   which  had 
taken    place    it    would    have    been    a 
subject  which  ought  not  to  have  been 
accorded    a    place    in    the    Address ; 
and   it    must    be    admitted    that    the 
cause   of    the  people    of    Lewis    who 
were  in  distress  was  being  g^atly  in- 
jured by  the  lawless  proceedings  of  a 
few  individuals.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for   Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  stated  a  proposition 
to  which  particular  attention  ought  to  be 
paid.  According  to  the  reports  which  had 
been  made,  destitution  prevailed  in  Lewis 
to  such  an  extent  that  in  the  course  of  a 
very  few    weeks  the  people  would  be 
absolutely  starving.     The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  said  that  the  Lacal 
Authorities  must,  in  the  first  instance, 
deal  with  the  distress.    Now,  it  had  been 
altogether  overlooked  in  the  discussion 
that  the  Local  Authorities  of  Scotland 
were  in  no  way  responsible  for  the  relief 
of  distress  which  was  caused  through 
the  want  of  employment.    In  England 
they  might  assess  local  rates  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  relief  to  able-bodied 
poor ;  but  it  was  one  of  the  peculiarities 
of  the  Scotch  system  that  the  authorities 
could  not  levy  any  assessment  whatever 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  relief  to  able- 
bodied  poor.    The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  that  the  Local  Authorities 
must  first  of  all  deal  with  the  distress ; 
that  the  general  public  should  be  ap- 
pealed to  after  that ;  and  that  not  until 
these  two  sources  of  relief  had  been  re- 
Boi-ted  to  did  the  Gk>vemment'8  respon- 
sibility come  in.    But  he  (Mr.  Caldwell) 
maintained  that  the  GK)vemment's  re- 
sponsibility came  in  first  of  all.    A  man 
was  not  flJlowed  to  steal,  neither  was 
he  allowed  to  beg,  and  if  the  condi- 
tions of  life  were  such  as  not  to  admit 
of  human  existence,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  step  in  and  see  that  the 
conditions  of  life  were  made  such  that  a 
man  could  earn  an  honest  livelihood  by 
his  industry.  Another  point  he  desired  to 
allude  to  was  that  of  population.    It  was 
stated  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  there  had  been  a  considerable  in- 
crease of  population  since  1790,  and  thiit 


1117        Mpjuiy'%  Mosi  {Febrvaby  21,  1888}         Gracious  Speech.         1118 


in  1881  the  population  of  Lewis  had 
reached  25,000.  The  question  of  popula- 
tion, however,  did  not  arise  in  this  case, 
because  it  was  the  fact  that  down  to  1884 
the  people  were  perfectiy  able  to  earn  their 
living,  and  maintain  themselves  in  com- 
fort. The  population  was  not  too  great 
down  to  1884  for  the  means  of  subsistence. 
Down  to  that  period  the  sources  of  income 
of  the  inhabitonts  of  Lewis  were  three- 
fold. The  people  had  the  advantage  of 
hirin$^  engagements,  firstiy  at  the  home 
fishing;  secondly,  at  the  East  Ooast 
fishing;  and,  thirdly,  to  some  at  the 
home  white  fishing ;  and  to  others  there 
was  work  on  the  roads  or  estates.  Since 
1884  the  fishermen  no  longer  received 
hiring  engagements  and  freed  wages. 
The  fish  were  sold  by  auction,  the  fisher- 
man reserving  one- twelfth  of  the  free 
prodnce,  and  therefore  was  a  sharer  in  the 

Srofit  and  lose  of  the  fishing  industry, 
he  result  was  that,  in  this  Island,  there 
had  been  a  loss  of  wages  to  the  extent 
of  £40,000  in  1886,  and  a  similar  loss 
in  1887— the  sales  in  many  instances 
leaving  nothing  for  the  fishermen  at  all. 
It  was  evident,  therefore,  that  it  was  not 
over-population  that  was  the  true  cause 
of  the  present  state  of  afifairs,  and  that 
it  was  not  mere  agitation  that  had  pro- 
duced the  loss  of  £40,000  to  which 
reference  had  been  msde.  What  was 
the  remedy?  The  remedy  was  to  be 
found  not  by  any  change  in  regard 
to  the  Land  Laws ;  but  it  was  to 
be  found  in  the  development  of  the 
fishing  industry.  It  was  to  be  found 
in  increasing  harbour  accommodation, 
whereby  fishing  might  be  conducted 
with '  safety.  That  was  one  of  the 
essential  means  of  promoting  the  fishing 
industry.  In  the  next  place,  they  must 
have  spieedy  communication  with  the  main 
land.  It  had  been  suggested  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  railway  from  Garve  to  Ulla- 
pool, so  that  the  fish  might  be  brought 
more  rapidly  to  market.  In  the  third 
place,  there  ought  to  be  a  cheapening  of 
the  railway  rates.  [  Cries  of  "  Divide  !  '*] 
At  present  the  charge  for  the  conveyance 
of  preserved  fish  to  London  was  double 
that  for  the  conveyance  of  the  same 
weight  of  potatoes.  [  Cries  of**  Divide ! "] 
The  question  of  railway  rates  was  a 
very  important  one  indeed  in  regard 
to  the  development  of  the  fishing 
industry.  [^Eeneioed  cries  of  *  *  Divide ! "] 
20,000  people  were  reported  by  a  Com- 
mission to  be  on  the  point  of  starvation. 


Surely  the  matter  was  one  which 
deserved  the  consideration  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  development  of  the 
fisheries  would  not  only    benefit   the 

geople  of  the  immediate  neighbour- 
ood,  but  would  result  in  the  production 
of  cheaper  food  for  the  large  industrial 
population  in  the  West  of  Scotiand. 
Besides,  the  making  of  harbours  and 
railways  would  give  immediate  employ- 
ment to  those  who  were  willing  and 
able  to  work.  He  quite  agreed  that,  in 
the  first  place,  land  was  intended  for 
cultivation.  The  country  had  long  ac- 
knowledged the  principle  of  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Crown  and  of  Parliament  in 
dealing  with  land.  On  giving  fair  com- 
pensation to  the  proprietorf>,  land  was 
taken  every  day  for  public  purposes — 
for  railways  and  the  like.  If  land  were 
required  for  the  purpose  of  tillage  and 
giving  employment  to  the  inhabitants  of 
any  particular  district,  there  was  no 
reason  why  Parliament  should  not 
adopt  the  very  same  principle  which 
they  had  adopted  in  the  case  of  rail- 
ways. It,  however,  was  a  matter  for 
serious  consideration  how  far  the  giving 
of  land  would  meet  the  present  exigency. 
The  giving  of  land  was  the  more  remote 
question ;  what  they  had  to  deal  with 
was  the  population  who  were  not  tillers 
of  the  soil.  He  was  fully  persuaded  that 
the  remedy  was  to  be  found  in  the  direc- 
tion he  had  indicated. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
He  thought  that  in  view  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  more  especially 
in  view  of  the  numerous  or  rather 
innumerable  fallacies  set  forth  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  a  little  more  time 
ought  to  be  allowed  for  the  proper 
thrashing  out  of  the  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Wallace.) 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  greatly  regretted  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  it  right  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  There  was 
certainly  a  distinct  understanding  with 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
debate  should  be  concluded  that  night ; 
probably  the  hon.  Gentieman  was  not 
aware  of  the  understanding.  *He  ven- 
tured to  make  an  appeal  to  the  House. 
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The  House  had  now  been  debating  the 
Address  for  nearly  a  fortnight,  and  they 
were  now  encroaching  most  seriously  on 
the  time  which  was  required  for  im- 
portant Public  Business.  Ho  was  very 
far  indeed  from,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
depreciating  the  importance  of  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  that  night ; 
but  there  must  be  a  limit  even  to  the 
most  important  debate,  a  limit  which 
was  imposed  by  the  necessity  of  trans- 
acting Public  Business.  It  was  on  this 
ground  that  ho  appealed  to  the  House  to 
conclude  the  debate,  which  had  been 
interesting,  which  had  been  important, 
but  which  he  thought  had  been  suffi- 
ciently long.  He  trusted  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  press  his  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  but  if  he  did  the  Govern- 
niont  must  resist  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  press  his  Motion  ? 

Ma.  WALLACE :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
press  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  133  ;  Noes 
194:  Majority  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Andereon.) 

Mb.  W,  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
offer  no  opposition  to  that  Motion ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
consent  to  some  arrangement  whereby 
the  House  could  come  to  an  early  deci- 
sion to-morrow  upon  the  point  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  raise  by  his  Amend- 
ment, so  that  the  House  miffht  proceed 
with  the  Beport  stage  of  the  Address 
to-morrow  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  He  made  that  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  House,  for  he  believed 
there  was  a  strong  desire  to  conclude  the 
discussion  of  the  Address  on  Thursday. 
That  could  not  be  done  unless  the  course 
he  suggested  were  adopted.  If  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  would  conclude 
the  discussion  of  their  Amendment  to- 
morrow, the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  might  then 
be  proceeded  with,  and  the  debate 
on  the  Address  as  a  whole  finished  on 
Thursday. 


Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


Sib  GEOBGE  TREYELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  he  thought  the 
proposal  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  rery  fair  so  far  as  it 
could  be  accepted,  and  that  was  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  would  open  the  debate 
to-morrow  would  close  the*  discussion  of 
his  Amendment  early.  That  discussion 
would  occupy  two  hours,  or  possibly  less. 
It  was,  however,  not  impossible  tluit  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  might 
attain  to  debate  of  a  dimension  he  could 
not  foresee  at  the  moment.  He  hoped 
it  might  close  on  Wednesday,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  Business  that 
was  to  come  before  the  House  would 
induce  many  Members  on  that  side  to 
do  their  best  to  attain  that  result,  but  he 
did  not  think  they  were  in  a  position  to 
say  that  the  discussion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton's  Amend- 
ment would  certainly  close  by  6 
o'clock. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  be  could 
only  make  a  further  remark  by  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  and  would  only 
say  that  the  course  he  suggested  was 
one  that  would  conduce  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  and  the  forward- 
ing of  Business.  He  trusted  that  he 
should  have  the  assistance  of  both  aides 
in  the  endeavour  to  dispose  of  the  Ad- 
dress on  Thursday. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOBTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  deny  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was 
of  a  most  important  character,  and  both 
in  the  House  and  throughout  the 
country  there  was  the  greatest  possible 
anxiety  for  a  free  and  open  debate  on 
the  question.  Unfortunately,  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  they  had  generally  found 
that  they  were  a  day  too  late,  but  now 
his  hon.  Friend  had  taken  time  by  the 
forelock  with  a  view  to  safeguarding  the 
country  that  it  should  not  be  committed 
to  engagements  without  full  considera- 
tion. He  was  afraid  the  subject  might 
not  be  concluded  by  6  o'clock,  and  if 
that  were  the  case  no  harm  would  be 
done  to  Business  and  a  great  deal  of 
good  service  would  be  done. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate   further    adjourned    till     To- 
morrow. 
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MOTIONS. 


MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE    (BELFAST) 

BILL. 

USAYB.      FIRST  RRADIHO. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  giveQ  to  bring  In  a  BQl  to 
aasimilata  the  latiiig  qDalificataon  of  the 
Municipal  aod  Parliamentaiy  Franchiie  of  the 
borough  of  Bellaflt*'^irr.  />#  Othmin.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  very 
little  chance  of  carrying  a  measure  of 
this  limited  character,  and  he  would 
adyise  him  to  acquire  the  support  of 
Irish  Members  by  not  confining  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  Belfast.  The 
eril  of  such  a  course  was  strongly  felt 
last  year  in  reference  to  a  Belfast  Bill 
passed  under  very  peculiar  droumstances, 
whereby  a  Bill  intended  for  all  Ireland 
was  cut  down  to  a  single  borough.  The 
Irish  Members  were  now  free  from  any 
entanglements  with  the  Tory  Party  or 
Members  of  that  Party  such  as  went  on 
last  year,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  would  oppose  the  Bill  and  block  it, 
though  he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  block- 
ing Bills— to  prevent  a  single  town  like 
Belfast,  a  town  specially  remarkable  for 
riots  and  loss  of  life,  from  being  in 
possession  of  the  English  franchise  when 
it  was  enjoyed  nowhere  else  in  Ireland. 
He  would  respectfully  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  whom  he  recognized  as  a 
sincere  Democrat  though  sitting  on  the 
Tory  side,  not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in 
this  form,  but  to  leave  out  reference  to 
Belfast  and  bring  in  a  Bill  assimilating 
the  Municipal  and  Parliamentary  rating 
in  the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
De  Oobain,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  O'Neill, 
and  Mr.  Fenwick. 

Bill  pre$ented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  138.J 

WAGES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 
LSAYE.      FIBST  READING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  payment  of  Wages  weekly  in 
Ireland." — {Mr.  De  Cobain.) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  did  not  know  whether 
it  was  in  Order  to  do  so,  but  he  would 

YOIi.  OCOXXII.    [thihd  sbbies.] 


suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
should  place  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  the 
name  of  a  Colleague  in  the  repreaenta* 
tion  of  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  who  was 
prevented  by  serious  illness  horn  at* 
tending  the  House.  He  was  sore  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  refuse  to  act  in 
support  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  de  OOBAIN  (Belfast,  R)  said, 
he  would  be  most  happy  to  add  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  wished  it. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  take 
it  that  he  would. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
De  Cobain,  Mr.  Fenwick,  and  Mr. 
Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  189.] 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROGEDURK 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (CASES  TRIED). 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
said,  he  should  have  thought— and  he 
did  hope — that  the  nature  of  the  Return 
he  moved  for  would  have  commended 
itself  to  the  approbation  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  particulars  it 
would  include  were,  as  it  appeared  from 
the  recent  debate,  those  upon  which  there 
was  a  strong  desire  for  authentic  infor* 
mation ;  but  this,  it  would  seem,  was  to  be 
disappointed,  for  in  communications  he 
had  had  with  the  Chief  Secretary,  it  ap« 
peared  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected 
to  give  the  Return,  though  his  grounds 
for  refusing  it  were  not  sufficient.  So 
far  as  he  understood  them,  they  were 
that  he  thought  the  Return  would 
have  been  of  no  great  use,  also  that  such 
a  Return  had  never  been  given  before, 
and  that  it  would  take  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  to  prepare.  The  question  of 
expense  it  was  hardly  necessary  to  take 
into  account  if  the  information  were 
useful ;  and  upon  that  point  he  ventured 
to  differ  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  a  new  form  of  Return ;  but  then 
the  procedure  was  new  under  the  Act, 
and  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
strongly  objected  to  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  was  new  altogether.  He  would 
not  say  it  was  illegal ;  but  it  was  an  un- 
constitutional course  that  had  been 
pursued,  and  had  been  attended  with 
great  injustice.    The  hour  was  late,  and 
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he  would  not  take  up  time  in  supporting 
what  reidly  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  eelf- 
'  evident  proposition.  He  hoped  the 
Government,  on  reflection,  would  not 
^refuse  the  Motion,  or  that  the  House 
would  support  him  in  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Return 
of  Cases  tried  under  'The  Criminal  Lav  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  up  to  the  18th 
day  of  February,  under  the  following  heads : — 
Date  of  Trial ;  JPlace  of  Trial :  Karnes  of  Magis- 
trates presiding ;  Name  and  age  of  accused ; 
Date  when  offence  was  committed ;  Place  where 
offence  was  committed  ;  Nature  of  offence ;  Re- 
sult of  Trial ;  Sentence  (if  convicted) ;  whether 
appealed  against ;  Date  when  Appeal  heard ; 
Place  where  Appeal  heard  ;  Name  of  Judge  by 
whom  Appeal  heard ;  Result  of  AppeaL"^(  Jfr. 

The  chief  SEOEETART  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  had  had  some  com- 
mtinication  with  the  hon.  Member,  and 
had  told  him  that  he  could  not  agree  to 
giving  the  Return.  He  allowed  that 
ike  House  had  a  perfect  right  to  infor- 
mation as  to  the  working  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  Act.  He  felt,  as 
his  Predecessors  had  felt,  that  it  was 
perfectly  right  that  information  should 
-  be  given,  and  he  had  given  everything 
that  they  gave  under  similar  circum- 
stances; everything  that  Earl  Spencer 
laid  before  Parliament  under  similar 
circumstances  in  1 882 ;  and  he  had  even 
given  additional  information,  iso  that  it 
could  not  be  said  that  he  was  unduly 
reticent  or  more  reticent  than  his  Pre- 
decessors. He  had  given  the  additional 
Return  in  reference  to  Boycotting — 
IZaujfhter'} — he  did  not  observe  that  it 
was  received  with  gratitude — [Laughter^ 
— he  had  the  Return  prepared  upon  the 
best  information  he  could  obtain,  and 
regretted  if  it  was  inadequate.  He  had 
no  better  source  of  information  in  detail 
or  Return,  and  if  hon.  Members  dis- 
liked it  he  did  not  see  that-he  could  give 
any  Return  at  all.  Let  it  be  understood 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
asked  for  was  not  a  statistical  statement 
of  cases.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had 
given  that,  and  he  would  give  more. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to  state  the 
number  of  cases,  the  crimes  for 
which  prisoners  were  tried,  and  the 
county  in  which  they  were  tried,  the 
nature  of  the  offences,  the  result  of  the 
trial,  sentence,  and  appeal.  But  he 
was  not  prepared— that  he  wished  to 

Mr.  Dillwyn 


state  distinctly  to  the  House— he  was 
not  prepared  to  give  the  names  of  the 
magistrates  who  tried  the  cases.     Of 
course,   hon.  Gentlemen  who  chose  to 
make  the  investigation  could  find  out 
all  the  information  asked  for  in  the 
Return ;  but  if  he  were  to  give  the  names 
of  the  Judges,  he  would  practically  be 
giving  a  list  of   a  certain  number  of 
gentlemen  in  order  that  they  might  be 
attacked  not  merely  by  Members  below 
the  Qangway  but  above.  Li  his  opinion, 
nothing  had  been  more  lamentable  in 
the  course  of   the  debates    than    the 
attacks  upon  Resident  Magistrates,  and 
neither  directly  or  indirectly  would  he 
do  a  single  thing  to  forward  such  attacks. 
He  had  told  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea that  he  was  perfectly  prepared  to 
give  the  statistical  information  to  almost 
the  whole  extent  he  required,  but  the 
hon.    Member   wanted    specific   oases. 
Why  did  he  want  specific  cases  ?    Was 
it  in  order  to  judge  of  the  merits  of  each 
case  ?    Then  this  information  would  not 
be  such  upon  which  any  human  being 
could  form  a  fair  judgment  on  the  cases. 
Such  a  Return  had  never  before  been 
given ;  it  would  serve  no  useful  purpose, 
and  he  could  not  consent  to  it. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,     he    regretted    the    right    hou. 
Gentleman's  opposition  to  the  Return, 
and  did  not  quite  follow  his  reasons  for 
refusing  it.     First,  he  objected  that  it 
would  be  work  of  enormous  labour ;  but 
they  had  not  heard  that  other  Returns 
of  the  operation  of  the  Crimes  Act  had 
been  attended  by  any  specially  enormous 
labour.  Secondly,  he  objected  to  giving 
the  names   of  magistrates,  because  it 
might  leave  those  gentlemen  open  to 
attack.  But  the  names  of  those  gentlemen 
had  already  been  given  in  newspaper  re- 
ports, and  Members  of  the  House  might, 
if  they  chose,  collect  those  reports.     But 
this  was  hardly  a  duty  that  ought  to  be 
imposed  on  Members.    It  was  important 
to  have  the  names  of  the  magiatratea, 
because  there  was  a  stipulation  aa  to  the 
legal  qualification  of  Kesident  Magis- 
trates, and  he  had  read  in  the  news- 
papers of  a  magistrate  who  g^ve  a  Tery 
strange  account  of   his   qualifications. 
The  objection  that  the  Return  was  not 
wide  enough  came  with  a  bad  grabe 
from  a  Government  which  also  objeoted 
that  it  was  too  wide.    Parliament  had 
given  exceptional  powers  to  the  £xeca- 
tive,  and  had  a  right  to  all  reasonable 
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knowledge  as  to  the  working  of  those 
powers. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
if  any  Memher  could  make  out  the  in- 
formation for  himself  surely  a  Govern- 
ment  clerk  could  readily  make  out  the 
Keturn,  send  it  to  the  printer,  and  have 
it  circulated.     It  would  not  cost  £5 
besides    the  time  of  the  Government 
official.    But  really  the  Ohief  Secretary 
desired  to  work  in  the  dark  as  much  as 
possible.     He  refused  on  the   ground 
that  these  magistrates  might  possibly 
be  subject  to  attacks  not  only  from  Irish 
Members  but  from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.    Well,  if  Besident  Magistrates 
were  not  to  be  open  to  the  criticism  of 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  what  were 
their  Parliamentary  institutions  worth  ? 
It  was  not  for  the  people  of  the  localities 
that  this  information  was  required ;  the 
names  and  actions  of  the  magistrates 
were  well  known  for  30  or  40  miles 
around  the  place  of  trial;  what  was 
wanted  was  information  in  an  authentic 
form,   so  that  electors  in  this  country 
might  form  their  judgment*  and  he  was 
sorry  the  Chief  Secretary  refused  official 
data  for  this  purpose. 

Mb.    T.    D.    SULLIVAN    (Dublin, 
College  Green)  said  he  should  like  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  having  the  conduct  of  the 
magistrates  attacked  ?    What  he  really 
did  mean  was  probably  that  he  objected 
to  having  their  conduct  criticized.    Was 
it   come  to  this— that  the  conduct  of 
Irish  magistrates  could  not  be  criticized 
by  the  House  of  Commons  ?  He  thought 
that  was  a  very  fair  subject  for  criticism, 
and,  indeed,  it  was  the  business  of  the 
House  to  criticize  such  conduct  where  it 
seeaied  open  to  censure.    If  the  conduct 
were  such  as  the  Ohief  Secretary  knew 
would   bear  criticism,  why  should  he 
fear  to  give  the  House  the  names  and 
qualifications  of  those  gentlemen  ?  With 
the   Speaker  in  the  Ohair,  surely  there 
need   be  no  fear  of  any  unfair  or  un- 
parliamentary attack?     It  was  not  to 
the  credit  of  the  Government  that  they 
tried  to  shield  those  gentlemen  from  the 
lig-ht  of  day  and  the  investigation  into 
their  conduct  that  would,  perhaps,  result 
from  the  laying  of  this  Keturn  before 
the    House.     It  spoke  very  badly  for 
those     gentlemen    and    their    conduct. 
Probably  they   were  afraid,    and   the 
Chief  Secretary  was  afraid,  and  they 
liad    gr^od  ri^ht  to  be  afraid  to  have 


their  conduct  subjected  to  discussion. 
As  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  they  knew 
all  about  it  only  too  well,  how  those 
gentlemen  had  been  discharging  their 
duty,  those  gentlemen  as  to  whose  legal 
qualifications  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
to  satisfy  himself.  On  other  points  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  certainly  satisfied 
himself;  he  had  assured  himself  how 
those  gentlemen  would  act  under  par- 
ticular circumstances,  and  he  had  not 
been  disappointed — they  had  certainly 
fulfilled  his  expectations.  It  was  not  to 
the  credit  of  the  Government  to  refuse 
this  information  ;  it  could  have  no  good 
effect  on  opinion  of  their  history  in  the 
Rouse  or  throughout  the  country. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  said,  the  grounds  of  the  objection  put 
forward  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  were 
wholly  insufficient  for  refusing  the  Re- 
turn. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  deny  that  it  was  the  right  of  the 
House  to  have  placed  before  it  all  the 
information  that  could  be  derived  from 
official  sources,  which  could  be  put  in  a 
compendious  form,  that  the  House  might 
j  udge  how  the  Ooercion  Act  was  working. 
The  Return  asked  for  would  supply 
valuable  material  to  that  end.  [Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub  dissented.]  With  great  de- 
ference, he  (Sir  Oharles  Russell)  enter- 
tained a  different  view  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  confessed  he  was  a 
little  at  a  loss  to  know  what  it  was  the 
Ohief  Secretary  was  conceding  and  what 
he  was  refusing,  because  he  gathered 
from  his  statement  there  were  two  points 
in  the  Return  to  which  he  took  excep- 
tion, giving  the  names  of  the  magistrates 
and  giving  the  names  and  ages  of  the 
accused.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub  again 
dissented.]  Well,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman certainly  expressed  objection  to 
giving  the  names  of  the  magistrates. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  given  a  specific 
reason  why  the  House  should  have  the 
names,  that  the  House  might  judge  of 
the  legal  attainments  of  those  gentle- 
men as  to  which  the  Lord  Ohancellor 
had  satisfied  himself.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
No ;  the  Lord  Lieutenant.]  Well,  if  it 
was  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  tlie  more  neces- 
sity to  have  these  data.  The  House  should 
know  the  names  in  conjunction  with  the 
particular  cases  with  which  the  magis- 
trates had  to  deal.  Those  gentlemen 
had  not  been  exercising  the  ordinary 
functions  of  magistrates ;  their  jurisdic- 
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tioa  had  in  a  majority  of  cases  super- 
seJed  the  action  of  juries  altogether. 
He  must  enter  a  serious  protest  against 
the  suggestion  that  the  conduct  of 
magistrates  and  even  of  Judges  was  not 
a  fit  subject  for  criticism  and  discussion 
in  the  House.  He  fully  admitted  the  ne- 
cessity— he  had  observed  the  rule  himself 
. — of  being  exceedingly  cautious  in  criti- 
cizing any  judicial  utterance  or  decision, 
but  he  denied  that  these  were  not  proper 
subjects  for  the  House  to  entertain.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  taken  credit  to  himself  for 
giving  the  Betum  of  Boycotting,  but 
under  this  head  the  House  had  reason 
to  be  grateful  for  very  small  mercies, 
for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  knew 
very  well  that  prosecutions  for  Boy- 
cotting never  had  before  assumed  the 
dimensions  they  promised  to  assume,  if 
they  had  not  already  assumed,  under 
the  Coercion  Act  of  last  year.  Finally, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
trouble  of  compiling  such  a  Beturn  as 
was  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  but  towards 
the  middle  of  January  he  saw  a  very 
clear  and  what  appeared  to  be  a 
correct  statement  of  the  kind  in  the 
columns  of  The  Freeman^ s  Journal,  It 
was  no  answer  to  say  that  hon.  Members 
could  collect  the  information  for  them-' 
selves.  Of  course  they  could  do  so,  with 
the  expenditure  of  time  and  labour,  but 
what  was  wanted  was  the  information 
in  a  compendious  form  that  would  be 
received  as  authentic.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  go  to  a  Division,  for 
no  substantial  reason  had  been  given  for 
refusing  the  Keturn 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary,  in  giving  his  reasons 
for  refusing  the  Eeturn,  had  made  an 
extraordinary  statement.  He  said  he 
objected  very  much  to  affording  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  the  opportu- 
nity of  criticizing  his  own  conduct,  for 
it  was  that  which  was  involved  with  the 
action  of  the  magistrates.  It  was  the 
policy  of  the  Executive  quite  as  much 
as  the  conduct  of  the  Eesident  Magis* 
trates  on  which  the  information  was 
needed.  One  of  the  most  important 
bearings  of  the  Keturn  would  be  upon 
the  principle  that  had  guided  the  Execu- 
tive in  their  selection  of  magistrates. 
He  maintained — and  it  was  a  most 
serious  charge  to  level  against  the  Exe- 
cutive— that  they  had  selected  men  to 
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discharge  those  exceptional  functions 
who  were  utterly  uneuited,  by  their  past 
history,  their  present  circumstances,  and 
their  terms  of  appointment,  for  the  just 
discharge  of  their  duty.  That  was  a 
charge  under  which  no  Executive  Go- 
vernment should  lie  without  an  attempt 
to  clear  itself.  The  charge  against  the 
Executive  was  that  they  had  selected 
men  to  act  as  magistrates  under  the 
Act  who  were  notorious  partizans,  and 
who  had  made  political  orations  show- 
ing that  they  were  not  impartial  ad- 
ministrators of  justice ;  and  those  men 
had  been  kept  on  the  run  from  week  to 
week,  going  from  one  county  to  an- 
other, each  doing  the  work  of  two  or 
three  magistrates,  because  they  could  be 
relied  upon  for  convictions.  If  that 
were  true — if  it  should  appear  on  the 
Keturn  that  certain  magistrates  tried  an 
outrageous  number  of  cases — then  that 
would  demand  an  explanation,  and  it 
was  more  for  criticism  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive  than  of  the  magistrates 
that  the  Keturn  was  required.  The 
plea  of  expense  was  absolutely  absurd. 
It  would  be  a  matter  of  ease  for  a  single 
clerk  to  compile  the  Keturn  in  a  day. 
The  information  was  probably  to  hand 
in  the  Castle ;  if  it  was  not,  it  was  only 
another  instance  of  tlie  incompetency  of 
the  system.  Another  objection  urged 
was  that  the  Opposition  might  attack 
the  conduct  of  the  magistrates ;  but  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shut  his  ejes 
to  the  fact  that  the  names  of  the  magis- 
trates were  published  in  the  news- 
papers, and  it  was  perfectly  competent 
for  anyone  to  use  the  scissors  and  collect 
the  information  ?  There  must  be  some- 
thing damaging  in  the  information  that 
the  Government  put  a  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  collecting  it.  The  object  of  the 
Keturn  was  to  give  the  information  the 
value  of  Parliamentary  authenticity; 
and  consequently,  both  in  that  House  and 
in  the  country.  Parliamentary  Ke turns, 
stamped  with  the  authority  of  official 
preparation,  had  greater  weight  than  a 
Keturn  obtained  from  other  sources. 
And  that  being  so,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  refusal  of  the  Government  con- 
veyed to  his  mind,  and  would  convey  to 
people  outside  the  House,  a  conviction 
that  with  the  details  which  were  refused 
there  were  some  details  which  the  Gd- 
vemment  would  have  great  difficulty  in 
explaining.  The  excuses  set  up  by  the 
Government  as  to  the  expense  and  the 
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difficulty  of  preparing  the  Eetam  was 
nothing  but  a  pretence  to  avoid  the  issue 
of  inconvenient  details. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  said,  that  while  he 
had  no  desire  to  continue  the  debate,  he 
wished  to  urge  on  the  Government  the 
advantage  which  would,  as  he  thought, 
accrue  to  tbem  in  publishing  a  Beturn 
of  that  kind.  He  presumed  that  the 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  recon- 
cile the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  law. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  his 
refusal  to  grant  this  Betum  would  have 
a  pacifying  and  conciliating  effect,  either 
in  this  country  or  in  Ireland  ?  He  did 
not  think  that  any  Government  which 
actually  refused  to  furnish  Parliament 
with  80  simple  a  thing  as  a  Betum 
jshowing  the  way  in  which  it  had  exer* 
oised  the  powers  vested  in  it  last  Session 
could  hope  to  satisfy  the  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  he 
would  not  give  the  names  of  the  magis- 
trates, or  the  ages  of  the  accused — 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  did  not  say 
anything  about  giving  the  ages  of  the 
accused. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  that  that  denial  then  disposed  of 
one  of  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  told  them  that  the 
Beturn  would  involve  great  labour  and 
expense ;  but  surely  it  would  not  add 
very  much  to  the  labour  or  cost  simply 
to  include  the  names  of  the  magistrates 
in  the  Beturn  he  was  willing  to  grant. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
BO  such  Beturn  had  ever  been  granted 
before ;  but  was  one  ever  asked  for  ?  He 
had  quoted  Earl  Spencer,  and  the  House 
were  constantly  being  told  that  Earl 
Spencer  did  not  do  one  thing  or  an- 
other. Well,  he  knew  a  good  deal  about 
Earl  Spencer,  and  he  ventured  to  assert 
that  he  would  have  been  ready  to  join 
with  them  that  night  in  urging  the 
Government  to  give  this  Beturn,  es- 
pecially in  face  of  the  fact  already 
alluded  to,  that  when  the  Act  was 
passed  the  House  insisted  on  obtain- 
ing frum  the  Government  assurances 
that  the  magistrates  employed  in  these 
cases  should  have  certain  qualifications. 
The  House  was  entitled  to  know  if 
the  Government  had  carried  out  those 
assurances;  and  they  could  best  dis- 
cover that  by  having  the  names  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates  who  had  dealt 
with  the  cases.    Did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman think  it  would  conduce  either  to 
the  satisfaction  of  public  feeling  in  that 
country  or  to  the  conciliation  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  the  present  law  if, 
on  the  ground  of  unwillingness  to  supply 
one  particular,  he  refused  a  Betum. 
which,  as  a  whole,  was  so  reasonable  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  did  equal  credit  to  his  head 
and  his  heart,  and  they  certainly  had 
not  had  a  more  valuable  one  for  a  long 
time.     It  could  only  give  rise  to  the 
suggestion  that  in  the  future  he  should 
answer  the  Questions,  and  allow  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman)  to  make 
his  speeches.    Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  refused  to  give  the  Betum 
solely  because  it  was  to  include  the 
names  of  the  magistrates.    But  would 
such  a  Betum  expose  information  which 
was  not  already  known  to  the  country  ? 
It  would  show  one  thing  certainly,  and 
that  was  that  there  had  been  certain 
magistrates  told  off  in  Ireland  for  that 
particular  work,  that  those  gentlemen 
had  been  cJiassied  to  distant  counties  for 
that  purpose.     What,  he  would  like  to 
know,   had  become  of  Captain  Butler, 
Mr.  Crotty,  and  a  number  of  other  gen- 
tlemen, who  had  disagreed  with  gentle- 
men like  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  ?    Why,  they 
had  been  sent  to  the  Irish  Botany  Bay 
— to  some  distant  quarter  in  Connaught, 
while  the  true   and  tried    and   trusty 
members  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Irish  administration  were  set  to  do  their 
work.      The  Betum   would   show   the 
House  that  it  was  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  who 
had  been  sent  here,  there,  and  every- 
where to  impose  sentences  of  a  month's 
imprisonment;    and  that  was  the  real 
objection  to   granting  the  information 
asked  for.     He  would  be  told  that  Earl 
Spencer  appointed  many  of  the  Besi- 
dent Magistrates.  So  he  did;  but  where 
were  they  now  ?    They  were  in  Ulster 
and  other  parts  of  Ireland,  where  they 
were  not  likely  to  deal  with  cases  under 
the  Coercion  Act.     Captain  Butler  was 
'considered  so  good  an  officer  hy  Earl 
Spencer  that  he  was  placed  in  charge  of 
the  police  arrangements  when  the  Prince 
of  Wales  visited  Ireland;  but  neither 
he  nor  any  of  the  type  of  men  in  whom 
the  public  and  the  Irish  people  had 
some  reason  to  feel  confidence  was  ope- 
rating under  the  Crimes  Act.     Instead, 
Captain  Keogh  was  brought  down  to 
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hunt  in  the  same  ooyers  as  Mr.  Oeoil 
Boche,  and  those  two  gentlemen  were 
working  continually  together,  like  the 
blades  of  a  pair  of  scissors.  The  Irish 
Members  had  the  best  of  reasons  for 
knowing  how  Earl  Spencer  worked  his 
Grimes  Act ;  but  it  was  never  adminis- 
tered in  the  way  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  was 
working  his  Act.  In  Earl  Spencer's 
days  the  Act  was  worked  fairly,  and  in 
only  two  or  three  cases  had  they  reason 
to  allege  that  it  was  improperly  ap- 
plied, while  the  magistrates  were  not 
moved  from  one  place  to  another  in 
order  to  obtain  conylctions ;  but  under 
this  Act  the  Itesident  Magistrates  were 
like  moyable  gallows,  these  gentlemen 
were  constituted  Judge,  jury  and  all, 
and  they  went  about  from  one  county 
to  another,  sending  people  to  gaol. 
He  was  amused  to  hear  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary urge  that  those  gentlemen's  actions 
should  not  be  criticized ;  surely  they 
had  deyeloped  into  very  sensitive  plants. 
They  knew  of  cases  where  sentences  had 
been  imposed  and  theGourt  of  Exchequer 
had  subsequently  found  that  there  was 
no  evidence  to  justify  the  conviction  by 
a  man  of  whose  legal  knowledge  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  had  to  satisfy  him- 
self. Was  his  Lordship  still  satisfied 
with  that  particular  magistrate's  legal 
knowledge  ?  As  to  the  point  of  expense, 
that  could  not  be  pleaded,  for  it  would 
not  be  so  very  expensive  to  insert  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche's  name  at  the  top  of  the 
column  and  below  it  put  '* ditto"  all 
down  the  list.  The  only  real  objection 
then  was  that  of  criticism,  and  he  would 
ask  were  the  Resident  Magistrates  to  be 
shielded  from  that  more  than  anybody 
else  ?  Were  they  ashamed  of  the  men 
they  had  appointed?  Were  they 
ashamed  of  Captain  Segrave,  the  dis- 
missed Army  man  from  South  Africa ; 
were  they  ashamed  of  the  fact  that  the 
magistrate  who  sentenced  Mr.  Blunt 
had  had  judgment  signed  against  him 
by  tradesmen  for  several  thousands  of 
pounds?  Let  the  Chief  Secretary  re- 
member that  he  must  have  dirty  instru- 
ments to  do  his  dirty  work.  If  the 
Government  insisted  in  their  refusal  let 
the  country  take  notice  of  the  fact.  It 
was  not  only  they  insisted  on  working 
the  Act,  but  they  wanted  to  stab  in  the 
dark,  and  he  believed  that  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  produce 
consternation  even  in  the  ranks  of  his 
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faithful  followers,  who  would  see  how 
men's  liberty  and  lives  were  being  taken 
by  an  irresponsible  set  of  administrators. 
[**  Order,  order! 'H  He  was  referring, 
of  course,  to  the  Kesident  Magistrates, 
and  not  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  of  whose  value  he  was  fully 
aware.  Under  these  circumstances, 
would  the  Chief  Secretary  declare  in  the 
face  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  he 
refused  information  which  could  be 
obtained  from  the  newspapers  ?  If  he 
did,  the  country  would  know  that  the 
refusal  was  due  to  the  fact  that  he 
feared  to  give  it  because  his  own  Party 
would  be  ashamed  of  what  it  disclosed. 
Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
inflict  a  speech  upon  the  House  of  any 
length,  but  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  objection  to  publishing  the  names 
of  the  Resident  Magistrates  was  a  bad 
one,  because  those  names  were  already 
notorious.  A  few  nights  previously  he 
ventured  in  that  House  to  charge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  having  used 
the  most  odious  magistrates  in  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
he  could  now  assert  that  the  majority 
of  the  convictions  were  made  by  two 
particular  magistrates.-  This  being  a 
notorious  fact,  what  reason  was  there 
for  the  Government  to  refuse  the  Return? 
The  House  wanted  the  information  in  a 
succinct  and  tabulated  form  for  the 
purposes  of  argument.  Had  the  magis- 
trates of  the  different  districts  been 
allowed  to  deal  with  cases  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  there  would  not  have  been 
BO  much  cause  for  complaint,  but  what 
had  been  dune  was  that  magistrates 
most  offensively  unpopular  in  Ireland 
had  been  used  to  work  the  Act.  Let 
him  explain  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued.  Captain  Butler  and  Mr.  Con- 
sidine  sat  together  on  a  case  under  the 
Crimes  Act ;  they  had  some  of  the  Gleu- 
beigh  tenants  before  them.  They  differed 
in  opinion.  Mr.  Considine  was  for  a 
conviction  and  Captain  Butler  was  in 
favour  of  an  acquittal.  He  had  already 
alleged,  and  it  had  not  been  contradioted, 
that  Mr.  Butler,  as  a  punishment  for 
that,  was  transferred  to  the  district  of 
Cahariciveen,  and  he  had  never  since  been 
allowed  to  deal  with  cases  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  He  was  prepared  to  allege, 
further,  that  the  magistrates  employed 
under  the  Act  found  it  a  very  remunera- 
tive employment  indeed,  or  out  of  the 


Question  put. 

The  Hoaee  divided: — Ayes  92;  Noes 
134  :  Majoritj  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  70.) 

INTEE^fEDIATE      EDUCATION      (WALES) 
(kO.  2)    BILL. 

Op  Motion  of  Mr.  Konyon,  Bill  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Intermediate  Education  in  Wales, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Kenyon,  Sir 
John  Puleston,  Mr.  Swetenham,  Mr.  Walah, 
and  Admiral  Mayne. 

BiMpretefiUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  136.] 

8T£AM  EWaiNES  AND  B0ILEB8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fenwick,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  examination  of  persona  haying  charge 


of  Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  on  land,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fen  wick,  Mr.  William 
Crawford,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  William  Abraham 
(Olamorgan),  Mr.  Pickard,  and  Mr.  Arthur 
Ackland. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  137.] 

SOLIOITO&S   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Maurice  Healy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  for  the  regulation  of  the  pro- 
fession of  Solicitors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Reynolds, 
Mr.  0*Uea,  Mr.  M*Gartan,  and  Mr.  0*Doherty. 
BiUpreeeniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  140.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minates 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  22nd  February ,  1888. 
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salaries  they  receiyed  they  could  not 
keep  up  the  great  establishments  they 
did.  Mr.  Cecil  Boohe  had  in  Tralee 
a  mansion  which  it  cost  his  predecessor 
£10,000  a-year  to  maintain,  yet  Mr. 
Boche  had  only  a  salary  of  £300  per 
annum.  How  did  he  keep  up  the  estab- 
lishment except  that  he  made  a  large 
amount  out  of  his  allowance  for  travel- 
ling expenses  ?  The  fact  was,  that  by 
means  of  those  allowances  he  doubled 
and  tripled  his  salary — aye,  he  even 
quadrupled  his  income,  and  thus  the 
National  Exchequer  maintained  his 
large  establishment.  Captain  Butler 
had  only  been  employed  in  one  case 
under  the  Crimes  Act — the  temperate 
men,  the  even-minded  men,  the  men 
who,  in  the  worst  phases  of  Liberal 
Coercion  Acts,  gave  the  Irish  people  no 
cause  for  complaint,  those  men  had 
not  been  used  m  the  administration  of 
this  Act — it  was  only  new,  fiery-brained 
men  who  would  make  most  villainous 
accusations  against  the  prisoners  they 
were  trying,  who  would  convict  and 
chuck  them  into  gaol,  who  would  baton 
the  people  who  accompanied  prisoners 
to  the  gaol,  those  were  the  only  men 
who  had  been  used  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. He  should  be  sorry  to  give  ex- 
pression to  the  theory  tnat  a  day  of 
reckoning  would  come  when  those  men 
would  be  brought  to  account  for  their 
deeds ;  he  hoped  there  would  be  no  lin- 
gering sense  of  revenge  remaining  in 
the  minds  of  any  of  the  Irish  people ; 
but  he  warned  the  Government  that 
by  refusing  this  Keturn  they  would  in- 
crease the  dissatisfaction  of  the  people. 
Were  they  afraid  of  the  truth  ?  Were 
they  afraid  of  the  consequences  of  an 
exposure  of  their  own  acts  ?  He  would 
say  no  more. 


MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Memiibr  Sworn  — Ths 
Right  honble.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks- 
Beach,  baronet,  for  Bristol  Borough  (West 
Division). 

Select  Committee  —  Rating  and  Yaloation 
(Scotland),  appointed. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Heading  — 
Habitual  Drunkards  Act  (1879)  Amend- 
ment •  [141];  Official  Trustee  •  [142j. 

Second  Beading— Crofien  Holdings  (Scotland) 
Act  (1886)  Amendment  [68],  negatived; 
Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  [68],  negatived, 

OR  DUES   OF  THE  DA  Y. 


ADDRESS    IN   ANSWl^R    TO   HER    MA. 

JESTY»S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[adjourned  debate.]    [tenth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  February]. — 
[See  page  64.] 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION  (SCOT- 
LAND).- RESOLUTION. 
Mb.  ANDEE80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, at  the  end  of  the  Address,  to  insert 
the  following  words  :— 

"  Humbly  to  represent  to  Her  Majesty  that 
owing  to  the  great  fall  in  the  value  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  the  payment  of  rents  in  IScot- 
land  fixed  before  such  fall  has  in  many  cases 
become  impossible,  and  that,  by  reason  of  many 
landlords  not  having  made  any  reduction  of 
rents  or  having  made  reductions  wholly  inade- 
quate, great  loss,  in  some  cases  amounting  to 
ruin,  is  being  incurred  by  occnpiers  of  land, 
and  to   pray  that,  by  the   creation  of    some 
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competent  tritiiinal  or  otherwise,  steps  may  be 
taken  to  relieve  the  occupiers  of  agricultural 
land  from  the  serious  consequences  above 
mentioned." 

He  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing to  the  notice  of  the  House  a  question 
connected  with  the  condition  of  ag^cul- 
ture  in  Scotland  which  he  conceived  to 
be  of  very  great  importance.  He  did  so 
with  great  humility,  but  with  less  re- 
luctance, owing  to  a  paragraph  which 
appeared  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech,  and  which  he  thought  was 
intended  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  invite  on  the  part  of  Members  of  that 
House  any  suggestions  they  might  think 
desirable,  with  the  view  of  bringing 
before  the  Government  and  the  House 
remedial  measures  for  the  prevailing 
distress  in  agricultural  industry.  He 
thought  he  should  be  able  shortly  to 
satisfy  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  House  that  the  matters  which  were 
embraced  in  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper  would  effect  that 
object.  The  rise  of  rent  in  this  country 
during  the  past  century  had  been  enor- 
mous, and  he  believed  it  would  be  inte- 
resting if  he  were  to  inform  the  House  at 
the  outset  what  the  rise  in  agricultural 
rent  had  been  in  the  three  countries — 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  of  the  increase  of 
rent  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  well  known 
that  rents  there  had  been  enormously 
reduced ;  but  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  astonished  to  find  that  in  the 
past  century  the  proportion  of  increase 
in  the  rent  of  Scotland  had  been  much 
greater  than  in  England  or  Ireland.  It 
appeared  from  Mul hall's  Book  of  Statis- 
tics that  the  agricultural  rent  of  Ireland 
in  1780  was  £5,300,000  ;  in  1884  it  had 
risen  to  £9,9^2,000,  an  increase  of  not 
quite  100  per  ceut.  The  agricultural  rent 
of  England  in  1780  was  £16,900,000;  in 
1884  it  had  risen  to  £47,955,000,  or  an 
increase  of  somewhere  about  275  per 
cent.  But  when  he  came  to  Scotland  he 
found  in  1780  the  agricultuial  rental 
was  £1,200,000;  whereas,  in  1880,  it 
had  risen  to  £7,705,000,  showing  an 
increase  of  over  600  per  cent.  The 
House  must  be  startled  by  this  compa- 
rison of  the  increase  in  rental  in  England 
and  Scotland ;  but  certain  figures  were 
startling.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  this  increase  was  due  mainly  to  two 
causes.  In  the  first  instance,  he  attributed 
it,  to  a  great  extent,  to  the  existence  of 
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leases  in  Scotland.  It  had  been  the 
practice  and  the  habit  during  the  past 
century  to  give  leases  in  Scotland, 
and  the  tenant  farmers  had  displayed 
much  zeal  and  skill  in  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil.  Therefore,  as  their 
leases  came  to  an  end  it  was  found 
that  the  ground  under  cultivation  had 
been  rendered  more  valuable,  and 
the  landlord  put  up  the  leases  in 
many  cases  to  the  highest  bidder,  the 
effect  of  which  had  been  to  enhance  the 
value  of  land  acquired  during  the  last 
century.  The  result  had  been  an  enor- 
mously increased  rental  by  what  he 
ventured  to  think  were  unfair  means, 
because  this  state  of  affairs  had  mainly 
been  brought  about  by  the  tenants'  own 
improvements,  although,  no  doubt,  the 
landlords  of  Scotland  had  contributed 
considerably  to  the  increased  value  of 
agricultural  land.  According  to  the 
Duke  of  Argyll,  they  were  the  chief 
contributors  to  that  increased  value,  be- 
cause, in  a  work  upon  Scotland  past  and 
present,  the  noble  Duke  asserted  that 
mind,  represented  by  the  landlords,  had 
much  more  to  do  with  the  matter  than 
muscle,  represented  by  the  tenant  farmers 
and  labourers.  He  (Mr.  Anderson),  on 
the  other  hand,  ventured  to  think  that 
the  increase  in  the  value  of  these  farms 
had  been  brought  about  by  the  skill  and 
capital  of  the  tenants,  and  the  result  had 
been  that  as  each  lease  came  to  an  end 
an  additional  rent  was  charged.  When 
that  fact  was  borne  in  mind,  he  thought 
the  House  would  have  less  reluctance 
in  dealing  with  his  Amendment.  He 
wished  now  to  refer  to  what  had  hap- 
pened during  the  last  few  years  affect- 
ing rents  which  had  been  so  abnormally 
increased.  Unhappily,  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  go  into  statistics 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  great 
decrease  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
price  of  agricultural  produce,  because 
that  was  admitted  on  all  hands.  It  was 
acknowledged  to  have  been  excessive. 
He  would,  however,  for  a  moment  call 
attention  to  a  valuable  document  pre- 
pared by  the  Moray  shire  Farmers'  Olub — 
one  of  the  counties  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  In  October  last, 
BO  severe  had  become  the  pressure  on 
agriculture  that  the  Farmers'  Club  met 
to  consider  the  extent  to  which  there 
had  been  a  fall  in  the  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce  of  all  kinds,  and  also  the 
important  question  to  which  his  Amend- 
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ment  was  directed — namelj,  what  reduc- 
tion of  rents  it  was  necessary  to  make 
in  regard  to  leases  fixed  some  years  ag^. 
That  Beport  dealt  largely  with  figures 
and  fact-s  for  a  period  of  years  up  to 

1886.  He  would  take,  first  of  aU,  the 
15  years  up  to  1881,  and  deal  with  the 
average  prices  during  that  period ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  he  would  show  what 
had  been  the  fall  in  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce  between  1 881  and  1886, 
as  compared  with  the  average  of 
prices  during  the  15  years  to  1881. 
Taking  first  of  all  the  case  of  wheat,  in 
those  five  years  there  bad  been  a  depre- 
ciation of  30  per  cent ;  in  the  price  of 
barley,  25  per  cent ;  of  oats,  17  per  cent ; 
and  beet,  14  per  cent.  That  was  the 
first  table.  He  would  now  take  20  years 
up  to  and  including  1886,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  comparing  the  average  prices  of 
agricultural  produce  during  those  20 
years  with  the  prices  which  existed  in 

1887.  The  result  in  that  case  was  that 
the  average  prices  in  the  20  years  up  to 
1886,  compared  with  the  prices  in  1887, 
showed  a  depreciation  in  cereals  of  30 

Eer  cent ;  in  beef,  14  per  cent ;  in  second 
eef,  22  per  cent;  in  mutton,  20  per 
cent;  in  second  mutton,  22  per  cent;  in 
pork,  25  per  cent ;  in  milk,  30  per  cent ; 
in  butter,  33  percent;  in  hay,  17  per 
cent ;  in  potatoes,  50  per  cent ;  in  wool, 
33  per  cent ;  and  40  per  cent  in  horses ; 
showing  a  great  reduction  throughout 
the  whole  range  of  agricultural  produce. 
It  necessarily  followed  from  that,  as  the 
Eeport  of  the  Morayshire  Farmers'  Olub 
went  on  to  say,  that  a  large  reduction 
of  rent  must  take  place.  The  Report 
pointed  out — 

"  That  the  Committeo,  after  considering  the 
whole  circumstances,  are  of  opinion  that  to 
establish  the  same  relative  position  that  existed 
'  between  the  owner  and  cultivators  during  the 
period  under  review  a  reduction  of  more  than 
50  per  cent  would  require  to  be  made  ;  and,  to 
maxe  farms  workable  without  serious  loss,  a 
redaction  of  at  least  33  per  cent  on  the  average 
would  require  to  bs  made  on  all  suoh  rents." 

He  might  inform  the  House  that  that 
Keport  had  been  considered  by  33  agri- 
cultural associations  in  Scotland  up  to 
the  beginning  of  the  present  year,  and 
every  one  of  them,  with  one  exception, 
which  was  of  a  rather  singular  nature, 
because  it  recommended  Protection — 
with  that  one  exception,  all  agreed  with 
the  conclusion  at  which  the  Farmers' 
Club  had  arrived.  There  existed,  there- 
fore, a  large  body  of  evidence  from  the 


Farmers'  Olubs  of  Scotland  to  show 
that  they  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  a  reduction  of  this  kind  was 
necessary.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  that  was  all  the  evidence 
before  the  House,  because  many  hon. 
Members  who  owned  land  in  England 
were  quite  aware  that  a  reduction  of 
rent  even  higher  than  50  per  cent  had 
in  many  cases  been  made.  He  believed 
that  the  reduction  of  agricultural  rents 
in  England  would  be  found  to  be  very 
much  larger  —  at  any  rate,  quite  as 
large — all  round  as  the  50  and  33  per 
cent  suggested  in  the  Beport.  It  was  con* 
olusively  proved  that  in  order  to  put  the 
farmer  in  a  fair  position,  so  that  he 
might  make  a  profit  out  of  his  farm,  the 
rents  must  come  down  to  this  extent. 
He  now  came  to  the  point  to  which  his 
Amendment  was  chiefly  directed.  He 
had  heard  it  stated  yesterday  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald),  and  also  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
that  in  Scotland  and  England  the  land- 
lords had  fairly  met  their  tenants,  and 
that  the  necessary  reduction  of  rent  had 
been  made.  He  had  heard  a  similar 
statement  made  before  in  that  House. 
He  regretted  to  say  that  it  was  not  a 
correct  statement  of  afiPairs.  It  was 
unquestionable — as  he  should  satisfy  the 
House  by  figures  very  shortly — that  in 
Scotland  such  was  not  the  case.  He 
quite  admitted  that  in  England  it  had 
been  done  to  some  extent,  and  it  had 
been  done  for  this  reason — that  the 
landlords  had  no  other  alternative.  In 
England  the  farms  were  held  chiefly 
under  yearly  tenancy,  and  a  tenant  was 
at  liberty  to  give  up  his  farm  without 
much  trouble.  In  Scotland,  owing  to 
the  system  of  leases,  the  landlord  had 
the  farmer  fast  by  the  bond  he  had 
signed  for  so  many  years.  Unfortu- 
nately, he  had  taken  advantage  of  this 
bond  to  refuse,  in  many  oases,  to  make 
the  reductions  which  in  England  the 
landlords  had  been  compelled  to  make, 
because  they  felt  that  if  they  did  not 
make  them  their  land  would  be  left 
unoccupied.  In  Scotland  the  existence 
of  leases  had  been  used  as  a  weapon  for 
increasing  the^alue  of  agricultural  land 
abnormally,  and  extorting  from  the 
tenant  a  rent  whicli  the  land  could  not 
and  ought  not  to  bear.  The  effect  of 
that  system   had   been  most   serious. 
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He  would  give .  some  examples  to 
illuetrate  what  he  meant.  It  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  give  them  from 
different  parts  of  Scotland ;  he  would, 
therefore,  confine  the  illustrations  to 
the  two  counties  he  represented.  .The 
Eeport  of  the  Morayshire  Farmers'  Olub 
was  published  and  circulated  to  the 
proprietors  last  October,  and  it  might 
have  been  thought  that,  after  seeing 
it,  they  would  have  made  liberal  re- 
ductions in  the  direction  to  which  it 
pointed.  Now,  what  had  been  the  re- 
ductions ?  First  of  all,  he  would  say  that 
of  the  leases  now  in  existence  many  of 
them  had  been  made  before  1880 — 
before  there  was  any  idea  of  the  great 
depreciation  in  prices  which  would  take 
place.  On  three  estates — those  of  the 
Duke  of  Bichmond,  liord  Oawdor,  and 
Sir  George  Grant — reductions  had  been 
made  ranging  from  20  to  30  per  cent. 
Next  came  another  range  of  reduc- 
tions from  10  to  15  per  cent,  in- 
cluding the  estates  of  Lord  Moray,  Lady 
Seafield,  Lord  Fife,  Mr.  Brodie  of  Brodie, 
and  Major  Hose.  He  believed  that  on 
some  of  these  estates,  notably  those  of 
Lord  Fife  and  the  Earl  of  Seafield, 
larger  reductions  had  been  made  in 
individual  cases;  but  10  to  15  per 
cent  was  the  general  reduction.  He 
now  came  to  another  class,  which  was 
a  very  extraordinary  one,  though 
he  regretted  to  say  it  was  a  very 
numerous  one  in  Scotland,  in  which 
reductions  had  been  made  of  5  to 
7  per  cent,  but  coupled  with  this 
extraordinary  condition,  to  which  he  in- 
vited the  attention  of  the  House — that 
the  tenant,  in  order  to  get  the  reduction, 
must  give  up  his  rights  under  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  Bearing  in 
mind  that  these  rights  were  of  great 
value,  it  was  undoubtedly  a  strange 
position  for  a  landlord  to  take  up,  that 
when  he  found  his  tenants  in  great  dis- 
tress, and  in  great  difficulty  in  scraping 
up  the  rent,  he  should  say,  in  order  to 
make  a  miserable  reduction  of  5  per 
cent — ''You  must  give  up  your  rights 
under  the  Agricultural  'foldings  Act." 
He  was  told  that  that  had  taken 
place  on  two  estates,  one  in  Morayshire 
and  one  in  Nairnshire,  and  he  had 
been  informed  by  Members  of  that 
House  and  persons  from  other  parts  of 
Scotland  that  it  was  a  common  condi- 
tion made  by  the  landlords  in  giving 
reductions  of  rent.    AU  he  could   say 
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was  that  he  did  not  think  that  words 
could  be  found  strong  enough  to  con- 
demn the  conduct  of  landlords  who 
insisted  on  a  condition  of  that  kind,  and 
he  believed  that  it  was  altogether  illegal. 
The  object  of  the  Legislature  in  passing 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  was  to 
give  the  tenants  the  benefit  of  that  Act, 
and  the  36th  clause  prohibited  any  con* 
tract  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
deprive  the  tenant  of  the  adyantages 
he  obtained  under  that  Act.  He  was 
therefore  glad  to  think  that  these  condi- 
tions would  not  hold  water  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  He  now  came  to  another  class 
which  was  lower  than  this — namely,  the 
landlords  who  had  made  no  reduction  at 
all.  He  thought  the  figures  he  had 
already  given  would  astonish  English 
owners;  but  he  might  tell  the  House 
that  on  a  large  estate  in  Morayshire,  of 
more  than  40,000  acres,  not  one  shilling 
reduction  of  rent  had  been  made  after 
the  publication  of  this  Beport.  He 
believed  that  had  occurred  on  the  estates 
of  Sir  William  Gordon  Gumming  and 
Mr.  Frazer  Tytler,  and  other  holdings. 
On  all  the  estates  where  only  small  reduc- 
tions had  been  made,  and  where  none 
had  been  made  at  all,  he  knew,  from  per- 
sonal communication  with  some  tenants, 
that  they  had  been  brought  to  the  very 
brink  of  ruin.  That  must  inevitably  be 
so.  It  was  the  condition  of  affairs  even 
where  reductions  of  10  to  15  per  cent 
had  been  made.  Every  hon.  Member 
acquainted  with  the  cultivation  of  the 
land  in  these  times  of  agricultural  de- 
pression must  know  that  it  was  perfectly 
idle  to  give  a  reduction  of  10  and  15  per 
cent.  Therefore,  a  very  large  class  of 
tenants  must  be  suffering  enormously, 
especially  those  to  whom  no  concessions 
had  been  made  by  the  landlords.  If  he 
succeeded  in  establishing  these  facts, 
surely  the  House  would  have  before 
them  a  problem  which  well  deserved 
their  attention,  because  if  agpricultural 
depression  continued,  and  no  relief  was 
eiven,  the  farmers  must  inevitably  be 
driven  into  bankruptcy.  Hon.  Members 
had  discussed  the  question  whether  this 
was  a  temporary  matter.  Unfortunately, 
agricultural  depression  had  noiv  been 
going  on  for  a  long  series  of  years,  and 
there  were  causes  at  work  which  seemed 
to  baffle  altogether  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Government  to  ascertain — causes  which 
still  kept  the  agricultural  industry  in  its 
present  state,  and  prices,  instead  of  show- 
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ing  any  proflpeot  of  incrc^ase,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  had  a  tendency  in  a  downward 
direction.     This  state  of  things  had  now 
been  going  on  for  a  great  number  of 
years,  and  was  likely  to  continue.  Then, 
what  was  to  be  the  condition  of  the 
tenants  ?    Were  they  to  be  left  to  the 
tender  mercy  of  the  landlords,  many  of 
whom  were  exacting  from  them,  under 
the  terms  of  their  leases,  a  rent  which 
never  ought  to  be  paid  ?   That  was  the 
question  to  which  he  invited  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons.    It  was 
a  question  of  great  importance,  because 
it  involved  the  existence  of  men  who 
were  deserving  of  every  consideration. 
He  thought  the  House  would  have  no 
difficulty  in   forming  an  opinion    that 
some  relief  should  be  given  to  them. 
No  doubt  he  would  be  asked — *'  What  do 
you  propose  to  do  ?"     That  was  a  ques- 
tion he  was  bound  to  answer,  and  it 
would  be  seen  that,  in  the  Amendment, 
he  referred  to  the  creation  of  a  tribunal 
for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  rent  in  case 
of  a  dispute  between   a  landlord  and 
tenant.     The  Beport  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred dealt  with  the  question  of  what 
was  to  be  done,  and  it  referred  to  the 
breaking  of  leases.     The  breaking  of 
leases  had  been  considered  by  many  of 
the  agricultural  associations,  and  had  met 
with  considerable  favour ;  but  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  it  was  a  difficult 
question  to  deal  with.    It  might  be  a 
solution,  but  yet  it  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  rather  strong  and  sharp  measure,  and 
if  be  could  see  his  way  to  give  some  re- 
lief to  the  tenant  without  going  to  that 
extent    he     would    prefer    to    do    so. 
Another  suggestion  was  that  there  should 
be  a  sliding  scale  of  rents.    There  was 
a  great  deal  to   be  said  for  that,  be- 
cause it  had  the  advantage  that  in  good 
times  the  rent  would  bo  raised  in  favour 
of  the  landlords ;  whereas,  in  bad  times, 
it  would  be  reduced  according  to  the 
decreased  price  of  produce.    The  prac- 
tice of  fixing  rents  by  a  sliding  scale  had 
certainly  this   advantage,    and  it  had 
been  adopted  in  some  parts  of  Scotland. 
Stilly  it  was  a  question  of  great  difficulty, 
and  would  have  to  be  carefully  examined 
before  it  was  adopted.    Another  course, 
which  was  the  one  he  suggested  in  his 
Amendment,   was   that   some  tribunal 
should  be  created,  on  the  lines  of  the  Crof- 
ters' Commission.  They  had  in  Scotland 
already  a  tribunal  which  had  done  ad- 
mirable work.    Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 


ment  admitted  that  the  Orofters'  Oom- 
mission  had  done  good  service  to  the 
small  tenants  of  Scotiand ;  and,  if  so,  why 
should  not  the  principle  of  the  Crofters' 
Act  be  extended  first  of  all  to  small 
tenants  ?  At  present  the  Crofters'  Act 
dealt  only  with  smell  tenants  up  to  £30 
a-year.  He  wanted  to  know  why  the 
principle  of  that  Act  should  not  be  ex-* 
tended  to  all  the  small  tenants  of  Scot- 
land ?  Why  should  it  be  limited  to  the 
small  tenants  in  the  crofter  counties? 
It  was  difficult  to  see  why  it  should  not 
be  extended  to  tenants  who  paid  ahigher 
rent.  In  Scotland  there  were  55.000 
tenants  who  held  under  50  acres.  Now, 
he  could  not  conceive  that  there  should 
be  any  difficulty  in  extending  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Crofters'  Act  to  all  these  small 
holdings.  The  holdings  between  50  and 
100  acres  amounted  to  10,000,  and  there 
were  15,000  tenants  who  held  over  100 
acres.  In  the  counties  where  the  Crofters' 
Act  had  been  applied  it  had  had  a  most 
beneficial  effect,  and  the  extension  of  the 
Act  would  have  a  similar  beneficial 
effect.  He  would  give  to  the  House  an 
example  of  its  operation.  The  House 
would  probably  be  aware  that  the 
Crofters'  Act  applied  to  Inverness,  but 
did  not  extend  to  Morayshire.  It  so 
happened  that  the  Countess  of  Seafield 
had  large  estates  both  in  Morayshire 
and  Inverness.  She  had  made  in 
Morayshire  a  reduction  of  10  to  15 
per  cent.  But  the  other  day  it  was 
made  known  that  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission were  about  to  visit  Inverne&i, 
and  a  number  of  the  tenants  gave 
notice  to  Lady  Seafield  that  they  in- 
tended to  apply  to  have  their  rents 
fixed.  The  factor  of  Lady  Seafield  went 
to  them  and  said — ^'I  will  give  you  a 
reduction  of  15  per  cent ; "  but  they  re- 
plied— ''No;  they  were  looking  for  a 
reduction  of  30  per  cent."  After  a 
little  bm'gaining,  rather  than  g^o  before 
the  Crofters'  Commission,  the  factor 
agreed  to  give  every  tenant  a  reduction 
of  30  per  cent.  That  illustrated  the  ad- 
mirable effect  of  legislation  of  that  kind. 
But  it  also  illustrated  the  great  hard- 
ship inflicted  upon  Lady  Seafield's 
tenants  in  other  parte  of  the  country  who 
^d  not  possess  the  means  of  bringing 
down  the  unfair  rents  they  were  now 
paying  to  a  proper  level.  He  therefore 
maintained  that  what  he  suggested  in 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  applica- 
tion of  that  Act  was  only  fair  and  rea- 
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eonable.  The  Act  itself  had  worked 
well  already,  and  would,  if  adopted, 
prevent  great  abuses  in  the  country. 
So  far  as  the  large  tenants  were  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  imagine  that  there 
would  be  any  great  difficulty.  He  had 
referred  to  the  yarious  suggestions 
which  had  been  made  for  dealing  with 
the  question — namely,  the  breaking  of 
the  leases,  as  some  of  the  agricultural 
associations  suggested,  creating  a  tri> 
bunal  to  fix  fair  rents,  and  having  a 
sliding  scale  of  rent.  He  wished  to 
point  out  that  after  voting  for  his 
Amendment  the  House  would  not  be 
pledged  to  any  particular  form  of  relief. 
All  the  Amendment  declared  was  that 
the  circumstances  were  such  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  affairs  eome  attempt 
ought  to  be  made,  either  by  creating  a 
Board  of  Valuers  or  otherwise,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  relief  to  the  tenants. 
He  could  not  help  saying  that,  unless 
something  of  that  kind  were  done,  he 
foresaw  a  terrible  time  in  the  future  for 
the  tenants  who  had  nothing  before 
them  but  absolute  and  total  ruin.  He 
did  not  wish  to  use  bard  words  with 
regard  to  the  landlords.  There  were  a 
great  many  good  landlords;  but  there 
were,  unfortunately,  some  landlords  who 
would  get  the  uttermost  they  could  out 
of  their  tenants.  For  them  he  had  no 
sympathy  whatever,  and  he  was  sure 
that  no  hon.  Member  in  that  House 
would  sympathize  with  them.  They 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  justice  to  the  tenants.  There 
was  another  class — and  he  was  afraid  it 
was  a  large  class — who  said  that  they 
could  not  make  reductions  from  very 
peculiar  circumstances.  When  good 
times  existed,  they  expected  those  good 
times  to  go  on  ;  and,  thinking  that  the 
existing  rents  would  always  be  paid, 
enormous  charges  had  been  put  upon 
their  estates  in  making  provisions  for 
younger  children  and  jointures  for 
widows.  In  the  case  of  an  estate  in 
Morayshire,  he  was  told  that  the  estate 
was  so  encumbered  by  the  various 
charges  which  had  been  placed  upon  it, 
that  very  little  was  left  for  the  landlord 
to  live  upon.  Of  course  that  state  of 
things  was  very  serious,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was  a  matter 
which  ought  to  engage  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  No  doubt 
it  was  a  difficult  problem  to  deal  with. 
He  fully  admitted  that  it  was  a  matter 
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of  great  difficulty ;  but  he  had  always 
understood  that  statesmen  were  brought 
into  the  world  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  these  questions  of  difficulty.  It 
was  not  necessary  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reduction  of  the  interest  on 
mortgages,  seeing  that  it  was  discussed 
last  year  in  the   debate  on  the  Irish 
Land  Bill.    There  was  much  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  reducing  the  interest  on 
mortgages  and  of  reducing  the  interest 
on  the  permanent  charges  on  land.    His 
proposition,  however,   did  not  involve 
that  difficult  problem.     His  case  was 
that   the    House   ought   not  to   allow 
a  large  class  of  tenants  to  be  ruined, 
simply  because  interest  bad  to  be  paid 
on  certain  encumbrances.     It  was  much 
more  important  to  prevent  the  tenants 
from  being  ruicred,  and  the   whole  of 
their  capital  being  taken  away  without 
being  guided  by  the  interests  of  other 
persons  in  reference  to  mortgages.    He 
trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  look  upon  the  question  fairly,  and 
regard  it  as  one  of  great  importance  to 
Scotland.     He  did  not  bring  it  before 
the  House  in  any  Party   spirit.      He 
brought  it  before  the   House  for  the 
purpose,  if  possible,  of  benefiting  and 
averting  from    ruin   a   large   class   of 
deserving  persons  who  were  entitled  to 
the  interference  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  their  behalf.     He,  therefore, 
hoped  to  hear  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  they  were  prepared   to 
accept  his  proposal.    It  was  not  in  its 
nature    a    revolutionary    proposal.     It 
simply  suggested  that  in  these  depressed 
times,  when  the  landlords,  either  from 
necessity  or  other  causes,  did  not  fairly 
meet  the  pressing  claims  of  the  agricul- 
turists, the  State  should  interfere.     If 
ever  there  was  a  case  for  the  interference 
of  the  Government,  or  for  some  attempt 
to  deal  with  the  question  deserving  the 
consideration   of  every  statesman   and 
politician,  this  was  the  question.     The 
House  would  probably  be  surprised  that 
Her    Majesty's    Government    had    not 
thought  it  right  to  suggest  somo  remedy 
for  the  dreadful  depression  that  existed 
in  agriculture.     At  any  rate,  he  hoped 
that  he  had  not  presumed   too  much 
upon  the  province  of  a  private  Member 
in  bringing  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  very  important  matter,  and  in 
conclusion    he    begged    to    move    the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name. 
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Db.  FAEQUHABSON  (Aberdeen, 
W.)  seconded  the  Amendment.  He  said 
that  the  Government  had  deliberately 
shirked  the  agricultural  question  in  Her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  and  as  thej  were  contem- 
plating no  action  with  regard  to  that 
industry,  ho  thought  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  take  adran- 
tage  of  eyery  opportunity  to  press  on 
the  Government  and  the  House  the 
interests  of  that  great  portion  of  the 
community  which  was  now  su£Pering 
from  so  much  depression.  If  any  justi- 
fication was  wanted  for  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Anderson)  it  was  to  be  found  in  the 
vague  promises  of  the  Government.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
means  should  be  discovered  to  enable 
the  tenants  more  effectually  to  meet  the 
difficulties  under  which  they  laboured. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
come  before  the  House  with  a  vague 
and  indefinite  statement,  but  he  had 
brought  forward  a  plan  by  which  some, 
at  all  events,  of  the  existing  evils  might 
be  remedied.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  present  state  of  agriculture  was 
very  grave  and  serious,  even  more  so  in 
Scotland  than  in  England.  In  England 
the  agriculturists  were  able  to  relieve 
themselves  of  their  difficulties  by  leaving 
their  farms ;  but  the  Scotch  farmer  was 
in  the  position  of  being  tied  up  for  14 
or  16  years,  and  compelled  to  pay  rents 
which  the  present  prices  and  condition 
of  agriculture  would  soon  render  it 
absolutely  impossible  to  pay.  The 
farmers  in  the  North  wero  quiet  men 
and  did  not  ventilate  their  grievances 
very  loudly.  The  question  did  not 
reach  that  acute  stage  which  it  was 
necessary  for  most  questions  to  reach 
before  legislation  could  be  hoped  for. 
But  the  tenant  farmers  were  getting 
worn  out  with  their  trials  and  privations. 
They  were  still,  however,  looking  to  the 
Government ;  they  had  not  yet  given  up 
their  faith  in  Governments,  and  they 
were  in  hopes  that  some  pressure  would 
be  brought  to  bear  on  the  Government 
to  do  something  for  them.  In  all  parts 
of  Scotland  this  question  had  been  dis- 
cussed. The  Scotch  people  took  great 
interest  in  the  Irish  Question,  but  they 
naturally  took  more  interest  in  their  own 
affairs.  Wherever  he  went  he  found 
that  the  one  question  which  came  to  the 
front  w^  the  condition  of  agriculture 


and  the  best  means  of  improving  it. 
Since  the  report  of  the  Morayshire 
Farmers'  Olub  was  put  forward,  all  those 
discussions  had  been  brought  to  a  focus, 
and  the  recommendations  of  that  club 
had  been  widely  adopted.  A  mis- 
taken notion  had  got  about  that  the 
Morayshire  Club  had  recommended  a 
hard  and  fast  reduction  of  rent.  That 
was  not  so.  They  all  knew  very  well 
that  the  farmers  could  not  continue  to 
pay  their  present  rents,  and,  unfortu- 
nately, many  of  the  landlords  were  in 
such  a  position  that  they  could  not  give 
them  the  reduction  they  required.  He 
was  himself  a  landlord,  and  he  thought 
that  landlords,  as  a  rule,  admitted  their 
obligations  to  their  tenants  somewhat 
more  liberally  than  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  admitted,  but  in  many  cases 
they  had  not  been  able  to  do  as  much  as 
they  would  like.  In  the  first  place,  they 
did  not  wish  to  lose  their  tenants, 
and  in  the  second,  they  knew  per* 
fectly  well  that  if  the  tenant  could 
not  afford  to  till  the  soil  properly 
the  land  must  go  out  of  cultivation. 
What  was  to  be  done  under  such  cir« 
cumstances  ?  Were  they  to  keep  the 
unfortunate  tenants  under  contracts 
which  they  could  not  pay,  or  squeeze 
them  entirely  out  of  existence  f  What 
was  required  was  some  speedy  and  im- 
mediate relief.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  suggested  and  the  Morayshire 
Farmers'  Glub  had  recommended  a  plan 
which  he  had  always  been  in  favour  of 
— ^namely,  that  some  tribunal  should  be 
established  in  the  form  of  a  Land  Court 
which  would  supersede  that  haphazard 
kind  of  valuation  which  had  rarely 
given  satisfaction  and  had  led  to  endless 
disputes.  Under  such  a  Court  the  ten-* 
ants  would  have  the  advantage  of  care- 
ful  valuation  and  proper  consideration, 
and  he  knew  that  in  the  constituency  he 
represented  many  of  his  constituents 
were  looking  forward  to  the  adoption  of 
this  plan  with  hope  in  the  future.  No 
doubt  there  were  many  arguments  that 
might  be  urged  against  the  adoption  of 
a  plan  of  this  kind,  such  as  the  rate  of 
interest  the  landlords  had  to  pay  on 
their  incumbrances,  interference  with 
contracts,  and  the  responsibilities  which 
would  be  involved  in  a  new  valuation. 
But  this  was  a  period  of  great  emer- 
gency. They  saw  an  important  national 
industry  being  crushed  and  ruined,  and 
they   could   afford   to  throw  over  all 
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questions  of  polittoal  eoonomy  in  order 
tkat  they  might  come  more  directly  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  They  did  not,  in 
Scotland,  as  in  England,  see  the  land 
going  out  of  cultivation  day  by  day,  be- 
cause the  dogged  perseverance  and  in- 
dustry of  the  farmers  would  make  them 
carry  on  their  business  to  the  very  last. 
They  did  not  want  to  be  beaten  by  ad- 
versity if  they  could  help  it,  and  they 
meant  loyally  to  meet  their  obligations 
if  they  could.  But  the  present  state  of 
things  could  not  go  on  for  ever,  and 
must  ruin  them  at  last,  if  something 
could  not  be  done.  He  had  therefore 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
and  in  urging  upon  the  Government  to 
consider  carefully  and  patiently  the  pro- 
posals which  were  submitted  to  them. 
He  had  only  one  word  to  say  in  conclu- 
sion. His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
brought  in,  perhaps  not  quite  regularly, 
the  question  of  the  Orofters'  Act.  In  his 
own  part  of  the  country,  upon  his  own 
property,  he  had  a  large  number  of  ten- 
ants living  under  the  same  conditions  as 
the  crofters.  He  thought  that  they  had 
a  full  right  to  equal  protection,  and 
therefore  he  should  not  cease  to  lyge 
upon  the  House  the  desirability  of  ex- 
tending the  benefits  of  the  Crofters*  Act 
to  all  tiie  tenants  in  Scotland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words, — 
'*  Hambl J  to  represent  to  Her  Msjesty  thst,  owing 
to  the  great  fall  in  the  value  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce, the  payment  of  rents  la  Scotland  fixed  be- 
fore such  fall  has  in  many  oases  become  impos- 
sible, and  that,  by  reason  of  many  landlords  not 
baring  made  any  reduction  of  rents  or  having 
made  reductions  wholly  inadequate,  great  loss,  in 
some  cases  amounting  to  ruin,  Is  being  incurred 
by  occupiers  of  land,  and  to  pray  that,  by  the 
creation  of  some  competent  tribunal  or  otherwise, 
steps  may  bo  taken  to  relievo  the  occupiers  of 
Agricultural  land  from  the  serious  consequences 
above  mentioned."— (ifr.  Aiidenon), 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Me.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  was  not  sorry  that  this 
question  had  been  brought  forward,  as 
it  enabled  the  House  to  see  both  sides 
of  the  question.  He  regretted,  as  much 
as  anyone,  the  unfortunate  position  of 
many  of  the  tenants  of  ScoUand,  who 
were  bound  by  a  hard-and-fast  line  by 
leases  entered  into  10  or  12  years  ago, 
when  times  were  prosperous,  and  who 
now,    when   times   of    adversity   had 
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arrived,  had  found  themselves  unable 
to  meet  their  obligations.  Prices  had 
fallen  in  some  cases  from  20  to  as  much 
as  50  per  cent  since  the  leases  had  been 
entered  into.  But  he  was  bound  to  give 
all  praise  to  the  tenants  of  Scotland  as 
a  wnole  that,  notwithstcmding  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  situation,  they  had  made 
it  a  point  of  honour  to  meet  their  obliga- 
tions as  far  as  they  possibly  could.  They 
must  not  forget,  however,  that  the  long 
leases  were  entered  into  it  mainly  with 
the  view  of  benefiting  the  tenant  farmer, 
because,  while  the  19  years'  leases  wera 
binding  on  the  landlords,  they  were  not 
so  binding  on  the  tenants,  landlords 
frequently  relieving  tenants  of  their 
leases  at  their  request,  and  re-letting  the 
farms  at  lower  rentals.  The  statistics 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
were  open  to  criticism  as  coming  wholly 
from  the  side  of  the  tenants.  He  felt 
bound  to  dissent  from  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  landlords  had  not 
as  a  mle  given  any  considerable  reduc- 
tions of  rent.  Very  considerable  reduc- 
tions had  been  made,  and  it  was  not  fair 
to  say  that.the  landlords  of  Scotland  had 
dealt  in  an  unfair  and  tyrannical  manner 
with  their  tenants.  On  the  contrary, 
he  believed,  where  landlords  were  in  a 
position  to  make  reductions,  they  had,  as  a 
rule,  generally  done  so,  but  in  some  of  the 
cruel  and  hard  cases  reductions  had  not 
been  made  through  the  absolute  in- 
ability of  the  lordlord  to  do  so.  That 
was  why  reductions  had  not  been  uni- 
versal. He  questioned  if  the  great 
majority  of  tenant  farmers  in  Soodand 
would  like  their  leases  entirely  swept 
away:  as  with  improving  trade  there 
was  still  hope  that  better  times  were  in 
store  for  the  agricultural  industry.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  leaseholders 
desired  a  tribunal  to  settle  rents,  as  it 
would  interfere  with  the  independence 
which  they  so  much  prized,  and  although 
he  had  talked  to  many  Scottish  farmers 
on  this  subject,  he  had  found  few  who 
would  like  to  do  away  with  their  leases 
altogether.  Long  leases  had  many  ad- 
vantages, although  in  some  cases  un- 
doubtedly they  had  done  harm,  such  as 
where  the  landlord  had  been  so  foolish 
as  to  pin  down  his  tenant  to  the  strict 
letter  of  his  contract.  That  policy  might 
be  successful  for  a  time,  but  in  the  end 
it  was  bound  to  result  in  disaster ;  and 
he  thought  few  attempted  to  pursue  it. 
No  doubt,  if  the  bad  landlords  refused 
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to  liBten  to  reason,  suoha  debate  as  that 
now  in  progress  would  show  the  land- 
lords of  that  stamp  that  unless  they 
adopted  a  more  humane  treatment  of 
their  tenants  the  Legislature  would  be 
compelled  to  step  in  and  use  stringent 
means.    But,  on  the  other  hand,  to  act 
upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Moray- 
shire Farmers'  Club  by  adopting  the 
Amendment  would    be    doin^  a    vast 
amount  of  harm  to  the  majority  of  the 
tenants  for  the  sake  of  the  benefit  of  a 
few.     Where  the  landlord  lired  upon 
his  property,  the  tenants  would  come  to 
him  and  state  their  difficulties ;  and  if 
he  were  a  man  of  honourable  feelings, 
ho  would  meet  their  difficulties  to  the 
best  of  his  power.    The  hon.  Member 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  did  not 
Bay  one  word  as  to  the  amount  which 
had  been  remitted  by  landlords  in  the 
shape  of  arrears  of  rent  during  the  last 
few  years.    It  was  impossible  to  get  any 
tabulated  statement;  but  he  could  say 
from    personal  knowledge  that    thou- 
sands, perhaps  hundreds  of  thousands, 
of  pounds  of  arrears  had  been  remitted 
within  the  last  few  years.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Government  had 
done  nothing  to  recognize  the  difficulty 
of  the  agricultural  tenants ;  but  surely 
he  could  not  have  heard  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Duohy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners) when   he   made  that  statement. 
There  was  the  Bailway  Bates  Bill,  which 
was  to  be  introduced  in  an  amended 
form  from  the  Bill  of  last  year.    Then, 
again,  the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  local 
taxation  being  removed  from  the  shoul- 
ders of  those  who  bore  it  so  heavily — 
namely,  the  agricultural  tenants,  and 
pat  it  upon  others  to  bear  a  share.    It 
could  not,  therefore  be  said  that  the 
(Government  had  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
the  many  entreaties  addressed  to  them. 
This  was  not  a  Party  question.    They 
were  all  anxious  to  do  what  they  could 
for  the  tenantry  and  landlords  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland;  but  while  sympa- 
thizing most  deeply  with  the  tenants  of 
Scotland  in  their  present  distress,  he 
would  tell  the  House  that  in  many  cases 
the  landlords  themselves  were  in  equal 
difficulties,  and  did  not  know  how  to 
make  ends  meet. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said, 
he  did  not  think  it  incumbent  upon  him 
to  take  any  pains  in  answering  the  pro- 
positions which  had  been  advanced  by 


the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart),  because  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  strain  of  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  was  rather  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment.     He  (Mr. 
Wallace),  howeyer,  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.  Member's  vote  would  be  cast  on 
the  other  side;  and  though  he  admired  the 
impartiality  which  gave  arguments  to 
one  side  and  votes  to  the  other,  that  was 
not  a    division   of  benefits  which  was 
likely  to  be  useful  to  the  Opposition  in 
the  present  instance.     He  thought  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Anderson) 
was  justified  in  every  way  in  bringing 
forward  this  Amendment.     It   seemea 
to  him  that  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate,  as  representing  here  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,    were    treating   the 
Scotch   Business,    was    extremely    dis- 
appointing,  and  would  prove,  he  was 
afraid,  very  irritating  to  Scotland.     The 
right    hon.     and    learned    Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  the  Scotch  people 
were  thinking  about  nothing  else  than 
TJuiversity  reform.  Borough  Police  laws, 
and  Priyate  Bills.     Now  he  ventured  to 
say  that  nine  out  of  ten  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Scotland  were  not  thinking  of 
these  matters  at    all.    There   was    no 
grumbling  about  Universities  in  Soot- 
land  on  the  part  of  the  people.    He  did 
not  know  what  some  people  who  had 
academic  interests  might  be  desiring, 
but  he  was  aware  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  not  considering  that  one 
of  their  grievances,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  in  Scotland  the  people  were  com- 
plaining so  much  of  the  police  as  they 
did  in  some  parts  of  England  ;  and  with 
respect  to  Private  Bills,  no  doubt  there 
was  some  reason  in  that  matter  in  one  way, 
but  he  thought  it  was  chiefly  in  the  Par- 
liament House  in  Edinburgh  that  in- 
terest was  taken  in  the  improvement  of 
legislation  as  to  Private  BQls.     He  did 
not  want  to  make  objection    to  that. 
There  was  a  proverb  which  held  that  the 
entrails  of  the  local  fish  should  be  given 
to  the  local  seamew,  and  that  was  a 
proverb  which  he  thought  should  apply 
to    the    Parliament    House    at    Edin- 
burgh as  well  as  to  other  local  institu- 
tions.   He  had    no   doubt  that  in  the 
matter  under  discussion  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  be  as  successful  in  voting 
down  Scotch  Members  as  he  was  last 
night,  when   he  brought  in  the  usuid 
smoking-room    brigade   to  vote  down 
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Sootoh  public  opinion.  They  (the  Op- 
position) had  34  Scotch  TOtes  to  eight 
last  nighty  and  he  dared  say  that  to-day 
the  Division  would  be  even  more  oyer- 
whelming  against  the  Scotch  Members 
than  yesterday ;  but  he  ventured  to  think 
that  that  vote  would  be  taken  note  of 
by  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  be  questioned  in 
regard  to  it  when  opportunity  was  given 
for  interrogation.  They  had  heard  in 
these  debates  recently,  attempts  made  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
draw  from  the  case  of  Scotland 
illustrations  and  arguments  with  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  difficulty.  It  was 
said  that  Scotland  was  contented  with 
the  Union,  because  Scotch  opinion  was 
always  deferred  to  on  Scotch  matters. 
But  that  was  not  the  case  ;  the  fact  was 
precisely  the  opposite.  Scotch  opinion 
in  any  matter  which  was  peculiarly 
Scotch  was  voted  down  in  this  House  by 
overwhelming  numbers  of  English  Tories. 
These  remarks  were  of  a  general  and 
discursive  character,  and  yet  they  would 
not,  he  thought,  be  without  their  prac- 
tical effect  in  Scotland  with  respect  to  the 
particular  question  before  the  House. 
From  all  the  information  which  had  come 
to  him,  he  believed  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Anderson)  was  per- 
fectly well-founded  in  the  complaint  that 
he  had  made  and  in  the  picture  that  he 
had  drawn  of  the  sad  state  of  the  agri- 
cultural tenants  in  Scotland.  He  (Mr. 
Wallace)  did  not  represent  an  agricul- 
tural constituency  ;  but  he  had  had 
brought  very  closely  home  to  his  atten- 
tion, by  deputations  from  agricultural 
constituencies,  the  state  of  things  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country,  and  his 
conviction  was  that  the  sufferings  of  the 
Scotch  tenantry  were  not  less  in  propor- 
tion than  the  sufferings  of  the  agricul- 
tural tenants  in  Ireland.  There  might 
not  be  the  same  case  of  absolute  cruelty, 
though  he  believed  there  were  cases  to 
be  found  in  Scotland  which  would  parallel 
any  case  of  cruelty  in  Ireland  if  they 
were  equally  advertised.  But  the  con- 
dition of  things — the  grievous  and  serious 
condition  of  things — was  such  that,  in 
his  opinion,  it  ought  to  haye  been  men- 
tioned in  Uie  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  At  all  events,  if  there  was  to 
be  a  selection  made  of  the  Scotch  topics 
that  were  to  be  mentioned  in  the  Speech, 
not  those  that  were  mentioned  would 
have  been  selectedi  but  such  a  one  as 
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formed  the  subject  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
would  take  one  instance  of  the  manner 
in  which  Scotch  tenants  were  treated. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  did  not  take 
greater  courage  than  to  say  that  there 
were  many  landlords  who  dealt  liberally 
with  their  tenants  under  the  present  cir- 
cums  t  flu  C68 

Ma.MABE  STEWABT:  I  said  the 
generality  of  landlords. 

M&.  WALLACE  said,  he  failed  to 
hear  the  words  **  generality  of  landlords," 
but  of  course  he  accepted  the  account 
the  hon.  Gentleman  now  gave.  He  was, 
however,  afraid  from  what  he  had  heard 
that  it  was  only  a  minority  of  landlords 
who  dealt  in  this  way  with  their  tenants. 
From  the  county  of  East  Lothian,  which 
was  peculiarly  an  agricultural  district, 
he  would  give  an  instance — the  case  of 
an  important  farm  at  Gairudinnis,  of 
which  he  thought  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  knew  some- 
thing. Well,  on  that  farm — and  it  was 
simply  a  specimen  and  instance  of  a  num- 
ber of  cases  which  had  been  brought  to 
his  attention,  and  which  he  believed  had 
been  correctly  described  to  him — the 
circumstances  were  these.  He  believed 
the  farm  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The 
tenant,  having  passed  through  many  bad 
seasons,  and  having  sacrificed  a  large 
amount  of  capital  on  improvements,  and 
paying  too  high  a  rent,  owing  to  the 
operation  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  which, 
though  abolished  some  years  ago,  was 
still  living  in  its  disastrous  and  fatal 
effects  on  rents  which  had  been  artifici* 
ally  raised  above  what  any  rent  ought 
to  be,  asked  his  landlord,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  a  revaluation ;  but  that 
revaluation  was  refused  under  circum- 
stances which,  in  his  (Mr.  Wallace's) 
opinion,  did  not  entitle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  classed  as  one  of  the 
landlords  who  were  dealing  in  a  liberal 
or  even  a  just  spirit  with  their  tenantry. 
Well,  notwithstanding  the  difficulties 
which  were  imposed  upon  this  tenant, 
he  persevered.  He  kept  up  the  condition 
of  his  farm  at  a  sacrifice  of  his  own 
capital;  but  in  the  end  he  failed  alto- 
gether to  do  so,  and  two  years  ago  he 
threw  up  the  farm  after  having  held  it 
for  14  years.  He  left  it  in  a  state  of 
the  highest  cultiyation,  but  compensation 
was  not  given  to  him  for  what  he  had 
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done  on  the  farm,  and  he  was  now  in 
the  position  of  a  ruined  man.    The  im- 
proTements  he  had  made  were  valued 
by  a  person  of  experience  in  business 
of  that  kind,  and  it  was  understood  that 
the  farmer  had  improved  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's    farm    to    the    extent    of 
£3,000    or    £4,000.     The    right    hon. 
Qentleman  had  now  in  his  pocket  that 
amount  of  this  poor  man's  capital,  and 
on  the  strength  of  that  he  came  here 
and  was  able  to  fight  the  battles  of  Lord 
Olanricarde.     Now,   he  (Mr.  Wallace) 
put  it  to  the  House  that  that  was  a  real 
and  typical  instance  of  what  was  going 
on  in  Scotland  at  the  present  moment.  It 
was    simply    a    balance    of    evidence, 
and    his    (Mr.  Wallace's)    testimony, 
so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  gather  in- 
formation about  the  matter,  was  that  the 
Scotch  landlords  generally  did  not  treat 
their  tenants  generously,  and  did  not  even 
treat  them  justly.   He  could  not  believe 
that  that  fact  was  unknown  to  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  it  seemed  to  him  an  ex- 
traordinary thing  that,  with  a  knowledge 
of  the  state  of  matters  in  Scotland  as  it 
actually  was,  he  should  not,  if  he  had 
been  going  to  call  attention  to  Scotch 
Business  at  all,  have  given  attention  to 
state  of  Scotch  agriculture  and  the  treat- 
ment of  Scotch  tenants  by  Scotch  land- 
lords.   It  was  hard  to  say  why  he  had 
not  given  these  subjects  a  prominent 
place  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
He  (Mr.  Wallace)  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary for  him  to  do  more  than  bear  his 
testimony  to  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
real  state  of  matters  in  Scotland  at  the 
present  time,  and  to  add  his  Toioe  against 
he  would  not  say  the  scandalous  neglect 
— though  if  that  were  a  Parliamentary 
word  he  would  use  it — but  against  the 
neglect  of  the  true  and  burning  questions 
in  Scotland  at  the  present  time  on  the 
part    of   Her    Majesty's    Government. 
Their  promise  of  University  reform,  and 
to   deal   with  the  borough  police  and 
Private  Bills,  were  simply  three   red 
herrings  which  were  drawn  across  the 
path  to  give  an  appearance  of  paying 
attention    to   Scotch    matters,    and  to 
enable  them  to  give  the  real  questions 
which  were  interesting  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  the  go-by,  and  to  do  nothing 
that  was  worthy  of  being  done.    He 
would  assure  the  Government  that  they 
were  the  most  active  apostles  of  Home 
Bale  in  Scotland  that  he  knew  of.     He 
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(Mr.  Wallace)  was  not  a  red-hot  advocate 
of  Scotch  Home  Bule  in  the  meantime ; 
but  he  could  assure  (he  Government 
that  there  were  no  people  doing  more  to 
create  a  determination  on  the  part  of 
Scotland  to  have  something  in  the 
nature  of  an  independent  local  legisla- 
ture and  local  government  than  Her 
Majesty's  GoTemment  by  the  way  they 
were  treating,  or  rather  maltreating, 
Scotch  Business. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  MacdonaIiD)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  think,  after  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  East  Division  of 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace),  the  County 
Members  for  Scotland  have  reason  to  con* 
gratulate  themselves  that  the  hon.Gentle« 
man  does  not  represent  an  agricultural 
constituency.  When  he  mentioned  that  a 
very  large  number  of  Scottish  Members 
last  night  appeared  to  take  a  particular 
view  upon  a  question  before  the  House, 
as  compared  with  Scottish  Members  who 
took  a  different  view,  he  very  clearly 
pointed  out  by  that  reference  how  dif- 
ferent the  state  of  things  is  to-day.  Be- 
cause I  could  not  help  observing  when 
he  made  that  remark,  and  told  us  how 
many  Scottish  Members  had  TOted 
against  the  Government  last  night — I 
could  not  help  observing  how  extremely 
few  Scottish  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  who  represent  agri- 
cultural constituencies,  have  thought 
it  worth  their  while  to  come  here  to-day 
and  hear  this  most  interesting  and  pro- 
per debate.  It  is  a  lamentable  thing 
that  the  Government  should  be  charged 
with  a  grievous  breach  of  duty  in  not 
mentioning  this  matter  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  when  this  matter, 
having  been  before  Scottish  Members 
for  at  least  1 0  days,  we  have  not  had 
during  this  debate  more  than  seven  or 
eight  hon.  Members  representing  Scot- 
tish agricultural  consticuencies  present 
to  listen  to  the  interesting  and  instruc- 
tive speech  of  my  hon*  Friend,  indi- 
cating, in  point  of  fact,  that  they  do  not 
take  any  practical  interest  in  tlus  ques- 
tion at  all.  I  pass  from  these  matters 
with  an  expression  of  regret  that  when 
a  matter  of  this  kind  is  brought  forward 
on  any  occasion  whatever,  it  should 
appear  that,  while  we  had  upwards  of 
40  Scottish  Members  voting  on  the  ques- 
tion last  night,  we  have  not  had  in  the 
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coarse  of  this  debate  any  expression 
of  interest  by  the  presence  of  Scottish 
Members  on  the  Benches  opposite. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
here  made  an  observation  which  was 
inaudible  in  the  gallery. 

Mb,  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  do 
not  know  why  it  is  that  hon.  Members 
should  so  often  interrupt  me  inarticu- 
lately when  I  begin  to  speak.  But  if 
anybody  has  anything  to  say  I  will  sit 
down.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  treat- 
ment to  give  to  the  announcement  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  say  that  no  notice  is 
taken  of  this  matter.  It  is  surely  an 
important  announcement  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  followed  up  as  it  is 
by  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners),  that  the 
matter  of  agriculture  is  to  be  taken  up 
by  the  establishment  really  of  a  Depart- 
ment for  its  administration.  I  think 
that  is  a  broad  and  comprehensive  state- 
ment. All  subjects  of  immediate  and 
local  interest  cannot  be  inserted  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  and  clearly  nothing 
can  be  inserted  on  which  definite  action 
cannot  immediately  be  taken.  I  venture 
to  say,  from  what  we  have  heard  to-day, 
it  is  quite  clear  there  is  no  evidence  in 
this  case  for  definite  action,  because 
many  of  the  suggestions  made  have 
been  alternative,  and  many  of  them 
doubtful.  I  want  to  know  why  it 
should  be  thought  that  Scotland  should 
in  this  matter  specially  be  referred  to  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  more  than  England  ? 
Is  not  the  state  of  things  in  England  as 
deplorable,  if  not  more  deplorable,  than 
in  Scotland  ?  It  is  a  very  remarkable 
fact,  indeed,  that  notwithstanding  all 
the  difficulties  which  had  existed,  and 
still  exist,  there  is  scarcely  such  a  thing 
as  an  empty  farm  in  Scotland.  In  some 
oases,  no  doubt,  the  landlords  have  to 
take  over  their  own  farms,  and  are  cul- 
tivating them  themselves ;  but  that  will 
not  place  them,  if  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  are  correct,  in  a  much  better 
position  to  help  their  remaining  tenants, 
because  their  assertion  is  that  they  will 
have  to  carry  on  that  work  at  a  loss. 
But,  in  point  of  fact,  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Scotland,  as  a 
whole,  the  tenants  who  have  been  in 
possession  of  the  farms  hitherto  are  in 
possession  of  them  still;  and  the  ten- 
dency has  not  been,  where  leases  have 
fallen  in,  to  decline  to  take  leases  in 
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future.  The  objection  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  Amendment  is  to  the 
leases.  Every  Member  of  the  House 
who  is  a  Scotchman,  and  has  lived  long 
enough  to  know  the  history  of  that 
matter,  knows  that  the  establishment 
of  the  system  of  long  leases  was  made 
in  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  at  the 
desire  of  the  tenant,  and  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tenant.  But  will  any  agri- 
cultural constituency  Member  g^t  up 
and  deny  that  the  long- lease  system 
was  looked  upon  as  being  of  g^eat  value 
to  the  tenant-— as  giving  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  his  own  improve- 
ments, and  reaping  the  fruits  of  them 
before  the  expiry  of  the  lease?  An- 
other thing  occurred  in  the  interest  of 
the  tenant  at  that  time,  though  now, 
unfortunately,  it  turns  out  to  be  the 
opposite.  Within  living  memory — and 
a  much  shorter  time  than  that — most 
leases  were  partly  on  a  money  rent  and 
partly  on  a  g^ain  rent;  and  that  was 
put  an  end  to  solely  in  the  interest  of 
the  tenant.  Because  the  grain  rent, 
which  rose  and  fell  with  the  prioe  of 
grain,  necessarily  had  this  result — that 
if  the  grain  became  dear  at  any  time 
the  landlord  reaped  the  benefit;  and 
accordingly,  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War,  and  when  many  tenants  had  en- 
tered on  19  years*  leases  at  very  low 
rents,  in  consequence,  on  the  depression 
following  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
these  grain  rents  were  abandoned,  money 
rents  were  substituted,  and  enormous 
fortunes  wore  made  at  that  time  by 
farmers,  in  consequence  of  their  having 
19  years'  leases  and  receiving  enormous 
prices  for  their  crops.  Many  of  the 
men  who  at  that  time  made  very  large 
fortunes— indeed,  are  still,  or  their  sons 
are — sitting  in  the  farms  they  sat  in 
then.  Does  anyone  who  knows  the  state 
of  Scotland  not  know  that  a  great  expen- 
diture had  been  made  by  the  landlords  in 
improving  the  social  condition  of  the 
farmers ->by  improving  their  dwellings 
and  other  buildings  ?  And  will  anyone 
deny  that  the  scale  on  which  the  fanner 
lives  now  in  Scotland  is  vastly  better  than 
it  was  20  or  30  years  ago  ?  When  the 
pinch  comes  we  must  all  sufiPer.  Land- 
lords must  in  many  oases  reduce  their  es- 
tablishments, lettheir  houses,and  farmers 
must  suffer  also — they  cannot  live  on  the 
scale  on  which  they  have  been  living  in 
the  past  40  or  50  years.  And  in  many 
cases  it  goes  further — ^it  amounts  praoti- 
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oally  to  ruin  both  to  tlie  landlord  and  the 
tenant.     But  is  that  a  reason  for  going 
in  at  once  for  breaking  up  contracts 
between  people  in  that  position?     Is 
that  a  reason  for  treating  them  as  you 
treat  people  who  cannot  protect  them- 
selves ?    It  would  be  a  most  disastrous 
thing  for  the  tenants,  on  the  assumption 
that  we  are  ever  to  have  good  times 
again,  to  place  them  in  the  position 
which  hon.  Members  contemplated  dur- 
ing the  last  few  weeks  or  months.    We 
have  had  some  evidences  and  some  hopes 
of    improved    trade     throughout    the 
country.    That  improved  trade  will  at 
once  affect  agriculture  in  various  ways, 
but  most  distinctly  in  one  way.     One  of 
the  most  crushing   influences  on   the 
agricultural   industry  during   the  last 
few  years  has  been  that  in  consequence 
of  the  decrease  of  trade,  and  the  vast 
amount  of  unemployed  shipping,  grain 
and  flour  have  been  brought   to  this 
country  in  vast  quantities,  practically 
without  paying  any  freight  at  all,  and, 
therefore,  brought  into  the  market  at 
prices  perfectly   inconsistent  with   the 
ordinary  rates  which  obtain  when  good 
trade  prevails.    The  moment  trade  re- 
Tires  and  shipping  once  more  becomes 
an    industry   in    which    remunerative 
freights  can  be  obtained,  the  bringing 
home    of    grain    practically     without 
freight  at  all  will  cease,  and  agriculture 
will  be  affected  all  round  by  the  price 
of  gprain  being  raised.    And  the  result, 
we  all  hope,  will  be  that  a  very  great 
increase  and    improvement    will   take 
place  in  the  return  which  is  to  be  made 
from  the  occupation  of  land.    My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr.  Farquharson)  boldly  stated 
that  in  this  matter,  as  in  others,  you 
should  throw  over  political  economy. 
I   do  not   suppose    he    suggests    that 
political  economy  is  to  be  thrown  over 
in  the  same  way  as  you  throw  over  a 
tree  by  cutting  it  down  at  the  roots.    I 
aooept  his  statement  as  meaning  that, 
in    this  present  emergency,  you  must 
take  some  special  steps  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the    special    distress. 
Very  good.     I  ask,  why  is  it  to  fall 
solely  on  the  landlords?     If  it  is  a 
special  distress,  it  ought  to  be  met  by 
national  intervention,  and  not  by  coming 
down  on  a  particular  class.     Why  is 
political  economy  to  be  thrown  down  as 
against  the  landlords,  and  not  anybody 
else?      If  you  are  to  go  on  the  rule 


that,  whenever  any  difficulty  occurs  to  a 
particular  class,  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity are  to  throw  over  political 
economy  as  regards  the  class,  while 
maintaining  it  as  regards  themselves, 
you  are  entering  on  a  system  of  down- 
right injustice,  which  will  result  in  no 
good  to  the  community.  You  cannot 
throw  over  political  economy  without 
doing  two  things — without  making  diffi- 
culties in  the  future,  and  without,  to 
a  certain  extent,  doing  practical  injustice. 
These  laws  are  too  strong,  and  they  will 
come  back  on  you.  The  tenants  of 
Scotland  are  people  who,  in  ordinary 
circumstances,  are  perfectly  capable  of 
making  their  own  bargains,  and  fighting 
their  own  battles ;  and  I  do  not  believe 
the  majority  of  the  farmers  of  Scotland 
would  be  content  to  be  treated  as  children 
who  cannot  manage  their  own  affairs, 
or  would  consent  to  the  degradation  of 
not  fulfilling  their  bargains,  so  far  as 
they  can,  and  endeavouring  to  make  the 
best  arrangement  they  can  with  others, 
in  whom,  as  a  class,  I  venture  to  say  they 
have  perfect  confidence.  The  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  spoken  thinks 
proper  to  bring  up,  as  an  instance  of  the 
kina  of  case  which  he  alleges  to  be 
occurring  very  frequently,  a  case  in 
which  he  makes  a  distinct  charge  of  the 
most  disgraceful  character  against  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  I  do 
think — and  I  appeal  to  the  House  whe- 
ther I  am  not  right  in  thinking — that  if 
a  personal  attack  based  upon  particular 
facts  is  to  be  made  against  the  character 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  it  ought  not  to 
be  made  without  notice  given  to  that 
right  hon.  G-entleman,  that  he  might  be 
in  his  place  to  meet  it.  But  I  venture 
to  say  that  if  the  hon.  Member  states 
that  as  being  a  case  in  the  least  re- 
sembling any  common  case  in  Scotland 
— assuming  his  facts  to  be  true — ^he 
makes  a  statement  in  which  he  will  not 
get  the  fanners  of  our  country  to  support 
him.  And  I  say  again  the  Oounty 
Members  have  reason  to  congratulate 
themselves  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
the  Bepresentative  of  a  county  constitu- 
ency when  he  comes  forward  and  makes 
that  statement  against  the  landlords  of 
Scotland.  This  debate  it  was  expected 
would  be  conducted  within  reasonable 
limits,  and  I  trust  it  has  been  so.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  some  means  will  be 
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found  by  the  establishment  of  this  new 
Department  to  assist  and  to  aid  the 
agrionltorists  both  in  England  and  in 
Scotland.  But  I  ask  the  Honse  to  reject 
this  Amendment,  which  proposes  to 
upset  a  relation  between  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Scotland,  or  landlords  having 
large  properties,  and  the  tenants  having 
large  farms,  without  any  previous  in- 
quiry— without  any  previous  action  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  or  any  Govern- 
ment which  has  held  Office.  It  is  an 
Amendment  which  has  been  sprung 
upon  us  as  an  entirely  new  thing ;  and  I 
ask  the  House  to  reject  it  as  not  being  a 
suitable  Amendment  to  be  added  to  the 
Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate was  not  in  his  place,  because  he 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  intended  at  the  outset 
to  show  that  the  encouraffement  that 
he  gave  to  the  agriculturists  both  in 
En^and  and  Scotland  in  regpard  to  the 
revival  of  the  shipping  trade  was  en- 
tirely misplaced  and  misleading.  He 
iMr.  Esslemont)  had,  since  the  right 
Lon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke, 
during  Mr.  Speaker's  short  absence 
from  the  Ohair,  looked  up  the  statistics 
with  regard  to  the  importations  of  corn 
to  this  country  during  the  past  few 
years,  and  it  would  be  found  that  they 
had  been  gradually  decreasing  in  the 
years  1882-3-4-5-6  and  7,  so  that  the 
question  of  importing  larger  quantities 
of  wheat  at  low  prices  in  no  way  affected 
the  question  under  discussion.  But  he 
would  point  out,  further,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  en- 
tirely mistaken  in  thinking  that  the  cost 
of  importation  had  been  very  largely 
affected  in  the  manner  in  which  he 
described.  The  great  advance  which 
had  been  made  in  the  building  of 
steamers  and  the  conservation  of  fuel 
by  improved  triple  condensing  steam 
boilers  and  engines  had  brought  the 
transit  of  foreign  exports  to  a  minimum 
which  he  hoped-  and  beli^Ted  would 
kiot '  greatly-  exceed  the  present  cost. 
Therefore  they  had  the  fact  before  them 
thai  the  whole  produce  of  the  world 
was  brought,  to  this  country,  and  they 
ooiild  not  look  for  a  revival  in  the 
prices  of  agriculture.  They  never  could 
be  appreciably  affected  by  the  cost  of 
the  transit   of  foreign  produce.    This 
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was  an  important  fact  and  factor  in  the 
discussion  of  this  subject,  and  it  was 
because  these  important  facts  and  factors 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  agricul- 
ture of  the  country  that  the  special  in- 
terposition of  Parliament  was  required  to 
relieve  the  agriculturists  in  Scotland  from 
the  bondage  under  which  they  were  held 
under  1 9year  leases.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lora  Advocate, 
or  some  other  speaker  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  had  stated  that  enormous 
reductions  had  been  made  in  rents — 
that  enormous  amounts  of  arrears  of 
rent  had  been  allowed  to  tenants  and 
written  off  their  present  contracts.  Well, 
speaking  for  the  North  of  Scotland,  this 
was  not  the  fact.  In  the  Northern 
Counties  a  concession  of  arrears  was 
most  exceptional,  and  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  estate,  except  where  bankruptcy 
had  come  to  the  tenant,  where  any 
considerable  sum  had  been  given  off  in 
this  respect.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  there 
should  be  no  interference  with  economic 
law,  and  he  criticized  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr.  Farquharson)  by  ridiculing 
the  idea  that  they  could  in  any  way 
uproot  that  law,  and  by  saying  Uiat  if 
they  attempted  to  do  so  or  to  interfere 
with  it,  it  would  re-act  on  themselves, 
and  give  them  the  punishment  they  de- 
served for  such  interference.  But  let 
him  (Mr.  Esslemont)  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  the  fact  that  the  Legislature 
had  already  interfered  with  eoononciio 
law.  Our  Poor  Law  was  a  direct  inters 
ference  with  economic  law.  Our  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts  were  also  an  interference 
with  economic  law.  The  establishment 
of  a  tribunal  of  the  description  implied 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Elffin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  would 
on^  entail  the  suspension  of  our 
economic  laws  as  they  had  been  sus- 
pended on  behalf  of  the  starving  poor 
tibroughout  the  country,  and  as  they 
had  bden  interfered  with  in  order  that 
justice  might  be  do^ae  to  the  creditors  of 
an  insolvent.  The  case  of  the  Scotch 
tenant  was  this — and  nothing  could  be 
more  on  all-fours  with  it  than  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem« 
her  for  West  Aberdeenshire — that  he 
was  bound  under  a  lease  granted  prioir 
to  1881,  where  the  landloid  had,  except 
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tionallj,  the  now  illegal  power  of  fol- 
lowing the  produce  of  the  land,  though 
it  might  have  been  sold,  to  the  extent 
of  two  years'  rent,  and  recovering  that 
rent  to  the  disadvantage  of  all  other 
creditors  of  the  farmer.  The  question 
before  the  House,  then,  was,  was  it  right 
that  the  landlord  should  receive  to  the 
extent  of  two  years'  rent  in  preference, 
and  share  with  the  other  creditors  in 
the  insolvent's  estate  for  the  whole  of 
his  elaim  for  a  rent  which  was  not  in  the 
land,  and  could  not  be  taken  out  of  it 
by  any  application  either  of  capital, 
industry,  or  perseverence,  which  the 
tenant  could  bring  to  bear  on  his  farm  ? 
He  (Mr.  Esslemont)  thought,  therefore, 
he  had  shown  that  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  a  fair  suggestion,  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  hear  whether  or 
not  there  was  any  answer  to  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  ?  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  said  the  tenants  of 
Scotland  did  not  wish,  and  deprecated, 
the  intervention  of  an  independent 
Court  to  settle  matters  of  rents  between 
them  and  their  landlords.  He  asked 
the  hon.  Member,  or  anyone  who  might 
answer  for  the  Government,  where  was 
the  evidence  that  the  Scotch  agricul- 
turist so  deprecated  a  Court  of  the 
kind  suggested  in  the  Amendment? 
For  himself,  he  had  the  most  direct 
evidence,  both  for  tenants  and  for  land- 
lords, that  cases  of  arbitration  by  the 
tenant  appointing  one  agent  and  the 
landlord  another  were  unsatisfactory. 
The  fact  was  that  they  acted  as  special 
pleaders,  the  one  for  the  landlord  and 
the  other  for  the  tenant ;  and  what  was 
asked  for  on  behalf  of  the  agriculturists 
in  Scotland  was  not  what  the  right 
hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  assumed  it  to  be,  a  tribunal 
entirely  on  the  side  of  the  tenant  and  to 
the  disparagement  of  the  landlord. 
What  they  asked  was  simply  this — and  he 
asked  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
the  proposition — they  said  a  .state  of 
things  had  overtaken  them  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  which  could  never  have  been 
foreseen  nor  anticipated  by  either  land- 
lord or  tenant.  He  had  already  shown 
that  there  were  certain  factors  at  work 
by  which  it  had  now  become  hopeless 
that  prices  would  rise  to  any  appreciable 
extent ;  that  there  was  no  one  now  who 
had  studied  the  question  who  would  say 


that  there  could  be  any  expectation  of 
such  a  rise  of  prices  as  would  meet  the 
emergency  within  such  a  time  as  would 
prevent  great  ruin  to  a  large  number  of 
agricultural  tenants  in  Scotland.  They 
asked  now  for  an  independent  tribunal 
to  come  in,  not  to  put  an  end  to  leases 
necessarily,  but  to  say  under  the  existing 
state  of  things  what  it  was  possible  for 
the  tenant  to  pay  taking  everything  into 
consideration,  and  admitting,  what  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  very 
fairly  stated,  that  the  tenant  must  share 
as  far  as  he  possibly  oould  in  the  losses 
which  were  brought  upon  them  by  cir- 
cumstances over  which  neither  landlord 
or  tenant  had  control.  He  should  like 
to  know  what  objection  there  could  be 
to  this  proposal  ?  They  were  told  that 
the  landlords  had  met  the  emergency  in 
a  generous  way,  and  that  they  had  given 
to  the  tenants  what  was  right  and 
equitable  under  the  circumstances. 
Would  I  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  look  at  the  figures  for  the 
county  which  he  (Mr.  Esslemont)  repre- 
sented ?  He  would  there  find  that  the 
rent  roll  of  Aberdeenshire  stood  higher 
than  ever  it  did  before.  Where  was  the 
evidence,  then,  that  this  generous  reduc- 
tion had  been  made  ?  Last  year  he 
applied  to  the  Scotch  Office  and  ventured 
to  suggest  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  made  into  the  subject.  He  took 
upon  himself  to  say  at  that  time — and 
he  thought  the  arguments  that  were  ad- 
duced by  his  hon.  Friends  in  his  support 
showed— that  there  was  a  case  for 
inquiry.  He  was  told,  however,  that 
there  was  no  case  for  inquiry,  and  that 
the  Government  knew  all  about  the 
matter.  He  moved  in  the  House  that  a 
Eetum  should  be  given  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  reductions  that  had  been  made 
and  the  concessions  of  rents  throughout 
the  counties  in  Scotland.  The  Govern- 
ment opposed  that  Heturn.  They  would 
not  g^ve  any  facilities  for  obtaining  it. 
His  opinion  was  that  that  Heturn  was 
opposed  very  much  in  the  interests  of 
those  who  had  said  that  these  conces- 
sions had  been  made,  because  he  had  it 
on  incontrovertible  evidence  that  on 
many  estates  in  the  North  of  Scotland 
there  had  been  no  remission  of  rents 
whatever,  and  the  rents  were  being  paid 
out  of  the  capital  of  the  tenants.  The 
tenants  were  under  circumstances  in 
which  there  was  no  outlet  for  them  but 
the  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  leaving  their 
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improTemeniB  in  the  hands  of  the  land- 
loras,  or  paying  oat  of  capital.  He 
thought  he  ought  to  make  lus  acknow- 
ledgments to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Honse  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  for  at  least  this  concession — ^that 
this  snhject  was  one  of  great  interest 
and  importance ;  and  he  ought  to  ac- 
knowlec^e  also  the  services  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  for  giving  a  relief 
to  trustees,  who  formerly  had  no  power 
to  reduce  rents,  and  making  it  legal 
for  trustees  to  give  concessions  where 
they  thought  concessions  were  needed 
without  personal  responsibility.  But 
he  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  take  into  consideration  the  two  classes 
of  landlords  who  had  done  nothing  what- 
ever, and  who  either  would  or  could  do 
nothing  to  meet  the  present  emergency. 
These  were  the  sordid  and  selfish  class, 
who  extorted  from  their  tenants  their 
pound  of  flesh,  and  stood  by  that  eco- 
nomic law  that  suited  them  better  than 
any  other  law  at  the  present  time,  as  it 
gave  them  their  legal  rights.  But  he 
asked  for  cousideration  for  another  class 
of  landlords,  and  that  was  the  class 
whose  estates  had  been  so  diminished 
in  value,  and  who  had  been  so  over- 
taken by  circumstances  of  agricultural 
depression,  that  they  could  not  raise 
the  same  amount  of  money  on  the  credit 
of  their  estates  that  they  were  wont  to 
do  in  better  times.  These  landlords, 
many  of  them,  told  them  frankly  that 
they  would  not  make  any  concessions, 
because  they  had  nothing  whatever  to 
give.  It  was  in  such  cases  that  an  in- 
dependent Court  would  be  able  to  settle 
for  the  parties — who  could  not  settle  it 
for  themselves — what  was  due  in  the 
shape  of  rent,  and  under  what  circum- 
stances the  present  holders  of  leases 
were  to  be  enabled  to  complete  their 
engagements.  He  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
should  recognize  the  understanding 
which  was  come  to  in  the  House  last 
night,  that  the  debate  should  not  be 
continued  to  undue  length;  but  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  in 
discussing  another  Scotch  question  last 
night,  had  said  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Scotch  Members  should  use  their  in- 
fluence with  the  people  to  prevent  law- 
lessness, and  to  enforce  the  principles  of 
law  and  order ;  and  it  had  been  re- 
peatedly said  in  the   House  that  en- 


couragement  ought  not  to  be  given  to 
people  who  took  the  law  in  their  own 
hands.  They  had,  in  the  North-East 
of  Scotland,  been  overtaken  by  cir- 
cumstances of  very  great  gravity 
and  anxiety.  They  had  been  law- 
abiding.  They  had  made  no  raids; 
they  had  required  no  gun- boats;  they 
had  not  blackened  their  faces;  they 
had  not  done  any  of  those  things  which 
were  deprecated  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  but  they  came  here 
in  a  Constitutional  way  to  lay  their  com- 
plaints before  the  House,  and  he  asked 
what  encouragement  they  had  got?  They 
could  not  get  a  Commission  of  Inquiry ; 
they  could  not  get  the  concession  of  an 
independent  Court  to  look  into  their 
circumstances.  Whathad  the  Government 
to  fear  in  the  appointment  of  a  Court  ?  If 
the  tenants  had  received  concessions, 
and  were  under  such  oirciunstances  that 
they  required  no  abatement  or  in- 
tervention of  Parliament,  that  indepen- 
dent Court  would  say  so :  but  if  it  were, 
as  he  declared  it  was,  that  independent 
Court  would  say  that  this  industrious 
and  well-conducted  and  law-abiding 
people  required  the  intervention  of  the 
House  on  their  behalf.  In  the  one 
case  the  Court  would  do  no  harm,  and 
in  the  other  it  would  do  much  good. 
He  trusted  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Anderson),  notwithstanding  the 
criticism  that  there  had  been,  a  poor  re- 
presentation of  the  counties  of  Scotland, 
would  bring  this  matter  to  a  Division, 
so  that  the  constituencies  in  Soot- 
land  would  see  what  was  the  opinion 
of  their  Bepresentatives  in  their  present 
difficulty,  and  make  them  answer  for 
their  representation  in  the  House.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  the  courtesy 
with  which  it  had  listened  to  him,  and 
apologized  for  having  interposed  at  such 
length. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said  that,  although  experience  had 
taught  him  to  expect  little  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  on  such  questions,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate's 
speech  was  even  more  disappointing 
than  he  anticipated,  because  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  evi- 
dently not  the  least  aware  of  the  g^vity 
of  the  situation  of  agriculture  in  Soot- 
land.  It  was  very  lamentable  to  think 
that  the  fair  and  moderate  demands  of 
the  tenants  would  receive  no  considera- 
tion on  the  ground  of  expediency,  rights 
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and  justice.    He  should  have  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  learned  hj  this  time  not  to 
delay  each  questions  until  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  people  to  resort  to  unlawful 
means  to  direct  attention  to  their  grtev- 
anoes.  The  former  law-abiding  character 
of  the  people  was  the  best  proof  that 
they    had    been    forced    to    resort    to 
desperate    means   to  call  attention  to 
their  grioTances.     While  he  admitted  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  hon.  Member  to 
exhort  the  people  to  observe  the  law,  at 
the  same  time  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Oovernment  to  hold  out  some  hope  that 
the  grievances  complained  of  would  be 
attended  to.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  given  the  farmers 
the  slightest  hope  that  their  grievances 
would  be    attended    to,   and    did    not 
admit    that    the    crofters    had    griev- 
ances.     What  apparently  would  satisfy 
the    right    hon.   and    learned    Gentle- 
man would    be   that   the    crofters    in 
the  West  Highlands  should  die  in  their 
huts  quietly  from  starvation— for  that 
was  the  logic  of  his  position.     He  (Mr. 
Barclay)  did  not  believe  in  that  theory. 
Would  the  Qrofters'  Act  ever  have  been 
passed  but  for  the  disturbances  in  Skye 
and  other  places?    What  he  deplored 
was  that  Parliament  would  not  redress 
griovanoes  until  some  extreme  measure 
was  taken  by  the  people.     The  Scotch 
Members  could   not    too    often    bring 
before  the  notice  of  the  Government  the 
danger  which  menaced  the  public  peace, 
and  which  also  seriously  threatened  the 
agriculture  of  Scotland,  unless  something 
were  promptly  done  to  avert  it.     They 
were  referred  to  the  laws  of  political 
economy.     He    respected    the  laws  of 
political  economy  as  much  as  anyone 
did ;  but  the  question  was,  what  were 
those  laws,  and  how  were  they  to  be 
applied  ?   He  always  distrusted  such  an 
application  of  those  laws  as  would  con- 
demn   honest,    industrious    men,    who 
were  working,  to  starvation.     Mr.  John 
Stuart  Mill  held  that  contracts  for  the 
liiriiig  of  land  were  not  subject  to  the 
laws  of  political  economy,  and  that  land 
being  a  monopoly,  should  be  dealt  with 
by  special  laws.  The  House  in  its  legis- 
lation for  Ireland  had  recognized  that 
principle.     The  Scotch  tenant  farmers, 
he  believed,  were  not  anxious  to  have 
their    leases   broken;    but  that    there 
should  be  a  reduction  of  rent  corre- 
apondiog  to    the  decrease   in    prices; 


and  he  was  willing  to  make  this 
offer  on  behalf  of  the  tenant  farmers, 
that  there  should  be  a  revision  of  rents 
upon  a  corresponding  basis  every  three 
or  four  years,  so  that  the  landlords 
might  reap  the  benefit  ofany  advance  in 
prices.  Unless  some  such  relief  were 
given,  it  would  be  impossible  for  many 
of  the  farmers  to  carry  on  operations 
much  longer.  Already  much  damage 
had  been  done  to  the  land  by  the  lack 
of  manure,  through  the  inability  of  the 
tenants  to  provide  it ;  and  if  this  process 
of  deterioration  continued,  it  would 
cause  enormous  loss.  The  great  fall  in 
prices  which  had  taken  place  in  recent 
years  made  it  altogether  impossible  for 
the  tenants  to  pay  the  rents  based  on  the 
high  prices  current  some  years  ago.  It 
would  be  equally  advantageous  to  land- 
lords and  tenants  if  the  rents  were  made 
to  fluctuate  to  a  certain  extent  every 
three  or  four  years  according  to  -the 
average  price  of  produce  during,  say,  the 
previous  three  years.  That  would  not 
be  a  very  revolutionary  proposal,  and  it 
would  be  a  wise  measure  for  the  land- 
lords to  adopt  in  their  own  behalf.  He 
did  not  ask  for  a  re-valuation  of  the 
land.  That  would  be  a  matter  of  g^eat 
difficulty  indeed ;  but  he  advocated  a 
proportional  reduction  in  the  valuation 
generally  corresponding  to  the  reduction 
in  the  value  of  produce  which  had  taken 
place  since  the  contract  was  made.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
was  in  error  in  saying  that  the  agricul- 
turists of  England  were  in  the  same 
position  as  those  of  Scotland. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  :  What 
I  said  was,  that  in  Scotland  the  tenants 
themselves  wished  to  have  those  19 
years*  leases,  which  now  did  not  suit 
them. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  that  in 
England  the  tenants  were  only  tied  for 
a  few  years,  while  in  Scotland  the 
tenants  were  tied  for  19  years.  But 
when  that  arrangement  was  made  it 
seemed  to  him  that  both  the  landlords 
and  the  tenants  wanted  the  19  j^ears. 
The  conditions  were  such  that  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  on  much  of  the 
farming  in  Scotland  unless  the  tenant 
had  been  secured  by  a  19  years'  lease. 
That  was  one  main  reason  why  the 
House  should  now  deal  with  the  question 
of  19  years'  leases  in  Scotland,  without 
necessarily  taking  up  the  case  of 
England  at  all.  He  thought  Parliament 
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oould  not  too  soon  come  forward  and 
give  the  Scottish  farmers  some  encourage- 
ment and  hope  that — through  energy 
and  perseverance — they  might  be  able 
to  meet  the  competition  from  abroad 
they  now  had  to  encounter. 

Sir     ARCHIBALD      CAMPBELL 
(Benfrew,  W.)  said,  he  -would  remind 
the  House  that  the  reason  the  tenants 
in  Scotland  entered  into   and  desired 
those  long  leases  for  19  years  was  be- 
cause prices  at  the  moment  were  rising. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  lease  for 
such  a    period    proieoted    the    farmer 
against  any  change  which  might  bo  in- 
troduced or  extortion  which  might  be 
made.    But  now  the  case  was  different, 
and  hence  this  demand  for  an  altera- 
tion.    He  thought  it  might  be  possible 
to  have  some  Court  which  might  fix  the 
rents,  taking  the  prices  current  15  years 
ago  and  the  prices  now  current,  and  thus 
securing  a  sliding  scale.     No  one  wished 
the  Soottish  tenants  to  be  under  any  dis- 
advantage, and  the  landlords  wished  it 
least  of  all ;  because  the  more  difficult 
it  was  for  a  tenant  to  work  his  land,  the 
more  surely   would  that  land  be   de- 
preciated.    He  could  not — ^he  was  sorry 
to  say-  support  the  Amendment.     Yet, 
at  the  same  time,  he  would  be  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  say  that,  if  there  was  a  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  with  a  Minister 
over  it,  they  would  be  able  to  do  some- 
thing to  help  the    tenants,   for    some 
change  was  needed  which  would  relieve 
them  without  breaking  the  leases. 

Mr.  as  HER  (Elgin,  &c.)  said,  the 
Report  of  the  Morayshire  Farmers' 
Club  had  elicited  from  nearly  all  the 
agricultural  bodies  in  Scotland  the 
views  they  entertained  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  embodied  in  that  report. 
The  result  of  that  discussion  demon- 
strated that  the  report  expressed  the  agri- 
cultural opinion  of  Scotland  in  stating 
thatt  he  present  rate  of  rent  through- 
out the  country  could  not  possibly  be 
maintained.  He  thought  there  was  also  a 
unanimity  of  opinion  that  in  the  case  of 
those  leaseholders  who  entered  into  their 
contracts  some  years  ago,  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  they  could  continue  to 
fulfil  their  contracts  to  their  natural  ter- 
mination unless  large  abatements  of 
rent  were  made  to  them.  But  then  the 
question  arose,  in  what  form  was  the 
concession  to  be  obtained  ?  That  matter 
received  the  very  careful  consideration  ' 

2i^\J.  JF.  Barclay 


of  the  agricultural  associations  in 
Scotland,  and  it  seemed  to  him  necessary 
to  take  that  opinion  into  view  in  con- 
sidering this  Amendment.  The  practical 
part  of  that  Amendment  was  in  the  con- 
cluding words,  where  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  suggested  that  by  the — 

'*  Creation  of  some  competent  tribunal,  or 
otherwiee,  steps  might  be  taken  to  relieve  the 
occupiers  of  land  from  the  serious  coasequences 
above  mentioned." 

Those  words  were  applicable  to  present 
leaseholders;    and    he  was    bound    to 
admit  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
put  any  interpretation  upon  these  words 
which  would  be  consistent  with  non-in- 
terference with  existing  leases  by  legisla- 
tion.    He  apprehended,  therefore,  that 
the  question  raised  was  whether  this 
House   was  prepared    at    the    present 
stage,   and  by   the  adoption  of  those 
general  words,  to  affirm  the  principle  of 
interference  by  legislation  with  existing 
leases.      There    were    several    reasons 
which  appeared  to  him  to  point  against 
the  House  coming  to  a  final  determina- 
tion upon  that  matter  at  present.     And 
the  first  was  the  state  of  agricultural 
opinion  in  Scotland  upon  the  point.     He 
must  say  he  thought  the  agriculturista 
of   Scodand    had    shown    very    great 
moderation  indeed  in  dealing  with  this 
question.     They  were  admittedly  suffer- 
ing severely  from  a  long  period  of  agri- 
cultural depression,  and  in  many  cases 
were  so  situated  that  they  oould  not 
possibly  remain  in  possession  of  their 
farms  at  their  present   rents  without 
abatement.     It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
authoritatively  established  that  the  agri- 
cultural opinion  of  Scotland  was  against 
the  determination  of  leases  at  present 
existing     by    legislative     interference. 
He  proposed  to  establish  that  by  read* 
ing  a  few  words  from  the  Morayshire 
Farmers'   Club's  Eeport.      That   body, 
who  initiated  this  discussion,  distinctly 
stated  in  their  report  that — 

"  In  reference  to  the  suggested  tormination 
of  existing  leases,  your  committee  do  not  con- 
template any  legislative  interference  ;  " 

and  that  proposal  of  the  committee 
received  the  unanimous  approval  of 
the  Club.  Then,  dealing  with  the  re- 
ports they  had  received  from  other 
agricultural  associations  throughout 
Scotland,  the  Club  thus  classified  the 
state  of  agricultural  opinion.  Nine  as- 
sociations  objected  to  the  determination 
of  leases  by  Parliamentary  interference  ; 
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three  approved  of  suoli  Parliamentary 
action,  and  advocated  the  passing  of  a 
Land  Purchase  Act,  and  the  estahlish- 
xnent   of  Land  Oourts  for   regultaing 
rents;     five    proposed    re-valuation  hy 
amicable  arrangement;    two  proposed 
re-valuation  by  Sheriffs  under  Parlia- 
mentary   authority;     and    one    advo- 
cated Protection  pure  and  simple.      It 
appeared  to  him  that   the  only  con- 
clusion one  could  draw  from  that  was, 
that   the    prevailing    feeling   in   Scot- 
land on  the  part  of  farmers  was  that 
they  did  not  desire  that  their  leases 
should  be  broken  by  legislative  inter- 
ference.       It    would    be    an    unusual 
step  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  affirm 
sucii  a  principle  as  that,  in  advance  of 
the  opinion  of  those  who  were  expressly 
interested.     Beference  had  been  made 
to  the  Crofters'  Act,  as  to  some  extent 
foreshadowing  or  applyingthis  principle. 
It  was  quite  true  the  Crofters'  Act  did 
applv  certain  principles  which  were  new 
in  the  relation  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  but  he  apprehended  there  was 
this  vital  distinction  between  the  class  of 
cases  to  which  it  applied  and  the  leases 
of  Scotland  generally,  that  in  the  case  of 
the  crofter  there  was  undoubtedly  that 
dual  ownership  which  was  recognized  by 
the  law  in  Ireland.      There    was   the 
creation  by  the  crofter  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  value  of  his  croft  by  his  own 
labour,  which  in  equity  at  least  made 
him  joint  owner  with  the  landlord.     To 
apply  that  principle  to  the  leases  of 
Scotland  generally  would  undoubtedly 
be  an  extension  of  it ;  and  the  question 
at  present  was  the  propriety  of  applying 
that  principle  generally  upon  an  Amend- 
ment expressed  in  such  general  terms, 
and  not  to  any  extent  defining  or  show- 
ing the  conditions  under  which  it  ought 
to  be  applied.      He  should  not  be  dis- 
posed to  commit  himself  to  the  view  that 
under  no  circumstances  would  he  be  in 
favour  of  legislative  interference  with 
existing  leases  ;  but  he  certainly  was  in 
favour  of  allowing  the  agriculturists  in 
Scotland  to  try  and  adjust  their  differ- 
ences, as  they  seemed  at  present  to  wish, 
by  means  less  forcible  than  legislative 
interference.     In  coming  to  this  conclu- 
sion, he  supposed  they  must  have  an- 
ticipated that  success  would  attend  their 
efforts ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  ex- 
pedient that  they  should  have  at  least 
the  opportunity  of  trying  the  methods 
they  tnemselves  preferred.     Something 
kad  been  -said    as  to  leases  having 


been  established  in  Scotland  largely  at 
the  request  of  the  farmers.  To  a  certain 
extent  that  was  true ;  but  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  forgot  the 
conditions  under  which  agriculture  then 
was,  which  obliged  the  farmer  to  have 
recourse  to  the  method  of  19  years' 
leases.  At  the  time  when  these  leases 
became  common,  the  farmer  in  Scotland 
had  no  security  whatever  for  the  recovery 
of  any  improvements  executed  by  him 
on  his  farm.  He  generally  got  his  farm 
in  a  very  low  condition.  He  had  to 
spend  a  g^eat  deal  of  money  in  bringing 
it  into  good  condition,  and  if  he  had 
not  a  fixed  tenure  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years  he  would  not  have 
an  opportunity  of  recovering  that  ex- 
penditure. The  result  was  that  19 
years'  leases  were  adopted  by  farmers 
largely  as  a  means  of  giving  them  a 
tenure  of  such  duration  as  would  enable 
them  to  recover  the  expenditure  they 
had  incurred  in  bringing  their  farms 
into  proper  condition.  But  now  that 
the  Compensation  for  Improvements' 
Act  had  been  passed,  and  the  principle 
had  been  recognized  of  the  farmers 
being  entitled  to  be  compensated  for 
money  expended  on  their  farms  in  so 
far  as  it  increased  the  letting  value, 
that,  undoubtedly,  was  a  very  important 
— ^a  very  fortunate  alteration — of  the 
state  of  matters  which  induced  the 
contracting  of  the  19  years'  leases. 
He  must  say,  if  the  farmers  of  Soot- 
land  failed  to  get  by  private  arrange- 
ment those  adjustments  from  their  land- 
lords which  would  enable  them  to  carry 
out  their  leases,  he  thought  they  would 
have  a  great  deal  to  say  in  support  of 
the  view  that  the  alteration  of  the 
law  with  reference  to  compensation  for 
improvements  entitled  tnem  now  to 
ask  the  Legislature  to  consider  whe- 
ther they  might  not  be  relieved  of 
contracts  which  had  been  entered 
into  in  a  state  of  the  law  which  this 
House  subsequently  condemned.  At 
present  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  in  Scotland  was  in 
favour  of  the  opportunity  at  least  being 
given  for  allowing  this  matter  to  be  ad- 
justed by  private  arrangement;  and 
under  the  circumstances,  he  should  ask 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  consider 
whether  he  would  not  have  fully  dis- 
charged his  duly  to  the  important  con- 
stituency he  represented,  and  to  the 
agriculture  of  Scotland  generally,  if  he 
were  to  be  satisfied  with  the  discussion 


to  which  his  Amendment  had  giren  rise, 
without  pressing  it  to  a  division.  [Mr. 
Andebson:  No.]  He  (Mr.  Asher) 
would  be  most  unwilling  to  do  any- 
thing which  indicated  any  want  of 
recognition  on  his  part  of  the  yery 
serious  state  of  matters  connected  with 
agriculture  in  Scotland.  He  should  be 
sorry  not  to  recognize  the  demand  which 
he  tiiought  there  was  for  a  large  and 
substantial  reduction  of  the  existing 
rents.  But  on  the  other  hand,  he  felt 
that,  in  supporting  the  Amendment,  he 
would  be  supporting  the  application  of 
a  principle  for  the  relief  of  the  tenants 
of  Scotland  which,  so  far  as  he  could  see, 
the  tenants  of  Scotland  had  up  to  the 
present  time  said  they  would  prefer 
not  to  be  applied  to  their  case.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  be 
glad  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
Division,  But,  if  that  were  done,  he 
should  conceiye  it  his  duty  not  to  take 
part  in  the  Division. 

Gknebal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOXJB 
(Kincardine)  :  I  invite  the  attention  of 
the  light  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  to  the  opinion  which  he  ex- 
pressed about  the  long  leases  having 
been  made  for  the  special  benefit  of  the 
Scotch  farmers.  Now,  I  am  certain 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  must  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  his  distinguished 
Predecessor,  Lord  Advocate  Mont- 
gomery, passed  the  Act  in  1780,  which 
allowed  holders  of  entailed  estates  to 
grant  leases  of  19.and  31  years,  solely 
for  the  benefit  of  the  estates.  No  doubt, 
these  leasee  enabled  the  farmers  who 
occupied  the  lands  to  make  those  agri- 
cultural improvements  which  the  im- 
poverished owners  of  entailed  estates 
could  not  carry  out.  It  has,  therefore, 
been  recognized  that  the  Montgomery 
Act  did  more  for  the  agriculture  of 
Scotland  than  any  other  measure,  and 
mainly  for  the  benefit  of  the  estates. 
The  measure  of  the  improYoment  may 
best  be  judged  of  bv  the  enormous  ex- 
tent to  which  rents  have  risen  in  Soot- 
land  since  the  Montgomery  Act  was 
passed.  These  Tast  increases  may  be 
estimated  by  comparing  the  rents  of 
agricultural  land  in  Scotland  immedi- 
ately before  the  Crimean  War  with  the 
rents  as  they  stood  in  1882.  The  differ- 
ence is  no  less  than  £2,500,000 — a  rate 
of  increase  far  exceeding  the  ratio  of 
increase  of  the  lands  of  iktgland.    This 
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Tast  increase  in  Scotch  lands  may,  how- 
ever, be  attributed,  in  part,  to  the 
action  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  which 
brought  into  competition,  by  the  occu- 
pation of  lands,  a  number  of  men  as 
farmers  who  where  not  provided  with 
the  money  means  sufficient  in  extent  to 
cultivate  the  farms  with  success.  They, 
however,  had  suffiient  influence  to 
borrow  money,  or  to  get  into  debt ;  so 
that  the  landlords  found  on  the  farms 
sufficient  means  to  pay  the  rent,  which, 
under  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  gave  them 
priority  of  claim  over  all  other  claimants. 
I  submit  these  facts  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate's attention,  in  the  hope  that  relief 
will  be  given  to  the  farmers  who  hold 
leases  entered  into  before  hypothec  was 
abolished,  and  that  measuree  will  be 
adopted  to  fix  the  rents  of  the  lands  of 
Scotland  so  that  the  farmers  may  be 
able  to  earn  a  livelihood  suitable  for 
their  position. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  77  ;  Noes 
190:  Majority  113.—(Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
draw  up  the  Addrees  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  upon  the  said  Resolution: — And  a 
Committee  was  appointed  of, — Mr.  Wharton, 
Colonel  Duncan,  Air.  William  Henry  Smith, 
Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Secretary  Sir  Henry 
Holland,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  John  Manners, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour, 
Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr.  Akers-Douglas ;  That 
Three  be  the  quorum :  ^To  withdraw  immedi- 
ately. 

Orderid,  That  Her  Maiesty's  Most  Oimoions 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  be  r^ened 
to  the  Committee. 

THE   ADDRESS  IN   ANSWER   TO  THE 
QDEEN»S  SPEECH. -REPORT. 

Heport  of  Address  hronght  «/,  and 
read  a  second  time. 

FOREIGN  AFFAIRS-ALLEGED  AGREE- 
MENTS WITH  EUROPEAN  POWERS. 

RESOLHTION. 

Mr.LABOUCHERE  (Northampton), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment  t<> 
the  Beport  of  the  AddrcsSi  after  para- 
graph 7,  to  insert — 

**  Humbly  to  represent  to  Tour  Majesty  thai 
it  will  conduce  to  our  proper  appreciation  (n  cer- 
tain of  the  subjects  wnich  Her  Majesty  has  re- 
commended to  our  consideration  if  we  can  be 
informed  that  no  Correspondence  has  been  ex- 
ohsoged  bttwesa  Hor  Migesty's  Miaif tsn  and 
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the  Gktyemment  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Italy,  containing  any  aaearanoee  of  a  con- 
tract oral  character,  which  would  conetitnte  a 
binding  pact  upon  Her  Majesty's  actual 
Ministers  in  the  unfortunate  event  of  a  war 
breaking  ont  during  their  tenure  of  office  be- 
tween the  French  Kepublic  and  the  Kingdom 
of  Italy,  or,  if  such  assurances  have  been  given, 
that  they  should  be  brought  to  our  know- 
ledge," 

said,  that  if  any  justification  were  needed 
for  the  coarse  which  he  had  taken  he 
found  that  justification  in  Ths  Times 
newspaper.  The  I'imes  had  described 
his  proposed  action  as  being  of — 

"  A.  most  mischievous  and  unpatriotic  char- 
acter for  which,  if  Mr.  Labouchere  were  a  re- 
sponsible politician,  no  words  of  censure  would 
he  too  strong." 

{^MinisUruil  ehunJ]    He  had  no  doubt 
that   hon.   Gentlemen   opposite  would 
agree  with  their  official  organ ;  bat  77^ 
Times  was  no  official  organ  of  those  who 
sat  on  his  side  of  the  House.    The  same 
epithets  had  been  applied  by  The  Times 
whenever   any   Amendment  had  been 
moved  on  the  Irish  question.    In  fact, 
ne  Times  seemed  to  be  of  opinion  that 
they  ought  to  leave  the  affairs  of  Ireland 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  nephew,  and 
Foreign  Affairs  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
tho  uncle,  and  thank  God  that  He  had 
sect  such  a  nephew  and  such  an  uncle 
to   take  care  of  the  business  of    the 
country.     Prince  Bismarck  had  lately 
said  that  he  utterly  despised  the  Press, 
and  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  but  one 
man  seated  behind  one  pen.     Here  they 
had  in  The  Times^  article  the  production 
of  a  most  abusive  and  scurrilous  bench* 
man  of  the  Gt>vernment ;  and,  for  his 
own   part,    he  should  feel  doubt  and 
hesitation  in  any  course  which  he  pro- 
posed to  take  if  The  Times  informed  him 
that  it  was  a  patriotic,  a  right,  and  a 
proper  course.    The  House  would  haye 
observed  that  in  the  Austrian,  Italian, 
and  German  Press  there  had  been  state- 
ments published  respecting  certain  com- 
munications from  Lord  Salisbury  which 
had  been  addressed  to  one  or  more  of 
the  Great  Powers  who  formed  part  of 
the  Triple  Alliance.    It  had  been  stated 
by  the  I'ress  of  these  countries  that  the 
communications  were  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  encourage  Italy  to  join  the  Alli- 
anco,  and  to  leave  all  the  members  of 
the  Alliance  to  form  the  conclusion  that 
England  was  prepared  in  some  way  or 
other  not  only  to  approve,  but  also  to 
support,  the  objects  of  that  alliance.  He 


had    tried   to   elicit  from   the   Under 
Secretary    for   Foreign    Affairs    what 
had  transpired,  and  he  gathered  that 
there     had    been     no    Treaty.       He 
never  supposed  that  there  had.     He 
also  gathered  that  there  was  no  engage- 
ment obliging  this  country  to  give  mili- 
tary aid  to  Italy.      When  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  spoken 
they  would  be  able  to  form  their  own 
conclusion,  if  he  proved  a  little  less  re- 
ticent than  he  had  oeen  upon  the  subject, 
whether  or  not  a  promise  had  been  in- 
directly given.    There  was  an  impres- 
sion that  there  had  been  some  sort  of 
correspondence  between  the  Government 
and  foreign    Powers   on    this    matter. 
What  was  the  Triple  Alliance?  Germany, 
a  great  mOitary  Empire,  was  bounded 
on  three  sides  by  great  military  Powers. 
Germany  had  acquired  certain  Provinces 
of  France,  and  she  was  in  perpetual 
dread  lest  any  other  Power  should  go 
to  war  with  her,  and  France  should  take 
the  opportunity  to  re- acquire  her  lost 
Provinces.    From  a  German   point  of 
view  it  was  a  sound  and  excellent  policy 
on  the    part   of  Prince    Bismarck    to 
obtain  allies  against  these  contingencies ; 
and  it  not  only  rendered  Germany  safe, 
but  also  rendered  Prince  Bismarck  the 
arbiter  and  the  master  of  Europe.     A 
Treaty  on  these  lines  had  been  entered 
into  between  Germany  and  Austria,  and 
it  had  been  published.    A  Treaty  had 
also  been  entered  into  with  Italy,  but  it 
was  not  quite  clear  as  to  when  that 
Treaty  was  signed.    They,    therefore, 
knew  so  far  that  Germany,  Austria,  and 
Italy  had  entered  into  a  defensive  al- 
liance, and  that  the  basis  of  the  alliance 
was  that  Germany  should  come  to  the 
aid  of  the  other  two  Powers  if  they  were 
attacked,  and  that  Italy   and  Austria 
shoidd  come  to  the  aid  of  Germany  if 
that  country  was  attacked  by  France, 
Germany  at  the  same  time  being  at  war 
with  Russia.    That  was  a  policy  most 
advantageous  to  Germany,  and  to  some 
extent  advantageous  to  Austria.     Whe- 
ther it  was  so  advantageous  to  Italy  was 
more  doubtful.    But  it  was  no  business 
of   England's  whether  it  was  or  not. 
When  Signer  Orispi  went  to  Berlin  he 
had  to  take  into  consideration  a  serious 
fact.    It  was  all  very  well  for  Austria  to 
sign  a  Treaty  with  Germany;    but  if 
Italy  did  so  she  exposed  iior  coasts  and 
her  African  policy  to    the    attacks    of 
France,  because  her  fleet  or  the  fleets 
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of  her  allies  could  not,  for  a  moment, 
hold  their  own  ap^ainst  tho  French  fleet. 
It  was  understood  that  Prince  Bismarck 
appealed  to  Lord  Salisbury,  and  wanted 
him  to  say,  or  do,  or  promise  something 
which  would  remove  the  apprehensions 
of  Italy.  He  hoped  that  when  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
answered  for  the  GK)Temment  he  would 
say  distinctly  whether  it  was  a  fact  that 
this  appeal  was  made  by  Prince  Bismarck. 
What  did  Lord  Salisbury  do  ?  He  evi- 
dently did  something.  It  was  admitted 
that  there  was  a  correspondence,  and 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was  when  the 
answer  was  sent,  and  what  the  nature 
of  the  answer  was.  Could  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  deny  the 
statement  that  the  correspondence  was 
sent  round  to  all  our  Ambassadors  in 
order  to  instruct  them  as  to  what  the 
policy  of  Lord  Salisbury  was  with  regard 
to  the  alliance?  The  Tory  Press  had 
stated  that  in  their  view  the  correspon- 
dence contained  a  declaration  of  Lord 
Salisbury  with  reference  to  the  per- 
manent policy  of  England,  and  that  that 
permanent  policy  was  to  maintain  the 
etaiuB  quo  in  the  Mediterranean.  The 
Times  and  the  (Government  were  great 
friends,  but  he  did  not  know  whether 
The  Timet  was  inspired  when  it  stated 
that— 

"  If  there  shoold  be  any  danger  of  a  blow 
strack  at  Italy  which  would  destroy  the  Italian 
navy  and  give  France  an  undisputed  ascendency 
in  the  Mediterranean,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
England,  for  the  security  of  her  own  Empire 
and  commerce,  as  well  as  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  European  equilibrium  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  a  State  to  which  we  are  bound  by  ties  of 
sympathy  and  friendship,  to  exert  all  her  power 
to  arert  the  disaster." 

He  utterly  denied  that  it  would  be  the 
business  of  England  in  such  circum- 
stances to  use  English  treasure  and 
blood  to  protect  Italy.  But  if  there  had 
been  a  declaration  of  the  permanent 
policy  of  the  Government  they  must 
consider  to  whom  it  had  been  addressed. 
Italy  should  not  be  led  by  any  assur- 
ances or  hints  to  join  an  alliance  against 
France,  because  England  intimated  to 
her  that  she  might  do  so  with  impunity. 
If  Italy  joined  in  a  war  against  France 
she  must,  like  any  other  nation,  accept 
the  consequences.  This  country  un- 
doubtedly sympathized  greatly  with 
Italy  daring  her  struggle  for  independ- 
ence and  at  the  present  time  also.  Frince 
Bismarck    and    Lord    Salisbui'y  knew 
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this,  and  he  had  been  making  use  of 
our  sympathy  with  Italy  to  induce  Eng- 
land to  make  an  arrangement  with  that 
country,  which  practically  would  be  an 
arrangement  with    Germany  and  Aus- 
tria and  Italy.     Admiral  Hewett,  the 
late  commander  of  the  Squadron  in  the 
Bed  Sea,  appeared  to  have  a  stronger 
opinion  than  The   Timee  as  to  what  the 
effect  of  this  correspondence  would  be, 
for  in  a  speech  at  a  dinner  or  reception 
g^ven  in  his  honour  at  Genoa  it  was 
stated  by  the  Italian  papers — without 
contradiction— that  he  said   he  hoped 
and  believed  the  Italian  and    British 
Fleets  would  soon  fight  together.  Natu- 
rally, therefore,   in    France  there  had 
been  great  anxiety  felt  in  regard  to  this 
correspondence.  He  believed  the  French 
Ambassador    had  been    told   that   no 
arrangement  had  been  entered  into  with 
Italy.     It  would  appear  that  the  French 
Ambassador,  who  had    not    seen    the 
correspondence,  was  told  that  there  was 
no  arrangement,  while  Austria  and  Ger- 
many, whq  had  seen  the  correspondence, 
knew  that  there  was  an  arrangement 
One  of  the  most  important  French  news- 
papers had  stated  that  Lord  Salisbury 
divided  himself  into  two  parts— the  head 
of  the  Tory  Party  and  the  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs — and  that  he  had  given 
the  assurances  rather  as  the  head  of  the 
Tory  Party  than  as  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs.    They  could  not  recog^ze  such 
a  distinction  in  this  country.    For  his 
own  part,  he  was  opposed  to  any  inter- 
mixture in    Foreign    Affairs,   whether 
territorial  or  dynastic.  He  believed  they 
ought  to  take  advantage  of  their  position 
as  an  Island    and  to  remain   muUUie 
mutandis,  just  as  the  United  States  did 
with  regard  to  Europe.      Some   hon. 
Gentlemen  might  not  agree  with  him 
in  taking  part  in  whst  they  called  the 
European  Concert,  but  it  was  not    a 
European  concert.    Europe  was  divided 
into  two  camps,    and    Her   Majesty's 
Government,  he  complained,  had  taken 
one  side  and  had  concealed  what  they 
had  done  from  the  other,  and,  what  was 
still  more  important,  from  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  country.    The  matter 
was  an    important    one,    because    tho 
Government  had  taken  side  against  our 
neighbour  and  ally,  France.    They  were 
told  that  the  alliance  was  a  league  of 
peace ;  but  leagues  of  peace  ordinarily 
ended  in  war.  It  was  formed  to  deprive 
France  of  any  opportunity  of  reteOking 
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her  lost  Proyinoes  in  a  war.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  see  a  war ;  but  if  there  were 
one,  his  sympathies  would  be  entirely 
with  France  in  such  an  endeayour.  The 
worst  feature  connected  with  these 
transactions  was  the  secrecy  that  had 
been  obseryed.  It  was  something 
monstrous  that  no  reference  should  haye 
been  made  to  them  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  They  had  had  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  communications  on  a 
great  many  matters ;  but  surely  a  state- 
ment as  to  the  permanent  policy  of  the 
country  was  much  more  important  than 
any  of  those  communications.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
alleged  the  state  of  Europe  as  a  reason 
for  withholding  the  correspondence. 
But  the  negotiations  were  oyer  now, 
and  whateyer  had  been  done  was  an 
accomplished  fact,  and  he  had  neyer 
yet  heard  such  an  excuse  pleaded  when 
negotiations  were  at  an  end.  Austria, 
Germany,  and  Italy  knew  of  the  corre- 
spondence, but  neither  France  nor 
Bttssia  nor  the  House  of  Commons 
were  in  possession  of  it.  There  was 
another  reason,  possibly,  why  the  cor- 
respondence had  not  been  communicated 
— a  domestic  reason.  The  present  Qo- 
yernment  was  a  Tory  Qoyernment,  but 
it  had  not  a  Tory  majority,  and  he 
thought  that  the  tension  in  the  Unionist 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
would  be  yery  strong  indeed  if  they 
were  told  that  by  supporting  the  Gk)yem- 
ment  they  were  supporting  a  guarantee 
of  Lord  Salisbury  in  regard  to  Germany 
as  against  France.  The  country,  he 
maintained,  was  in  fayour  of  peace,  and 
it  objected  to  all  these  engagements. 
We  knew  well  that  the  country  re- 
garded France  as  our  nearest  and  best 
ally,  and  he  could  well  understand 
Lord  Salisbury  should  wish  to  keep  the 
matter  quiet,  and  should  not  wish  to 
submit  what  had  been  done  to  the  ap- 

Sreciation  of  the  entire  country.  He 
id  not  accept  a  policy  of  what  was  called 
peace  at  all  price ;  he  belieyed  that  we 
required  a  good  Army  and  Nayy  for 
defensiye  purposes,  and  that  if  the 
Empire  were  attacked  we  ought  to  de- 
fend it;  but  if  we  got  into  a  dispute 
with  a  foreign  nation  we  ought  first  to 
submit  the  matter  to  arbitration,  and 
we  ought  also  to  remember,  if  we  were 
insulted,  that  there  was  an  ultima  ratio, 
which  was  the  same  in  democracies  as 
in  Monarchies.    But  he  was  against  aQ. 


wars  and  all  Treaties  leading  to  wars 
where  we  had  no  direct  interest  in  the 
matter.  For  example,  it  was  undesirable 
that  Bulgaria  should  fall  into  the  hands  or 
under  the  control  of  Bussia;  but  this 
was  not  a  matter  of  such  interest  to  us 
that  we  should  go  to  war  for  it ;  there- 
fore, he  would  object  to  any  engagement 
on  this  subject  which  might  possibly 
drag  us  into  war.  It  would  be  a  little 
too  absurd  to  insist  upon  Home  Bule  in 
Bulgaria  when  we  were  trying  to  put 
down  the  demand  for  it  so  much  nearer 
home.  During  the  last  150  years  we 
had  been  at  war  with  Austria,  Bussia, 
Italy,  Spain,  Portugal,  Denmark,  Hol- 
land, and  France— with  France  four 
times — but  in  no  one  instance  had  we 
gone  to  war  because  England  was 
directly  or  indirectly  attacked.  But  in 
most  cases  we  went  to  war  for  that 
mirage,  the  European  equilibrium,  and 
we  had  spent  or  wasted  hundreds  of 
millions  in  these  wars.  Of  late  years 
we  had  got  wiser,  and  in  the  wars  be- 
tween Austria  and  Italy  and  between 
France  and  Germany  we  had  taken  no 
part.  But  if  our  Bulers  had  had  their 
way  we  should  haye  taken  part.  Lord 
Mfldmesbury  was  anxious  to  enter  into 
some  sort  of  agreement  by  correspon- 
dence which  would  haye  dragged  us 
into  these  later  wars.  Again,  the  Oon- 
seryatiye  Goyemment,  a  Httle  time  be- 
fore the  Franco-German  War,  was  for 
giving  a  Guarantee  to  defend  the 
neutrality  of  Luxemburg,  which  Gua- 
rantee would  haye  dragged  us  into 
war ;  but  the  people  were  too  strong  for 
them.  While  prepared  to  defend  the 
British  Empire,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try were  determined  not  to  be  dragged 
into  foolish  wars  which  did  not  con- 
cern them.  At  this  time  England  was 
taking  sides  in  a  dispute  which  was 
dividing  the  Continent,  and  what  had 
been  done  was  absolutely  concealed.  It 
would  be  said  that  no  assurances  had 
been  giyen ;  but  this  was  a  mere  play 
upon  words.  Matters  had  been  so  ar- 
ranged that  what  had  occurred  could  be 
denied  in  this  House.  But  an  illustra- 
tion of  what  had  happened  was  fur- 
nished by  an  account,  just  given  in  The 
2^/nea,  oh  an  interview  between  Signer 
Orispi  and  the  late  Count  Corti.  Signer 
Crispi  suggested  the  probability  of  a 
close  friendship  between  Italy  and  Eng- 
land in  certain  contingencies;  Count 
Corti  replied  that  the  investigating  spirit 
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of  English  Members  of  Parliament  ren- 
dered it  difficult  for  English  Ministers  to 
oome  to  a  positive  understanding,  and 
Lord  Salisbury  would  not  do  it.  There 
was  not  a  word  to  show  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury would  not  have  done  it  if  he  had 
dared.  Possibly  the  difficulty  mentioned 
had  been  got  over  in  such  a  way  as  to 
evade  the  investigating  spirit  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  saw  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qladi>tone)  in  his 
place.  Now,  he  had  never  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  express  any  sort 
of  confidence  in  Lord  Salisbury's  policy ; 
but  yet  now  he  seemed  to  consider  Lord 
Salisbury  as  a  sort  of  reformed  Jingo. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  believe 
that  Lord  Salisbury  was  reformed  in  the 
least,  and  had  no  kind  of  confidence  in 
him ;  and  he  would  give  a  reason.  Last 
year  he  called  attention  to  a  correspon- 
dence which  had  taken  place  between 
this  country  and  Foreign  Governments  in 
regard  to  Bulgaria,  and  he  showed  that 
Lord  Salisbury  had  addressed  despatch 
after  despatch  to  almost  every  Govern- 
ment in  Europe,  imploring  them  to  enter 
into  an  alliance  with  him  against  Russia. 
At  last  it  came  to  such  a  pass  that  Prince 
Bismarck  and  the  other  Ministers,  having 
something  else  to  do.  treated  these  ap- 
peals with  contempt,  and  would  not 
reply  to  them.  That  was  since  Lord 
Salisbury  returned  to  power,  and  that 
was  why  he  had  no  confidence  in  Lord 
Salisbury.  When  they  were  consider- 
ing what  Lord  Salisbury  had  said,  they 
must  remember  what  had  happened  pre- 
viously in  regard  to  Treaties.  They 
must  remember  that  he  sprang  upon  his 
own  allies  and  friends  the  secret  Treaty 
with  regard  to  the  Berlin  Congress. 
When  that  Treaty  had  been  surrepti- 
tiously bigned,  he  denied  that  he  had 
entered  into  it.  But  he  positively  pro- 
secuted the  man  who  stole  that  Treaty 
and  published  it,  and  afterwards  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  a  Treaty.  They  must 
remember  also  that  Lord  Salisbury  was 
not  only  Foreign  Secretary,  but  also 
Prime  Minister.  Ordinarily  the  Foreign 
Secretary  had  to  act  with  the  Prime 
Minister.  But  Lord  Salisbury  had  to 
act  with  himself.  He  adopted'a  course 
as  Foreign  Secretary,  and  Uien  appealed 
to  himself  as  Prime  Minister  to  confirm 
it.  When  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  ^Lord  Randolph 
OhttzohiLl)    was    in    the   Qovernmenti 

Mr,  Labouchere 


having  rather  more  sane  ideas  upon 
foreign  policy,  he,  to  a  certain  extent, 
kept  Lord  Salisbury  in  order.  But  how 
about  the  present  Cabinet  ?  There  was 
not  one  of  them 'that  understood  the 
A  B  C  of  foreign  politics.  They  were  a 
very  respectable  body  of  men ;  but  ho 
should  luce  to  see  one  of  them  quarrel- 
ling with  Lord  Salisbury  on  a  point  of 
foreign  policy  !  Lord  Salisbury's  policy 
had  always  been  the  same — a  policy  of 
hatred  of  France— [** Oh,  oh!"  and 
"No,  no!  "]— and  jealousy  of  Russia. 
Not  hatred  of  France?  Why,  it  was 
shown  only  last  year,  when  the  French 
Government  asked  us  to  join  in  a  cere- 
mony to  celebrate  a  great  and  important 
political  event — the  taking  of  the  Bas- 
tille. \^M%niateriaJlaugkUr,\  He  doubted 
whether  the  hon.  Member  opposite — ho 
did  not  know  where  he  sat  for — ^the 
hon.  Member  who  laughed—oould  tell 
him  in  what  year  the  Bastille  was 
taken.  There  was  not  one  man  in 
France — Orleanist,  Bonapartist,  or  Re- 
publican— who  would  venture  to  dispute 
that  the  capture  of  the  Bastille  was  a 
great  and  important  political  event. 
Lord  Salisbury  objected  to  that  festival, 
because  he  was  at  the  head  of  an  aristo- 
catio  GDvernment,  and  he  did  not  like 
to  see  a  great  and  prosperous  Republic 
60  dose  to  us.  That  Republic  somehow 
got  on  without  large  grants  to  a  Royal 
Family.  It  somehow  got  on  without  the 
aid  of  hereditary  aristocracy  to  manage 
its  affairs,  and  he  oould  perfectly  under- 
stand how  it  was  that  Lord  SiEtlisbury 
disliked  to  see  the  prosperity  of  France. 
The  noble  Lord  would  no  doubt  be  glad 
to  drag  us  into  war  to  save  his  policy 
in  Ireland.  [  "  Oh,  oh !  "  ]  WeU,  the 
noble  Lord  said  he  was  fighting  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  integrity  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  before  now  we  had 
been  dragged  into  war  to  prevent  the 
march  of  democracy.  In  the  last  century, 
during  the  whole  period  of  the  great 
war,  no  liberal  reform  was  effected. 
The  policy  of  the  Conservative  Gk>vem- 
ment  then  was  precisely  that  of  the 
present  Government.  He  remained 
where  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  when  he  said  that  he  would  not 
give  a  blank  cheque  to  Lord  Salisbury, 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
changed.  Either  this  correspondence 
was  important  or  not.  If  it  was  not 
important,  it  ought  to  be  published  to 
re*assure  the  country.    If  it  was,  there 
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^as  eveiy  reason  why  France  and  this 
ooontiy  should  be  made  acquainted  with 
it.  It  was  for  the  House  of  Commons 
to  judge  of  the  importance  of  these 
matters.  At  such  a  time  as  this 
especially  we  ought  to  remain  absolutely 
unfettered.  What  Germany,  Austria, 
and  Italy  knew,  France  ought  to  know, 
and  the  people  of  this  country  ought  to 
know.  He  would  recommend  Lord 
Salisbury  to  follow  the  example  of 
Prince  Bismarck  instead  of  being  his 
serWle  tool.  Prince  Bismarck  took  the 
people  of  his  country  into  his  confidence. 
Why  should  not  the  present  Qovern- 
ment  do  the  same  ?  The  refusal  of  the 
Goyemment  to  take  the  people  into 
their  confidence  was  the  best  proof  that 
it  was  desirable — and  not  only  desirable, 
but  imperatiye — that  the  country  should 
be  taken  into  confidence.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  0.  T.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  said, 
his  reason  for  seconding  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  was  that  he  was 
opposed  to  all  secret  treaties.  He  hoped 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  be  able  to  assure 
the  House  that  there  was  no  Treaty, 
whether  secret  or  otherwise,  or  engage- 
ment, entered  intobetweenHer  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Government  of 
Italy. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  paragraph  7,  to  insert  the 
words — '<  Humbly  to  represent  to  Yonr  Majesty 
that  it  will  conduce  to  our  proper  appreciation 
of  certain  of  the  subjects  which  Her  Majesty 
has  recommended  to  our  consideration,  if  we 
can  be  informed  that  no  Correspondence  has 
been  exchanged  between  Her  Minesty's 
Ministers  and  the  Government  of  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  Italy,  containing  any  assurances  of 
a  oontraotoal  character,  which  would  constitute 
a  binding  pact  upon  Her  Majesty's  actual 
Ministers  in  the  unfortunate  event  of  a  war 
breaking  out  during  their  tenure  of  office  be- 
tween the  French  Kepublic  and  the  Kingdom 
of  Italy,  or,  if  such  assurances  have  been  given, 
that  they  should  be  brought  to  our  knowledge." 
— (Jfr.  Itab^uehert,) 

Question  proposed,  '  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  under  SEORETARY  op 
STATE  POB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  Jamss  Ferqussok)  (Manohester, 
N.E.) :  I  think  that  Memhers  of  this 
House    must    haye    been    somewhat 


puzzled  to  imagine  with  what  purpose 
the  hon.  Member  rose  to  make  the 
statements  which  he  has  just  delivered, 
because  there  were  some  of  them  that 
were  of  a  nature  that  was  most  mis* 
chievous  in  their  tendency  and  reckless 
in  their  particulars.  The  House  has 
been  reticent  with  regard  to  foreign 
aCFairs,  and  during  the  time  I  have  been 
privileged  to  represent  the  Foreign 
OfEoe  in  this  House  I  have  had,  I  may 
say,  a  very  easy  time  of  it.  I  think  an 
acknowledgment  is  due  to  the  Members 
of  the  Opposition  that,  at  a  time  of 
great  anxiety,  when  forces  were  known 
to  exist  perilous  to  the  peace  of  Europe, 
they  have  not,  by  any  act  of  theirs, 
rendered  the  task  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyernment  more  difficult.  It  is  ri^ht 
that  at  fitting  opportunities  explanation 
should  be  asked  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whatever  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  may  say,  I  believe  that  the  present 
Government  will  be  always  ready  to  give 
to  the  House  of  Commons  all  the  infor- 
mation that  the  safety  of  the  country  and 
its  interests  will  allow.  But,  Sir,  when 
questions  are  asked  that,  if  they  are  not 
mischievous,  are  idle,  questions  which 
all  Governments  who  have  had  to  con- 
duct difficult  affairs  well  know  are 
exceedingly  difficult  and  dangerous — ^not 
inconvenient  to  them  as  a  Ministry,  but 
inconvenient  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  and  the  world — then,  I  think,  a 
Government  does  well  to  be  reticent,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  is  very  much 
changed  if  it  will  not  respect  their 
prudence.  The  hon.  Member  began  by 
expressing  his  contempt  for  Press  criti- 
cisms, and  when  criticisms  are  idle  one 
does  right  to  despise  them ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  himself  relied  largely  on 
Press  rumours.  His  speech  was  made 
up  of  quotations  from  rumours,  and 
I  think  those  who  have  followed  the 
foreign  intelligence  of  newspapers  and 
the  comments  on  them  in  this  and 
other  countries  will  observe  that  those 
rumours  are  exceedingly  various  and 
contradictory.  The  hon.  Member  has 
chosen — I  suppose  it  suited  his  purpose 
— to  adopt  many  of  them.  They  could 
not  all  be  true,  because  they  did  not  all 
agree ;  but  he  adopted  those  that  suited 
him,  and  then  went  on  to  treat  them  as 
if  they  were  proved  facts.  Now,  Sir, 
before  going  into  the  terms  of  the  Motion, 
I  still  must  express  my  regret  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  moment  ehould 
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haye  quoted  Buch  ramours  as  aathentio, 
and  snould  have  quoted  altogether 
unauthenticated  statements  that  de- 
mands had  been  made  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  on  the  one  hand,  and 
overtures  had  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  other.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  he  had  no  authority  or  foundation 
for  those  statements.  As  to  my  having 
admitted  anything  of  the  kiad  last  year, 
I  certainly  did  no  such  thing.  Now,  Sir,  I 
just  ask  the  House  to  remember  the  terms 
of  the  Motion,  because  the  hon.  Member 
has  now  formulated  charges  which  lie 
has  put  to  the  House  in  various  questions 
in  a  vague  and  indeterminate  manner. 
[Here  he  read  the  Amendment]  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  has  emphasized  a 
theory  by  his  questions,  and  has  demon- 
strated the  offence  of  such  an  assurance 
as  he  assumes  to  have  been  given.  He 
has  given  no  grounds  for  such  belief 
other  than  conjectural  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers — ^I 
appeal  to  the  recollection  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers— of  what  probably  might  be  the 
course  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
conceivable  circumstances.  But  the  hon. 
Member  founds  a  confirmation  of  his 
statement— that  there  exists  an  agree- 
ment between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  Italy  that  in  certain  con- 
tingencies we  would  take  sides  against 
France — upon  a  speech  which  was  attri- 
buted to  me  gallant  Admiral  in  com- 
mand of  the  Mediterranean  Squadron  on 
some  ceremonial  occasion,  in  regard  to 
which  he  asked  a  Question  m  this 
House.  On  that  occasion  I  stated,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  I  could 
not  accept  such  a  charge  against  the 
gallant  officer  on  a  second-hand  report 
in  a  newspaper,  for  the  paper  itself  did 
not  profess  to  report  the  words  he  used. 
Now,  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment is  amply  confirmed  by  a  telegram 
which  I  have  received  from  Admiral 
Hewett,  which  says — 

*'  Have  read  Sir  James  Fergaason's  reply  to 
Mr.  Laboachere.  I  wUh  to  say  the  statement 
in  Press  is  absolutely  false  and  without  founda- 
tion." 

I  do  not  quarrel  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  asking  the  Question,  because  it  would 
bo  a  very  important  declaration,  no  doubt ; 
though  I  think  it  might  have  been  re- 
ceived with  some  caution.  Well,  Sir,  I 
have  already,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
stated  to  the  House,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  that  we  were  under  no 
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engagements  pledging  the  employment- 
of  the  Military  and  Naval  Forces  of  this 
country,   except  such    as  are    already 
known  to  the  House ;  and  it  appears  to 
me  that,  for  all  practical  purposes,  that 
gives  a  negative  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.   At  least,  I  am  unable  to  understand 
that  any  other  reasonable  interpretation 
could  be  put  on  my  words.  The  only  pro-^ 
miae  which  we  could  have  been  asked  to   \ 
give  in  the  case  of  war  breaking  out      ] 
between  France  and  Italy  would  have      I 
been  a  promise  to  take  sides  with  France      / 
on  the  one  hand,  or  with  Italy  on  they 
other.    I  am  here  to  tell  the  House  thaT^^ 
no  such  enjj^agement  was  ever  asked 
or  given.    Keeping  myself,   therefore, 
strictly  within  the  terms  of  the  answer 
I  before  gave,  I  woidd  say  that  it  in- 
cluded the  answer  I  now  give,  because 
the  words  I  gave  to  the  House  would  not 
bear  the  ioterpretation  that  we  were 
under  any  obligation  to  use  military  or 
naval  action.     I  would  pass  from  thia 
point  wore  it  not  for  the  remarkable 
and  most  unfortunate  language — ^if  it 
could  be  taken  as  responsible  language — 
by  the  hon.  Member    as  regards  the 
attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
towards  France.     He  said  we  have  taken 
side  against  our  neighbours  the  French ; 
and  that  it  is  the  policy  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, actuated  by  hatred  of  France  and 
animosity  to  the  French,  to  slight  their 
progress,  and  to  desire  to  drag  us  into 
war  with  France.     Sir,  there  is  not  a 
responsible    statesman  in  France    who 
would  attribute  such  a  policy  to  Lord 
Salisbuxy,   least  of  all  any  statesman 
who  has  had  to  do  with  him  since  his 
conduct  of  the  foreign  affairs  of  this 
country.    On  the  contrary,  I  am  certain 
all  would  acknowledge  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury, in  his  communications  and  inter- 
course with  and  treatment  of  France, 
has  been  actuated  on  every  point  with 
the    greatest    consideration    for    that 
country.   In  fact,  I  have  heard  from  some 
hon.  Members  who  have  some  authority 
to  speak  on  public  affairs  doubt  whether 
he  had  not  been  too  cautious  and  indul- 
gent in  some  questions   of   difference 
with  France.     I  do  not  believe  that  that 
is  the  case,   for  I  believe  that  inter- 
national differences  are  best  settled  by 
due    consideration  for  the  rights,  the 
position,   and    the    feelings    of    other 
I'owers.     But  it  is  altogether  untrue 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
pursued  any  oopdnot  inconsistent  witli 
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the  good  relations  whioh  happily  exist 
between  this  countir  and  France,  which 
I  certainly  hope  shall  continue  to  exist, 
and  which  we  have  every  promise  and 
hope  of  being  able  to  maintain.    Our 
relations    with    France    are    naturally 
in  agreement,  because  we  have  no  reason 
to  think  that  the  extsrnal  policy  of  France 
in  the  important  affairs  so  much  debated 
in  the  world  differs  from  our  own.     We 
believe    that    the    policy    of    France 
in  relation   to   foreign   affairs  is  con- 
ducted in  harmony  with    the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Treaties  to  which  France  and 
Great  Britain  are  alike  parties.    And, 
that  beinff  BO,  we  believe  the  foreign 
policy  of  France  is  moving  on  parallel 
lines  with  that  of  Great  Britain.     But 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  pushed  his 
inquiries    further,    and    in    case    any 
hon.  Member  is  inclined  to  back  him  in 
pressing  for  Correspondence  of  the  most 
delicate  nature,   then  I  must   address 
some   further   observations   upon   that 
point  to  the  House.     Well,  there  must 
haye  been  Correspondence.    Is  it  con- 
ceiyable  that  when  the  affairs  of  Europe 
have    been    in    the  somewhat    critical 
condition  in  which  they  have  stood  for 
a  year  and  a- half  past — I  may  say  ever 
since  the  disturbance  in  Bulgaria — that 
there  should  not   have  been  constant 
Oorrespondence  with  many  Powers,  and 
that  of  a  very  confidential  and  delicate 
nature  ?    All  such  Correspondence  and 
discussions   with  foreign  Powers   with 
reference  to  the  maintenance  of  peace  in 
Europe  must,  if  it  is  to  be  more  than 
purely  formal,  enter  into  questions  con- 
cerning the  maintenance  of  peace,  and 
the  causes  which  operate  for  and  against 
peace.    It  must  have  reference  to  the 
motives,  the  character,  and  the  objects 
of  other  Powers  from  whom  breaches  of 
the  peace  may  possibly  be  apprehended. 
There  must  be  estimates  expressed  of 
the    consequences  of  any  action  calcu- 
lated to  cause  a  breach  of  the  peace ; 
and,  more,  there  must  be  a  contempla- 
tioo  of  the  effects  which  naturally  result 
from  calling  into  action  the  enormous 
forces  that  are  now  gathered  together  by 
any   military  Power,  and  the  changes 
that    might  follow   war,    and   the   de- 
gree   in   which,  in  common  with  other 
Powers,  the  interests  of  this  country 
ini^ht,  and  probably  would,  be  affected. 
Therefore,    evidently    there    must    be 
Ck>rre8pondence  upon  the  policy  which 
this  country  and  other  Powei*s,  parties  to 
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the  treaties  of  Europe,  would  necessarily 
follow.  It  is  obvious  that  a  discussion 
of  this  kind,  if  it  is  to  be  full  and  free 
as  it  ought  to  be,  is  not  of  a  nature  to  be 

gublished  to  the  whole  of  Europe.  The 
on.  Member  says  the  time  has  come 
when  this  Oorrespondence  should  be 
made  known.  I  wish  the  time  had 
come  when  such  Correspondence  as  it  is 
usual  to  lay  before  Parliament  could  be 
laid  before  Parliament.  I  am  afraid 
the  time  has  not  yet  come.  I  hope  any 
prospect  of  a  disturbance  of  the  peace 
of  Europe  is  not  greater,  but  less  than  it 
was  a  year  ago.  Some  scepticism  was 
expressed  when  Lord  Salisbury  declared 
a  year  ago  that  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
peace  of  Europe  should  be  broken,  and 
he  confidently  hoped  for  its  main- 
tenance. I  think  it  says  a  good  deal  for 
the  correctness  of  his  forecsst  that  that 
prophecy  has  so  long  proved  true.  We 
cannot  prophesy,  but  we  may  hope ;  and 
until  that  hope  is  fulfilled  I  think  the 
House  of  Commons  will  see  that  the 
time  has  not  arrived  when  there  should 
be  any  publication  and  that  such  Oorre- 
spondence as  must  take  place  in  such 
cases  could  not  be  made  known  without 
g^eat  breach  of  confidence — without  an 
act  of  g^eat  impolicy,  and,  more,  without 
depriving  this  country  in  future  of  its 
right  to  be  consulted  on  the  public  affairs 
of  Europe,  and  of  its  beneficial  influence 
in  the  maintenance  of  peace.  If  we  can- 
not place  before  the  House  the  Oorre- 
spondence in  fidl,  which  I  regret  to  say 
cannot  be  considered  yet  complete,  still 
more  is  it  impossible  that  fragmentary 
portions  of  it  should  be  disclosed,  whether 
m  reply  to  clearly  designed  catechisms 
addressed  to  the  Government,  or  even  in 
an  Address  to  Parliament.  I  do  not 
believe  the  House  will  lend  itself  to 
such  a  request.  It  is  manifest  that 
fragmentary  declarations  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  tries  to  draw  from  me  would 
create  a  false  impression  of  the  position, 
and  it  would  be  even  more  dangerous, 
perhaps,  than  to  publish  the  Correspon- 
dence in  full.  I  have,  therefore,  to  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not 
feel  themselves  justified  in  answering, 
or  even  discussing  further,  the  questions 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks  as  to  this 
Correspondence,  and  we  must  oppose  a 
simple  negative  to  any  Motions  which 
he  or  his  hon.  Friends  may  make  for 
the  purpose  of  eliciting  information  upon 
this  question  at  the  present  time.    The 
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hon.  Member  has  referred  to  some 
negotiations  whioh  haye  been  carried  on 
by  Her  Majesiy's  Gtoyemment,  and,  I 
think  I  may  say,  with  suoceas.  We 
have  had  some  delicate  topics  to  discuss 
with  other  Powers.  We  have  certainly 
some  questions  with  other  Powers,  and 
especially  with  France.  With  regard  to 
the  Correspondence  regarding  these 
questions,  I  was  obliged  repeatedly  to 
decline  to  give  the  House  information  as 
to  the  terms  of  the  agreements  which 
were  being  drawn  up  before  they  were 
completed.  But  I  think  the  spirit  in 
which  that  Oorrespondence  was  con- 
ducted, and  the  results  to  which  it  led, 
may  give  the  House  some  confidence  in 
the  attitude  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment maintain  towards  France  and 
other  Powers.  I  agree  with  one  thing 
the  hon.  Member  said— namely,  that  no 
war  should  be  undertaken  unless  our 
national  interests  imperatively  de- 
mand it|  and  that  we  should  not  go 
unnecessarily  or  hurriedly  into  the 
affairs  of  Europe,  and  make  onerous 
engagements.  The  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  several  great  wars  which  have 
taken  place  from  which  this  country 
was  happily  free;  but  in  those  cases 
Great  Britain  was  happily  free  because 
its  interests  were  not  concerned  except 
as  regards  her  interest  in  the  general 
peace  of  the  world.  But  since  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  existed, 
we  nare  not  had  to  ask  for  any  votes  of 
credit.  There  have  been  no  wars  and 
no  rumour  of  war,  although  we  have 
not  been  without  our  difficulties.  But 
the  declaration  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  says  she  is  happily  at  peace  with  all 
*  Powers  is  most  entirely  ^ue,  and  if  a 
policy  has  been  pursued  that  so  far  has 
maintained  peace  and  harmony  with  all 
the  world,  I  venture  to  think  the  Go- 
vernment will  justify  the  confidence 
which  I  believe  the  House  reposes  in 
their  foreign  policy. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  at  any  length  by  entering 
into  what  I  may  call  the  polemical  por- 
tion of  the  speeches  dehvered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton,  because  I  am  ex- 
tremely desirous  not  to  g^ve  a  polemical 
aspect  to  anything  I  may  say ;  and  I  dis- 
tinguish between  the  criticisms  which 

Sir  Jamee  F&rj^utian 


maybe  made  upon  particular'expreaaions 
and  the  general  aim  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  the  Motion  which  he  has  made,  which 
I  do  not  construe— I  may  be  wrong, 
and  I  am  not  responsible  for  the  word- 
ing of  the  Amenament — as  a  Motion  in- 
tended to  force  the  hand  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  in  respect  of  later  Correspondence, 
but  as  intended  rather  to  give  vent  to  a 
feeling  which  dwells  in  the  mind  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  so  much  has  been  said 
both  in  foreign  newspapers  and  others, 
and  that  what  has  been  said  in  news- 
papers has  been  in  connection  with 
facts  of  so  much  gravity  that  it  is  hardly 
possible  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
meet  at  this  period  without  endeavour- 
ing to  obtam  some  satisfaction  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
general  attitude  which  they  assume, 
viewing  the  Motion  in  that  light  I  own 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  it 
should  be  made  the  subject  of  such 
severe  censure.  I  am  not  about  to  cen- 
sure the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  meet- 
ing that  Motion  as  he  has  done,  and 
if  he  understood  it  to  be  a  Motion  in- 
tended to  force  the  production  of  Oorre- 
spondence upon  matters  of  the  utmost 
delicacy,  and  on  matters  still  undeTo* 
loped  and  incomplete  in  connection 
with  the  present  state  of  Europe,  X 
think  he  would  be  perfectly  well 
founded  in  that  objection.  I  have 
heard  with  extreme  satisfaction,  but  X 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  make  it  the 
subject  of  detailed  comment,  the  assur- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
able  to  conduct  the  transactions  of  their 
foreigpi  policy  in  close  harmony  with 
France,  and  I  pass  on  from  that  declara- 
tion, which  I  wish  to  leave  in  terms  as 
simply  unqualified  as  it  is  in  my  power 
to  use.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  maj  in  some  degree  con- 
gratulate himself  upon  the  tenourof  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
respect  of  his  Motion.  The  object  of 
the  Motion,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to 
give  some  satisfaction  to  the  House 
upon  the  question  whether  engagements 
have  been  made  by  the  Government  rela- 
ting to  contingencies  not  yet  developed. 
The  terms  of  the  Motion  are,  in  one 
respect,  perhaps,  even  a  little  narrower 
than  possibly  they  might  have  been^ 
because  the  question  put  is  whether 
there  is  any  correspondence    between 
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Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  Go- 
▼eminent  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Italy— 

"  Containing  any  assurances  of  a  contractual 
character  which  would  constitute  a  binding  pact 
upon  Her  Majesty's  actual  Ministers  in  the 
unfortunate  event  of  a  war  breaking  out  during 
their  tenure  of  Office  between  the  French  Re- 
public and  the  Kingdom  of  Italy." 

Bat  we  may  be  committed  to  trans- 
actions which  provide  for  our  future 
course,  and  which  may  tend  to  narrow 
our  liberties  in  respect  to  contingen- 
cies which  may  arise.     I  trust  that  so 
far  as  any  uneasiness  is  felt,  that  uneasi- 
ness ought  to  be  allayed  with  respect  to 
engagements  which  may  have  been  taken 
affecting  this  country  during  the  tenure 
of  Office  of  the  present  Government,  for 
it  has  happened  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment, as  it  has  eometimes  happened  to 
former  Governments,  to  make  engage- 
m.ents  which  have  bound  this  country, 
not  only  during  their  tenure  of  Office, 
but  beyond  it,  quite  irrespective  of  who 
may  be  at  the  helm  of  Administration. 
If   X  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman correctly,  he  has  told  us  to-day 
that  he  in  no  respects  departs  from  the 
terms  of  the  answers  he  has  hitherto 
gplven  us.  but  that  he  conceives  that 
those  answen^  with  the  statement  he 
has    made    to-day,   constitute,  for   all 
practical  piirposes,   an   answer  in  the 
negative  to   the  Question  put  by  the 
hon.    Member  for  Northampton.     He 
did  not  use  the  word  answer,  but  evi- 
dently his  meaning  was  an  answer  in 
the    negative  to   the    Question.       [Sir 
Jaicbs  Febgusson  :  Hear,  hear !]  Under 
these    circumstances    I    cannot    doubt 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
must    feel  considerable   satisfaction  at 
the  result  of  his  bringing  forward  his 
Amendment,  and  will  not  press  it  to  a 
Division,  whi'jh  would  undoubtedly  have 
the  effect  of  a  hostile  vote.    I  feel  very 
anxious  upon  all  occasions  that  no  mea- 
sure  should  be  taken  of  a  premature 
characster  which  will  tend  to  fetter  the 
free  discretion  and  free  agency  of  this 
country  in  contingencies  which  have  not 
yet     developed    themselves.       Without 
^oing^   into  details,  there  are  two  con- 
siderations which,  I  think,  are  obvious, 
and  ot  great  force  and  power,  as  tend- 
ing*   to    discourage  any  proceedings  of 
that  kind.    One  is,  that  they  have  an 
obvious   tendency  to  cast  doubt  upon 
the  existing  relations  between  the  Grown  I 


of  this  country  and  those  among  the 
Powers  of  Europe,  to  which  those  con« 
tingent  engagements  are  supposed  to  be 
not  favourable.  The  other  and  most 
serious  objection  is  this,  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  foreshadow  the  exact 
attitude,  methods,  tendencies,  and  in- 
tentions, of  the  Powers  in  those  con- 
tingencies which  have  not  yet  arrived. 
Let  me  give  the  House  an  instance  of  this. 
I  remember  that  on  the  eve  of  the  break- 
ing out  of  the  Franco-German  War,  an 
announcement  appeared  in  The  Tinea 
newspaper  with  respect  to  Belgium,  and 
with  respect  to  the  communications 
between  Prussia  and  Belgium  that  had 
shortly  before  occurred — I  will  not  say 
how  many  days  or  hours  it  was  before 
the  outbreak  of  the  war,  certainly  it  was 
on  the  eve  of  the  war,  if  not  to  be  mea- 
sured by  hours  at  any  rate  by  days. 
That  was  a  declaration  which  brought 
about  no  change  in  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vernment  with  regard  to 
the  war,  but  which  might,  if  the  sequel 
of  the  declaration  had  taken  a  different 
course,  have  very  suddenly  and  materially 
altered  our  position.  It  is,  however,  need- 
less to  argue  this  question,  because  from 
the  words  that  have  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  present  occasion 
— and  in  speaking  of  this  occasion  I  do 
not  mean  to  speak  with  censure  of  what 
he  has  said  on  former  occasions — I  hope 
that  we  are  agreed  as  to  the  impolicy  of 
anticipating  events  with  regard  to  which 
it  is  almost  impossible  for  us  as  yet  to 
form  a  full  and  accurate  estimate.  I 
rejoice  to  rest  on  that  agreement.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  is,  I  think,  not  to  be 
censured  for  having  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain from  the  Government  assurances  on 
this  subject.  His  doing  so  has,  I  know, 
been  justified  by  him  on  very  broad 
grounds — namely,  of  his  total  want  of 
confidence  in  the  present  administration 
of  the  foreign,  affairs  of  this  country; 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  we  do  not  re- 
quire that  breadth  of  ground  in  order 
to  justify  the  desire  for  information 
which  he  entertains.  It  is  true  that 
numbers  of  rumours,  undoubtedly  not 
all  in  accordance  with  one  another,  but 
rumours  upon  matters  of  great  conse- 
quence, and  circulated  in  a  tone  of  very 
great  confidence  in  many  quarters,  have 
been  before  the  world ;  and  although  it 
may  be  easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, viewing  these  rumours  from  the 
interior  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  know- 
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ing  what  credit  or  discredit  ought  to 
attach  to  them,  to  dispose  of  them  sum- 
marily, still  they  hava  affected  the  public 
mind,  and  have  affected  it  in  proportion 
to  the  extreme  ahd  enormous  importance 
of  the  subject  to  which  such  rumours 
relate.  Much  depends  on  the  sensitive- 
ness of  the  public  mind  at  the  moment, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  there  is  one 
circumstance,  though  it  is  difficult  to 
place  it  in  any  precise  relation  to  the 
contingencies  possibly  overhanging 
Europe,  which  has  excited  a  great  depth 
and  I  may  also  say  a  tenderness  of  inte- 
rest and  anxiety  in  this  country  which 
can  hardly  be  overstated,  and  which  has 
increased  this  sensitiveness — ^I  mean  the 
critical  state  of  the  Grown  Prince  of 
Germany.  It  is  unhappily  beyond  all 
human  power  to  influence  the  course  of 
that  illness  which  has  produced  such  a 
profound  sentiment  at  once  of  pity  and 
of  admiration,  and  which,  as  we  know, 
affects  a  life  that  is,  without  exaggera- 
tion, only  to  be  described  as  a  life  of 
inestimable  value  to  Europe.  All  these 
things  have  made  it  desirable  in  the 
view  of  many  of  us,  that  we  should  have 
such  an  assurance  as  can  be  given  to  us 
— general  declarations  with  respect  to 
the  policy  of  her  Majesty's  Gbvernment. 
I  am,  upon  the  whole,  satisfied  with  the 
declarations  that  have  been  made,  and 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  am  confident  that  there  is  no  dis- 
position on  this  side  of  the  House  more 
than  in  any  other  quarter  of  the  House 
to  press  him  for  any  undue  or  premature 
disclosures.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
on  the  present  occasion  to  enter  into  any 
general  statement  of  confidence  or  want 
of  confidence  in  Lord  Salisbury.  The 
occasion  does  not  call  for  it.  I  will  say, 
however,  that  without  binding  myself 
for  the  future  or  going  beyond  the  sub- 
ject immediately  before  us,  it  unques- 
tionably has  been  a  matter  of  lively 
satisfaction  to  me  to  find  that  the  course 
taken  by  Lord  Salisbury  on  more  than 
one  question  of  late  has  been  entirely  in 
aooordanoe  with  what  I  deem  sound 
principles  for  the  regulation  of  the 
foreign  policy  of  this  country.  I  will 
not  give  an  invidious  turn  to  this 
observation  by  referring  to  periods  when 
we  may  have  been  at  issue,  and  sharply 
at  issue,  upon  matters  of  foreigpi  policy.  I 
am  only  too  glad  to  think  that  the  occa- 
sion has  arrived— and  I  trust  that  many 
such  occasions  may  be  still  before  us — 
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when  we  may  entertain  a  reasonable  hope 
that  the  variety  of  view  which  prevails 
amongst  us  in  regard  to  other  public 
questions,  need  not  find  any  sharp  or 
injurious  expression  in  regard  to  the 
great  foreign  interests  of  the  country. 
There  is  no  occasion  for  me  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  length  upon  this 
matter.  We  are  under  circumstances 
where  brevity  is  possible  and  every  way 
expedient,  and  that  is  a  most  satisfactory 
position.  I  am  very  glad  to  find  that 
my  recital  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  met  with  no  expres- 
sion of  dissent  from  him,  and  I  earnestly 
hope  that  whether,  as  we  all  devoutly 
pray,  the  peace  of  Europe  is  maintained 
for  long  years  to  come,  or  whether  the 
grave  circumstances  that  exist  unfortu- 
nately unfold  themselves  in  circum- 
stances graver  still — I  earnestly  hope 
that  there  may  be  a  great  approach  to 
union  of  sentiment  and  of  feeling  in 
this  country  in  regard  to  the  course  we 
should  pursue  and  in  regard  to  the  im- 
mense advantages  conferred  upon  us  by 
our  insular  position,  and  with  reference 
to  the  inexpediency  of  our  engaging  in 
any  wars  excepting  those  that  are  mani- 
festly demanded  by  the  calls  of  duty, 
which,  of  course,  include  all  the  real  in- 
terests and  all  the  true  honour  of  the 
country.  Of  one  thing  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain — ^that  that  union  of  sentiment  will 
double  the  moral  force  of  this  oountxy  in 
all  the  contingencies  which  may  arise, 
and  will  immensely  increase  the  means 
she  will  have  in  her  power  of  fulfilling 
the  very  important  part  which  must  at- 
tach to  her  in  all  events  where  the  great 
interests  of  mankind  are  concerned. 

Thb  FIEST  lord  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  venture  to  oonffratalate 
the  House  upon  the  tone  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has 
thought  it  fit  to  deal  with  this  very  grave 
and  important  question.  It  is  worthy 
of  the  ancient  reputation  of  this  House, 
and  of  the  responsibilities  which  belong 
to  statesmen  who  have  occupied  the  very 
responsible  position  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  occupied  in  times  past. 
On  the  part  of  the  country,  much  more 
than  on  the  park  of  the  Government,  I 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
tone  and  temper  of  his  speech.  The 
Government  is  fully  conversant  with 
their  responsibilities  and  their  duty  in 
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these  matters.  They  have  laboured 
earnestly  to  maintain  the  peace  of  the 
world,  and  in  all  negotiations  which 
have  taken  place  during  the  last  18 
months  that  has  been  their  guiding 
principle  and  object,  while  they  have 
also  kept  in  view  the  interests  and  the 
obligations  of  this  great  Empire.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
fact  of  our  insular  position.  We  are 
well  aware  of  the  insularity  of  the  posi- 
tion of  this  country  in  more  respects 
than  one.  But  we  cannot  bo  uncon- 
scious of  those  obligations  which  we  have 
incurred  in  the  past,  and  the  duties 
which  we  owe  to  the  great  industries  of 
this  country ;  and  we  are  conscious  that 
any  disaster,  any  misfortune,  which 
might  overtake  these  industries  by  an 
accident  of  war,  would  be  visited  heavily 
on  the  head  of  the  Government  respon- 
sible for  these  disasters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  in  solemn  and 
touching  words  to  one  circumstance 
which  affects,  I  believe,  the  whole  of 
Europe — the  illness  of  the  Heir  to  the 
Throne  of  Germany.  We  cannot  but 
enter  fully  and  with  the  greatest  possible 
sympathy  into  the  sorrow  and  anxiety 
which  attach  to  the  whole  people  of 
Germany  in  the  circumstances  in  which 
Bis  Imperial  Highness  is  now  placed. 
We  cannot  dare  to  estimate  the  conse- 
quences of  the  loss  of  so  valuable  a  life. 
We  trust  and  believe  that  the  spirit 
which  has  animated  the  Empire  of  Ger- 
many in  the  desire  to  maintain  the  peace 
of  the  world  will  still  continue  to  animate 
the  Gt)vemment  of  that  Empire.  But 
whether  that  be  so  or  not,  we  believe 
that  the  whole  of  Europe  looks  upon  the 
sick  bed  of  the  illustrious  Prince  with 
the  most  earnest  desire  that  his  life 
may  be  spared,  knowing  that  that  life 
is  one  of  the  guarantees  for  the  peace 
of  Europe.  I  entirely  concur  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  im- 
policy of  anticipating  events.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  fully  re- 
cognized that  any  responsible  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  must,  in  their 
proceedings  and  negotiations  with 
Poreign  Powers,  take  into  account  the 
possibility  of  events  which  might  disturb 
the  peace  of  the  world  ;  and  that  corre- 
spondence is  not  in  a  condition  at  any 
time  to  be  presented  to  the  House  unless 
it  is  complete — unless  it  can  be  presented 
with  the  full  sanction  of  those  Powers 
with  whom  it  is  conducted.    We  rely — 


and  we  feel  that  the  House  will  rely — 
upon  the  explanations  which  have  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson),  and 
which  have  been  accepted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  a  full  and 
sufficient  explanation  of  the  position  of 
this  country  with  regiard  to  other  Powers. 
We  have  maintained,  and  we  hope  to 
continue  to  maintain,  the  most  cordial 
and  friendly  relations  with  France. 
There  is  not  an  atom  of  foundation  for 
the  suspicion  that  this  Government  has, 
in  any  way  or  in  any  respect,  offended 
against  that  cordiality  which  we  desire 
to  maintain  with  the  inhabitants  and 
with  the  Government  of  a  friendly  and 
neighbouring  Power.  We  believe  that 
the  interests  of  the  two  countries  are 
bound  up  together  intimately,  and  that 
no  greater  misfortune  could  happen  to 
England  or  to  France  than  that  there 
should  be  any  serious  difference  which 
could  bring  aboat  a  war  between  the 
two  countries.  Our  chief  duty  is  to 
maintain  the  interests  of  this  great  Em- 
pire. Our  duty  also  is  to  consider  the 
interests  of  other  countries — their  sus- 
ceptibilities and  their  feelings ;  and  we 
shall  continue  to  exercise  and  discharge 
that  duty  with  a  full  sense  of  our  re- 
sponsibility to  the  House  and  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  wished  him  to  go  on 
with  his  Amendment  now. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  hoped  it 
might  be  agreeable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  go  on  with  his  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to  press  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  proceed  now, 
if  he  was  of  opinion  that  by  doing  so  he 
would  in  any  way  damage  the  subject 
with  which  he  proposed  to  deal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  was 
aware  that  the  exigencies  of  Public 
Business  required  despatch. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVEEsaid,  it  being 
then  10  minutes  to  5  o'clock,  if  he  began 
his  speech  he  should  not  have  time  to 
finish  it  that  afternoon. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  in  that  case 
he  should  not  offer  any  objection  to  an 
adjournment  till  to-morrow ;  but  he 
hoped  they  would  have  an  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  that  the  debate  would  close 
to-morrow. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  QLADSTONE  said,  he 
thought  that  was  a  fair  demand  to  make  ; 
and  RO  far  as  he  had  any  influence — 
with  due  consideration  towards  others — 
in  the  matter,  it  would  certainly  he  used 
in  that  direction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Shaw  Lefevre^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  Proceeding  on  the  Beport  of 
the  Address  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

CROFTERS*     HOLDINGS     (SCOTLAND) 

ACT  (1886)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Mr,  Anderson,  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr,  Eiitetnont,  Mr. 

A,  Sutherland.) 

[bill   58.]      8K0OND   RXADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Anderson.) 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  understood  that  the 
Bill  was  not  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  under  such  circumstances  it 
was  quite  impossible  for  the  Goyernment 
to  accede  to  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  AN3ER80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  had  the  Bill  in  his  hands, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
permit  him,  he  would  in  a  sentence 
explain  what  the  contents  of  the 
Bill  were.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
apply  the  provisions  of  the  Crofters'  Act 
of  last  year  to  all  the  crofters  and 
cottars  in  Scotland.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  crofters  in  the  other  counties 
did  not  differ  in  any  way  from  the 
crofters  in  Inyerness-shire,  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  that  the  benefits  of  the 
Aet  of  last  year  should  be  extended  to 
the  crofters  of  Scotland  generally. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said,  he  intended  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  condition  of 
the  crofters  was  explained  at  length  the 
other  night,  and,  therefore,  a  long  dis- 
cussion upon  the  measure  was  not 
necessary.  On  former  occasions  they 
had  been  assured  that  there  was  no 
rack-renting  in  the  Western  Highlands 
of  Scotland ;  but  the  result  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Crofters'  Commission  was  that 
there  had  been  a  general  reduction  of 
rents^a  reduction  amounting  to  from 
20  to  50  per  cent.  He  respectfully  asked 


the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  if  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  the  Crofters' 
Commission,  in  making  this  reduction, 
had  acted  fairly  and  properly  ?  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
— who  took  groat  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion— able  to  say  that  in  the  rest  of 
Scotland  there  had  been  by  the  voluntary 
system  a  corresponding  reduction  of 
crofters'  rents?  No  one  knew  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
reduction  of  the  crofters'  rente  through- 
out Scotland  had  been  very  slight  indeed. 
There  had  been  a  much  larger  reduction 
of  the  rents  of  large  farms  than  in  the 
case  of  crofters.  Because  the  crofters 
had  been  able  out  of  their  labour  to  pay 
rent  in  larger  proportion  than  large 
farmers  such  rent  had  been  exacted  from 
them.  It  was  very  clear,  therefore,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
say  that  there  had  been  a  corresponding 
reduction  of  crofters'  rents  throughout 
Scotland,  it  was  necessary  in  the  interest 
of  justice  and  expediency  that  the 
Crofters'  Act  should  be  extended  to 
Scotland  generally.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  be  consistent  in  the 
matter  and  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  did  not  think  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  should  be  taken 
when  the  House  was  utterly  unprepared 
to  take  it.  It  was  certainly  never  con- 
templated that  the  Bill  would  come  on 
to-day.  The  fact  was  there  was  really 
no  demand  for  the  Bill  in  the  large 
majority  of  the  counties  of  Scotland. 
There  was  on  the  other  hand  great 
dread  of  its  provisions,  especially  when 
the  crofter  system,  as  at  present  existing 
in  the  Highlands,  was  unknown,  and 
when  valuation  rolls  made  no  mention 
of  the  names  of  people.  In  an  unpre- 
pared moment  the  Bill  was  sprung  on 
the  House.  It  was  true  the  measure 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
three  or  four  days,  but  it  was  equally 
true  that  very  few — if  any — of  hon. 
Members  believed  for  one  moment 
it  could  possibly  come  on  to-day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fixist 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
undertook  that  the  whole  of  to-day'a 
sitting  should  be  given  up  to  the  de- 
bate upon  the  Address  in  reply  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.    He  was  quite 
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aware  there  was  certain  cases  of  hard- 
ship in  some  of  the  counties  contiguous 
to  the  crofting  counties  which,  no  doubt, 
ought  to  be  taken  notice  of ;  but  he  was 
equally  prepared  to  saj  that  those  cases 
were  few  in  number,  and  the  hardships 
were  somewhat  magnified.  Under  the 
circumstances  he  trusted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Anderson)  would 
not  press  the  Bill  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House  to-day,  but  consent  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  debatCi  which  he 
now  moved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Mark  Stewart.) 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Mark 
Stewart)  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  were,  he  was  sure,  quite  aware 
that  the  circumstances  in  the  North  of 
Scotland  and  in  the  county  which  he 
represented  were  exceedingly  grave.  To 
show  the  urgency  of  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  he  might  say  that  he  had  trans- 
mitted to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (the  Marquees  of 
Lothian)  a  Petition  siened  by  from  600 
to  700  constituents  of  his — chiefly  heads 
of  families— praying  that  they  should  be 
aided  by  the  Government  to  emigrate. 

Ma.  SPEAKEE :  I  must  remind  the 
Ion.  Gentleman  that  the  debate  is  not 
now  on  the  Main  Question,  but  on  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  said,  he  quite 
understood  that,  and  in  opposition  to 
the  Motion  for  adjournment  he  was 
pointing  out  that  circumstances  in  the 
Nforth  of  Scotland  were  very  grave  in- 
deed. His  constituents  were  most 
anxious  that  this  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time,  because,  in  that  event, 
they  would  be  able,  in  the  trying  cir- 
cumstances of  the  fishing,  to  raise  money 
upon  their  houses,  which  they  could  not 
do  now,  inasmuch  as  they  were  merely 
tenants  at  will— • 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remarks  have  reference  to  the 
Main  Question  and  not  to  the  Motion 
lor  adjournment. 


Mb.  ESSLEMONT  said,  that  if  he 
could  not  point  to  the  pressure  of  the 
present  circumstances  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  do  so.  But  he  hoped  that,  at 
all  events,  he  might  urge  that  if  this 
opportunity  of  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time  was  not  taken  advantage  of,  the 
chances  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill  would 
be  greatly  damaged.  He  trusted,  too, 
it  would  be  clearly  understood  by  the 
people  from  whence  the  Motion  for 
adjournment  came.  It  was  not  correct 
to  say  that  the  measure  had  been  sprung 
upon  the  House,  for  it  had  practically 
been  before  the  House  for  12  months. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  dis- 
cussed again  and  again.  It  was  dis- 
cussed when  the  Crofters'  Act  was  passed, 
and  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers showed  by  their  votes  at  that  time 
that  they  were  extremely  anxious  that 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  should  be  ex- 
tended to  all  the  crofters  and  cottars  in 
Scotland.  He  had  good  means  of 
judging  as  to  the  anxiety  of  the  people 
that  the  Bill  should  pass. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  confine 
his  remarks  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  which  is  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  a  lew  words  in 
opposition  to  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  He  thought  that 
the  Government  in  their  own  interest 
ought  not  to  decline  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  He  was  not  at  liberty  to 
refer  to  any  of  the  terms  of  the  measure, 
but  be  could  say  that  its  scope  was  very 
small  indeed.  He  was  persuaded  of  this, 
that  the  consequence  of  what  was  said 
last  night  and  of  what  was  taking  place 
to-day  would  be  that  the  people  in  Scot- 
land would  feel  that  upon  this  burning 
question — and  it  was  really  the  burning 
question  in  Scotland  at  the  present 
moment  he  had  very  good  reason  to 
know — the  Government  were  not  pre- 
pared to  propose  legislation  themselves, 
and  were  most  unwilling  to  give  any  coun- 
tenance to  any  attempt,  however  small,  a 
private  Member  might  make  to  meet 
the  grievances  of  the  crofters.  The  sub- 
ject of  the  Bill  had  been  before  the 
country  for  a  long  time,*^  and  it  was 
absurd  to  imagine  that  the  Government 
could  not  have  come  to  some  decision 
upon  it.  The  suggestion  that  they  had 
not  had  sufficient  time  to  consider  the 
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Bill  could  not  be  assented  to  for  a 
moment.  As  he  was  fully  convinced 
that  before  the  Session  was  up  legisla- 
tion upon  the  subject  would  be  forced 
upon  the  Oovernment  by  the  difficulties 
at  present  occurring,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  make  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  position  greater  by  support- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
(Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  in  doing  what  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  burking  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  E.  EOBIaETSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  opposed  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  and  called  his  Scotch 
Colleagues  to  witness  the  change  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart's) 
attitude.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  one 
of  those  Scotch  Members  who  taunted 
the  Scotch  Liberal  Members  with  ob- 
structing Public  Business  when  they  ob- 
jected to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  bringing  in  his  Bills  at 
the  end  of  last  Session.  He  ventured  to 
turn  the  tables  on  the  hon.  Member  and 
to  charge  him  with  obstructing  by  his 
present  proceeding  the  Public  Business 
of  Scotland  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  counten- 
ancing, as  they  were  now  doing,  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  obstructive  tactics,  were 
laying  themselves  equally  open  to  ani- 
madversion which  he  was  sure  would  be 
passed  upon  them  in  Scotland  to-morrow. 
This  was  about  the  first  occasion  since 
the  unhappy  advent  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  to  power  that 
private  Members  had  been  able  to  do 
anything  for  Scotland.  What  happened 
last  year?  Private  Members  did  not 
get  a  chance  of  doing  any  Scotch  Busi- 
ness at  all.  Even  the  wretched  Business 
proposed  by  the  Government  did  not 
come  on  until  a  Wednesday  afternoon 
late  in  the  month  of  August,  and  the 
successive  stages  of  the  Bills  were  re- 
sumed at  some  late  hour,  generally  from 
2  to  3  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Now, 
when  by  a  happy  chance  there  was  an 
opportunity  for  Scotch  Members  to  bring 
on  their  Bills  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart),  who 
last  year  stood  forward  to  denounce 
what  he  called  obstruction,  now  came  for- 
ward and  himself  obstructed.  He  (Mr. 
E.  Kobertson)  hoped  the  Government 
would  withdraw  this  dilatory  plea.  It 
would  not  do  to  say  that  the  business 
had  been  sprung  on  the  House.  There 
was  tlie  Lord  Advocate  there.    What 

Mr,  Buchanan 


had  he  to  do  but  to  attend  to  the  Order 
Paper  of  the  House?  To  his  know- 
ledge, there  were  several  Scotch  Mem- 
bers who  were  prepared  and  anxious  to 
address  to  the  House  observations  in 
reference  to  matters  of  interest  in  Scot- 
land ;  but  they  had  given  way  in  order 
to  allow  the  hoo.  Id  ember  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  bring  on 
his  Motion  at  a  time  which  would  be 
convenient  to  him  and  to  the  Leaders  on 
both  sides.  They  had  given  way  fur- 
ther in  order  to  allow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  to  bring 
on  his  Motion  the  first  thing  to-morrow, 
and  now  there  was  an  endeavour  to  cut 
them  out  of  an  opportunity  which  lay 
before  them  of  calling  attention  to  some 
of  the  pressing  grievances  of  their  coun- 
try. Now,  when  this  small  Bill,  the 
contents  of  which  were  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  House  who  took  any 
interest  in  the  subject,  which  was  the 
same  Bill  as  that  which  was  before 
the  House  last  year,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate — who  had 
nothing  to  do  except  to  attend  to  the 
proposals  for  legislation  made  in  the 
House  — was  going  to  give  his  support 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
in  the  singular  operation  of  turning  his 
coat  which  he  was  now  performing. 
He  was  certain  that  Scotch  Members 
of  the  Opposition  would  be  unanimous 
in  resisting  this  disgraceful  obstruction. 
[Crien  of  *»  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  maintained 
that  it  was  disgraceful  obstruction  to 
stand  in  their  way  on  the  very  first  occa- 
sion en  which  for  two  years  the  private 
Members  from  Scotland  had  had  the 
smallest  opportunity  of  legislating  for 
their  country.  If  Scotch  Members  were 
not  unanimous  in  resisting  the  GK>vem- 
ment  on  this  occasion,  he  was  convinced 
that  the  people  of  Scotland — or,  at  all 
events,  the  vast  majority  who  professed 
Liberal  opinions — would  be  unanimous. 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  thrown  an  un- 
necessary amount  of  heat  into  his  re- 
marks. There  was  nothing  so  very  un- 
reasonable in  the  request  that  a  Bill, 
admittedly  of  great  importance,  which 
came  up  at  a  time  when  no  human 
being  could  have  expected  a  discussion, 
should  be  postponed.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men doubted  that,  let  them  think  what 
happened  a  few  minutes  ago.  The  only 
reason  this  Bill  was  being  discussed  at 
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this  moment  was  that  the  riglit  hon. 
QenUeman  the  Member  for  Oentral 
Bradford  (Air.  Shaw  Leferre)  said  he 
had  a  speech  in  his  pocket  which  he 
could  not  deliver  in  an  hour  and  a 
quarter.  Oould  anybody  have  reason- 
ably anticipated  that?  Though  no- 
body could  accuse  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr. 
Mark  Stewart)  of  haviog  been  unrea- 
sonable in  moving  the  adjournment 
under  those  circumstances,  still,  con- 
sidering the  difficulties  of  private  Mem- 
bers in  bringing  their  Bills  forward, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  consent 
to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  said,  he 
would  withdraw  the  Motion;  but  he 
desired  to  explain  that  his  only  object 
had  been  to  give  the  hon.  and  learned 
Momber  who  had  brought  forward  the 
Bill  another  opportunity  for  a  fuller  dis- 
cussion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  said,  that  the  Orofters'  Bill 
was  very  applicable  to  Aberdeenshire 
and  other  Northern  counties,  to  which 
it  did  not  at  present  apply.  There 
were  hundreds  of  thousands  of  orofters 
and  fishermen  in  those  counties  who  had 
themselves  built  substantial  houses,  and 
who  yet  held  upon  no  tenure  whatever, 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  urgent  necessity 
that  something  should  be  done  for  them. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  thought 
that  in  the  statement  they  had  just 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  they  had 
a  very  dear  indication  of  the  difficulties 
before  them  if  they  accepted  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  if  the  House 
wished  to  take  this  Division  he  should 
take  good  care  that  it  was  not  prevented. 
But  it  was  only  right  that  he  should 
say  a  few  words  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
Tern  ment  to  explain  why  they  could  not 
allow  the  second  reading  to  pass. 
Everybody  who  knew  anything  about 
Scotland  knew  perfectly  well  that  the 
word  crofter,  as  applied  to  the  West 
Highlands  and  Islands,  was  a  word  of 
totally  different  meaning  from  that  given 
t7  it  in  other  parts  of  Scotland.  [An 
hou.  Member:  Noll  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  said  *' No!"  represented  a 
Scottish  constituency,  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  that  hon.  Member  knew  very 


little  about  Scotland  as  a  whole  if  he 
thought  that  the  word  crofcer  in  the 
Southern  parts  of  Scotland  meant  prac- 
tically the  same  thing  as  it  did  in  the 
Highlands.  They  would  be  landed  in 
inextricable  difficulties  if  they  accepted 
a  Bill  of  this  kind,  framed  practically — 
he  submitted — without  any  real  know- 
ledge of  the  state  of  the  facts  more  than 
that  the  Bill  was  not  a  new  Bill,  and  he 
had  himself  no  reason  to  complain  of  its 
being  sprung  upon  them.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  do  what  it  was  the  distinct 
and  avowed  opinion  of  the  last  Liberal 
Government  it  would  be  wrong  to  do. 
The  present  Government  saw  no  reason 
to  alter  their  opinion  upon  it — an  opinion 
which  agreed  with  that  of  their  Prede- 
cessors in  Office.  The  Orofters'  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  meet  ezoeptional  oiroum- 
stanoes  in  a  certain  part  of  the  country, 
and  was  not  a  Bill  suitable  for  the  rest 
of  Scotland.  The  Government  had  seen 
nothing  to  induce  them  to  alter  that 
opinion,  and  it  seemed  to  him  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  an  hon.  Member 
who  brought  forward  a  Bill  of  such 
large  scope  as  this,  for  the  purpose  of 
upsetting  the  distinct  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  1886  and  its  Successors, 
should  not  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
support  it  with  any  more  argument  than 
a  few  perfunctory  sentences.  This 
Bill  could  be  dealt  with  in  one  or  other 
of  two  ways.  Either  the  Bill  should  be 
fairly  discussed,  or,  if  not,  the  second 
reading  ought  to  be  refused. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  was  desirous  of  pointing  out  that 
there  would  be  abundant  opportunity  to 
discuss  this  Bill  further  on  goine  into 
Committee,  and  if  it  was  found  that 
there  were  exceptional  circumstances  in 
the  South  of  Scotland— about  which,  he 
admitted,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  knew  more  than  he 
did — it  could  be  dealt  with  by  limiting 
the  Bill  in  Committee.  He  oould  assure 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
oate,  however,  that  in  the  North  of 
SooUand,  at  all  events,  and  certainly  in 
Aberdeenshire  and  Kincardineshire,  they 
used  the  word  crofter  in  precisely  the 
same  sense  as  it  was  used  in  the  Crofters' 
Act  and  in  the  West  of  Scotland.  It 
was  true  that  the  majority  of  English 
Members  had  gone  against  the  proposal 
when  the  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
but  a  large  majority  of  the  Scottish 
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Members  were  in  favour  of  it.  A  large 
proportion  of  the  farmers  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  were  crofters,  and  there  was 
nothing  more  cruel  and  unfair  than  that 
they  should  be  deprived  of  advantages 
of  security  of  tenure,  and  especially  of 
fair  rents,  which  the  Act  gave.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Government  would 
abandon  their  attitude  of  hostility  to 
the  Bill,  otherwise  they  would  know 
in  Scotland  that  this  was  a  Government 
that  paid  not  the  slightest  regard  to  the 
public  opinion  of  Scotland,  and  that 
would  not  adopt  any  measure  for  the 
improvement  of  Scotland  until  it  was 
too  late  to  be  of  any  use. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  102 ;  Noes 
190:  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  9.) 

PABOCHIAL  BOARDS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
{Dr,  Camirottf  Mr,  J.  W.  Barclay ^  Mr,  Pr$ttOH 

Bruce,) 

[bill  68.]      SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Dr.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  one  with  which 
the  House  was  familiar.  It  had  been 
before  the  House  for  several  Sessions ; 
it  had  been  fully  debated  and  voted  on ; 
and  on  the  occasion  on  which,  after  full 
discussion,  it  was  voted  on,  it  received 
the  unanimous  support  of  the  Liberal 
Government  then  in  Office.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  make  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland  representative  bodies, 
elected  on  a  franchise  exactly  similar 
to  that  for  the  election  of  Municipal 
Oouncils,  and  also  to  do  away  with  the 
use  of  mandates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr  Camerofi.) 

The  chief  SECRET ABY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  fully  sensible  of  the  extreme 
absurdity  of  discussing  in  the  space  of 
seven  minutes  (it  being  now  6.37)  a 
great  revolution  in  the  local  government 
of  Scotland.  But  there  was  further  this 
objection  to  the  Bill,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  pledged  and  fully  proposed 
to  deal  in  a  large  spirit  with  the  whole 
question  of  the  local  government  of 
Scotland.    Pending  the  introduction  of 

Mr.  Hunter 


a  measure  which  he  hoped  they  would 
bring  in  at  no  very  distant  date,  it  would 
be  perfectly  absurd  for  the  House  to  at- 
tempt to  tinker  with  the  question ;  and 
for  that  reason  he  seriously  suggested 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  shomd  re- 
serve his  suggestions  on  this  important 
question  until  the  whole  scheme  with 
regard  to  local  government  in  England 
and  Scotland  was  before  the  House  and 
the  country.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Cameron)  would 
not  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen  E.)  : 
Might  I  ask  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Local  Ghovem- 
ment  Bill  for  Scotland  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
conceive  that  there  can  possibly  be  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  House  to  discuss 
such  an  enormous  question  as  the  local 
government  of  Scotland  this  Session  ; 
but,  of  course,  I  cannot  say. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  91 ;  Noes 
168:  Majority  77.— (Div.  List,  No.  10.) 

Q  UESTIONS. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— ORDER  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  henry  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  could  inform 
the  House  what  Business  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  take  on  Friday  in  the 
event  of  the  Report  stage  of  the  Ad- 
dress being commeted  to-morrow  night? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster), in  reply,  said,  the  Qovernment 
had  been  in  hopes  of  taking  the  debate 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Russell).  He  found,  however,  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  been  postponed  until  Monday  ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  impoEsible  to  take 
it  on  Friday.  In  these  circumstances 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  the 
Rules  of  Procedure  on  Friday's  Sitting, 
on  the  understanding  which,  he  be- 
lieved, was  assented  to  generally  that 
the  debate  on  the  Address  would  oon- 
clude  absolutely  to-morrow  night. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELLf  Hackney, 
B.)  said,  he  presumed  that,  unless  some* 
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thing  unforeseen  ocourred,  bis  Besolu- 
tion  with  reference  to  Trafalgar  Square 
would  be  discussed  on  Monday  f 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  the  GoTernment  were  under  the 
necessity  of  considering  the  Estimates 
and  of  taking  certain  Supplementary 
Votes  in  the  Army  and  Navy  and 
Oivil  Service  Estimates  before  a  cer- 
tain early  date  in  March;  but  if  he 
was  led  to  believe  that  those  Estimates 
would  be  duly  voted,  he  should  be  very 
happy  to  leave  Monday  open  for  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  His  first 
duty,  however,  was  to  make  provision 
for  the  Public  Service,  so  that  there 
should  be  no  inconvenience. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  Perhaps 
if  I  ask  to-morrow  evening,  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  will  then  be  able  to 
make  a  deGnite  statement. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  possible  to  do  so,  and  also  to 
communicate  the  Estimates  which  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  to  bon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  so  as  to  obtain  from  them 
some  impression  of  their  view  of  the 
possibilities  of  the  case.  If  it  was  pos- 
sible to  surrender  Monday,  of  course  the 
Government  would  do  so.  The  Oivil 
Service  Supplementary  Estimates  would 
be  taken  first,  and  then,  he  thought,  the 
Army  and  Navy  Votes. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  appropriate 
Friday  as  a  Government  night  by  Resolu- 
tion ?  If  not,  it  would  come  under  the 
ordinary  Rules  which  regulated  proceed- 
ings on  a  Friday  evening. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  was  the 
intention.  Ho  understood  it  to  be  the 
wish  of  the  House  to  get  to  the  con- 
aideration  of  the  Procedure  Rules. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  —  LIVERPOOL 
ASSIZES— SENTENCES  OP  CORPORAL 
PUNISHMENT  BY  MR.  JUSTICE 
GRANTHAM. 

Mb.  PIOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
B.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  a  Question  with 
reference  to  three  sentences  of  whip- 
ping imposed  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes 
by  Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  one  in  a  case 
of  forgery  and  embezzlement.  He  added 
that  it  appeared  from  the  remarks  made 
by  the  Judge  in  passing  the  sentences, 


that  they  were  imposed  under  an  old 
Statute  of  Georffe  xV.,  and  before  penal 
servitude  was  known,  the  Act  giving 
power  to  impose  a  whipping  on  habitual 
criminals,  either  publicly  or  privately. 
He  wished  to  know  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  those  sentences  had  ad- 
mittedly been  imposed  under  a  Statute 
which  had  fallen  into  desuetude,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  advise  that 
the  demency  of  the  Grown  should  be 
exercised,  and  that  the  sentences,  as  far 
as  they  related  to  whipping,  would  not 
be  inflicted  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  knew  nothing  of  the  oases,  ex- 
cept from  what  he  had  noticed  in  the 
newspapers  that  Mr.  Justice  Gbantham, 
at  the  Liverpool  Assizes,  had  sentenced 
three  men  to  flogging  in  addition  to 
terms  of  imprisonment.  One  sentence 
of  the  three  was  not  under  a  Statute  of 
George  lY.,  but  a  much  more  recent 
Act.  The  other  two  sentences  were  im- 
posed under  the  provisions  of  a  well 
known  Statute,  7  &  8  0$o.  lY., 
dealing  with  habitual  offenders.  He 
presumed  that  the  learned  Judge  was 
indinedi  in  view  of  the  prisoners  being 
hardened  criminals,  to  try  the  altema* 
tive  of  a  short  sentence  plus  a  whipping. 
Without  communication  with  the  learned 
Judge,  he  (Mr.  Matthews)  should  not 
think  of  interfering  with  these  sen- 
tences. 

MOTIONS. 


BATIKO  AND  VALUATION  (sOOTLAXD). 

Select  Committee  appointed^  **  to  consider  the 
Law  relating  to  the  JRating  and  Valuation  of  the 
variouB  kinds  of  Property  subject  to  A&sessment 
in  Scotland,  and  to  report  what  amendments  may 
be  necessary  therein." — {Mr.  Edmund  RoherU 

«Oft.) 

HABITUAL  DBTTNKABDS   ACT  (1879) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend 
'*The  Habitual  Drunkards  Act,  1S79, "  ori£fr#<f 
to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Lyon 
Playfair,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  and  Sir  Walter 
Foster. 
Bmpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  141 .  ] 

OFFICIAL  TRUSTEE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmiogton,  Bill  to 
constitute  the  office  of  Official  Trustee ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
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broQffht  in  by  Mr.  Warmingion,  Mr.  Haldane, 
and  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands. 
WXpreunted^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Dill  142.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  madei  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Jackson.) 

Debate  arising. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  left  the  Chair  without  Question 
put. 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
Thursday,  23rd  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JPiVrt  Reading— 
Land  Transfer  *  (21) ;  Lnnacy  Acts  Amend- 
ment *  (22). 

BULOARIA—EUROPEAN  TURKEY. 

IfOTIOK  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

LoBD  8TBATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  Mj  Lords,  the  present  Motion 
is  directed  to  obtain  further  Papers  on 
the  late  events  in  European  Turkey.  To 
justify  the  Motion,  it  would  be  sufficient 
to  call  attention  to  the  Correspondence 
on  Bulgaria.  That  Correspondence  gives 
the  narrative  of  incidents  which  followed 
the  attempt  to  violate  the  Treatv  of 
Berlin,  and  to  extend  the  limits  of  the 
Vassal  Principality.  But  it  does  not  go 
beyond  the  end  of  1886.  For  all  that 
happened  subsequently — and  much  has 
happened,  as  your  Lordships  know — we 
have  but  unauthenticated  records. 

My  Lords,  it  is  remarkable  that, 
although  the  Eastern  Question  has  been 
vividly  re-opened  by  what  occurred  in 
September,  1885,  not  a  voice  in  this 
House  has  since  been  heard  upon  it.  At 
one  time,  and  more  especially  under 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  the  subject  constantly 
engaged  us.  At  present  the  House  con- 
tains three  noble  Lords  who  have  pre- 
sided at  the  Foreign  Office,  three  who 
have  been  Ambassadors  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, one  who  has  held  the  same  ap- 
pointment at  Berlin,  two  Under  Secre- 
taries of  the  Department  mentioned,  one 
^Parliamentary  and  the  other  permanent. 
To-day  it  would,  at  least,  be  useful  to 
elicit  some  of  their  conclusions  as  to  the 
line  which  ought  to  be  adopted.  I  do 
not  wish  myself  to  go  too  deeply  or  too 


fully  into  a  topic  which,  since  1871,  I 
have  had  many  opportunities  of  hand- 
ling. 

The  general  position,  I  venture  to 
submit,  is  that  great  difficulties  are 
likely  to  arise  out  of  the  Bulgarian 
events  unless  a  timely  measure  is 
adopted.  I  am  not  at  all  inclined  to 
predict  war  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances. It  seems  to  me,  after  a  course 
of  observation,  that  war  depends  on  in- 
dividuals ;  that  no  war  is  able  to  pro- 
duce itself  unless,  in  one  of  the  en- 
tangled Powers,  some  individual  has 
resolved  upon  promoting  it.  Nations 
may  be,  indeed,  excitable  in  feeling; 
but  do  not  rush — so  far  as  history  tells 
us — by  a  spontaneous  movement  into 
conflict.  On  that  f^und  I  have  habi- 
tually maintained  m  recent  times  that 
no  war  between  France  and  Germany 
was  imminent  so  long  as  neither  at  Paris 
nor  Berlin  you  could  refer  to  any  leader 
ready  to  initiate  it.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
as  a  person  who  exaggerates  the  ten- 
dency to  war,  but  one  who  might  be 
thought  to  underrate  it,  that  I  am  in- 
clined to  anticipate  disturbances  in 
South- Eastern  Europe,  if  no  controlling 
influence  is  brought  to  bear — and  even 
promptly— on  the  subject.  My  Lords, 
the  Correspondence  on  Bulgaria — from 
which,  however,  I  have  no  intention  to 
read  extracts — throws  light  upon  the 
Bussian  grounds  of  interference  in  that 
country. 

When  in  September,  1885,  Prince 
Alexander  acceded  to  the  movement  for 
uniting  Eastern  Boumelia  with  Bulgaria 
against  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  Bussia  was 
disposed — from  any  motives  you  think 
proper  to  assign — to  uphold  the  Treaty, 
and  to  resist  the  deviation  from  it.  It 
cannot  be  said  that  the  other  Signatory 
Powers  have  ever  fully  sanctioned  the 
encroachment  so  as  to  raise  it  to  legality. 
Bussia,  therefore,  has  a  locus  standi  for 
protesting  against  the  union  which  the 
sudden  violence  of  insurrection  and  the 
sudden  weakness  of  authority  had  called 
into  existence.  But  Bussia  is  entitled 
to  complain  of  more  than  fusion  of 
the  countries  intended  by  the  Treaty 
to  be  separate.  The  Government  of 
Bulgaria  is  now  being  carried  on  by  a 
Prince  who  has  no  sanction  at  Con- 
stantinople, no  sanction  from  the  other 
Powers,  and  who,  although  elected  in 
Bulgaria,  has  been  elected  by  a  Body  of 
which — to  use  a  guarded   phrase — at 
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least  the  regularity  is  doabtfol.  We 
mast  remember  that  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin lays  down  three  processes  for  the 
creation  of  a  Vassal  Frinoe,  not  one  of 
which  has  been  adhered  to.  But  there 
is  something  farther.  The  intruded 
Prince  is  not  a  member  of  the  Bulgarian 
Church,  or  even  in  the  Greek  religion 
on  which  that  Church,  however  separate 
in  its  establishment,  is  founded.  It  is 
true,  the  Treaty  does  not  lay  down  that 
he  must  be  so.  But  it  may  fairly  be 
contended  that  a  Prince  of  alien  creed, 
of  opposite  couTictions,  although  en- 
dorsed by  popular  enthusiasm  for  a 
time,  will  some  day  be  obnoxious  to  a 
Party,  as  occurred  from  different  causes 
to  his  Predecessor.  His  relations  with 
the  Exarch  can  never  be  entirely  har- 
monious. On  his  arrival,  there  was  a 
hostile  movement  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  The  Exarch  in  that  country, 
even  politically  speaking,  is  much  too 
great  a  force  to  be  passed  over.  The 
Bulgarian  Church  is  well  known  to  have 
been  the  germ  of  the  Bulgarian  Prin- 
cipality. Again — and  I  will  pass  as 
quickly  as  I  can  over  so  delicate  a 
ground — ^in  France  there  are  contin- 
gencies— beyond  the  bounds  of  pro- 
bability, but  not  of  possibility — in  which 
Prince  Ferdinand  would  be  the  Member 
of  a  reigning  Family,  and  so  become 
disqualified  to  hold  his  situation  in  Bul- 
garia by  an  enactment  of  the  Treaty. 

The  despatch  writers  of  Russia,  allowed 
for  many  years  to  be  the  first,  are  cer- 
tain to  present  their  case  with  accessory 
details  and  ingenious  shades,  so  as  to 
make  it  far  more  hard  to  g^pple  with 
than  it  would  appear  upon  this  state- 
ment. If,  theren>re,  Bussia  is  induced 
by  motives  unavowed  to  have  recourse 
to  arms,  she  must  have  the  aspect  of 
doing  so  as  the  champion  of  the  Treaty. 
She  may  also,  as  regards  Bulgaria,  de- 
rive encouragement  from  that  speech 
which  has  been  ringing  through  the 
world,  although  I  would  not  be  too 
positive  as  to  its  true  interpretation. 

A  hazard  of  this  kind  ought  clearly 
not  to  be  prolonged  without  an  effort  to 
abridge  it.  It  may  be  said  that  efforts 
have  been  made  already.  We  have 
heard  of  various  expedients  discussed 
between  Bussia  and  the  Porte.  But 
none  have  been  adopted.  There  has 
been  no  Conference  to  reg^ate  these 
difGLculties.  When  everything  else  breaks 
down  a  Conference  suggests  itself.  When 


was  a  Conference  more  needed  P  It 
would  not  be  without  a  late  example. 
The  Treaty  of  Berlin  left  dangerous 
questions  open  between  Qreece  and  the 
Ottoman  Empire.  Although  results 
arose  which  were  not  wholly  satis-* 
factory,  it  was  only  by  a  Conference 
that  some  adjustment  was  effected. 

There  is  another  ground  on  which  a 
Conference  may  possibly  be  requisite  or 
urgent.  By  a  peculiar  imperfection  in 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  each  Power  has  a 
veto  on  ike  nomination  of  the  Vassal 
Prince  in  Bulmria,  and  on  the  nomina* 
tion  of  ^e  viceroys  acting  for  the 
Porte  in  East  Boumelia.  The  subject 
was  debated  in  the  Congress  of  1878, 
and  the  noble  Marquess  now  First 
Minister  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury^ 
did  his  utmost  to  establish  the  legal 
right  of  a  majority.  The  result  is, 
however,  that  if  in  either  of  these  posts 
a  vacancy  occurs  by  death  or  resignation 
three  times  in  any  year,  three  times  it 
might  be  utterly  impossible  to  fill  it, 
without  collision  between  the  Signatory 
Powers.  A  Conference  might  Urns  be 
necessary  for  two  objects:  to  put  an 
end  to  the  intrigues  and  perils  of  Bul« 
garia ;  to  prevent  their  unavoidable  re- 
currence whenever  vacancies  arise  in 
either  of  these  offices. 

These  are  the  grounds  on  which  a 
Conference — ^unless  some  better  method 
is  adopted— seems  to  be  desirable.  A 
high  authority,  however,  may  be  quoted 
in  its  favour.  In  1878  Prince  Bismarck 
— and  here  I  am  again  referring  to  the 
Protocols — ^used  this  language  as  it  is 
translated.  It  is  the  only  passage  I 
shall  read  this  evening: — 

"  If  the  Bulgarian  populations,  either  through 
ill-will  or  innate  inoapaoity,  cannot  make  their 
inatitutions  work,  Europe  will  in  truth  be 
obliged  to  take  counsel,  but  later  on  and  when 
that  time  ahall  have  arrived," 

It  may  be  said,  indeed,  that  by  de- 
spatches, telegrams,  and  interviews,  the 
European  Powers  are  enabled  to  collect 
their  wisdom,  and  that  a  Conference 
may  thus  be  superseded.  For  two  years 
they  have  been  doing  so.  The  effort 
has  been  signally  defective,  and  now  we 
seem  to  be  on  the  verge  of  grave  events 
unless  a  Conference  anticipates  them. 
If  it  succeeds  tranquillity  will  be  secured. 
But  time  is  gaioed  even  should  no 
decision  be  arrived  at. 

We  know  the  course  of  Bwssia  in 
1 877,  and  the  disquietude  which  followed 
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it.  Bat  now  her  pretexts  of  aggression 
are  muoh  stronger  and  more  specious. 
She  wonld  not  have  an  European  man- 
date to  overthrow  the  recent  usurpation 
in  Bulgaria;  but  so  she  had  not  the 
shadow  of  an  European  mandate  to  go 
over  the  Pruth  in  1877  as  the  guardian 
of  the  races  said  to  be  misgoverned  under 
Ottoman  dominion.  But  she  went  over. 
Her  doing  so  was  a  grave  encroachment 
on  the  Treaties  of  1856,  since  the  essence 
of  those  Treaties  was  to  withdraw  from 
Russia  any  special  right  of  interference 
within  the  territory  of  the  Sultan.  At 
present  she  would  interfere  to  vindicate 
a  Treaty,  not  to  oyertum  one.  But  if 
Bussiaoooupies  Bulgaria,  Constantinople 
must  in  the  long  run,  and  after  a  certain 
time,  be  seriously  threatened ;  while  all 
the  Mediterranean  Powers --and  not 
least  the  Power  which  holds  Cyprus, 
Malta,  Gibraltar,  and  provisionally 
Egypt — are  interested  in  defending  it. 

But  one  thing  must  be  admitted.  A 
Oonferenoe  can  only  be  initiated  by 
Great  Britain.  Prince  Bismarck  has 
pointed  out  that  the  function  of  leading 
on  the  Eastern  Question  now  devolves 
upon  Great  Britain.  For  many  reasons, 
better  known  to  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment than  to  myself,  the  proposal  will 
not  come  from  Berlin,  £rom  Vienna,  or 
St.  Petersburg,  however  welcome  it 
might  be  in  all  those  capitals  or  some 
of  them.  It  may  not  be  easy  even  to 
induce  Bussia  to  partake  in  any  Euro- 
pean Council.  In  1878  it  was  not  easy. 
But  the  noble  Marquees  and  his  IViends 
eventually  succeeded.  They  may  succeed 
now  without  employing  all  the  methods 
which  at  that  time  were  resorted  to. 
The  union  of  two  Offices  —First  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs — in  the  person  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  so  far  as  it  divides  his  energy, 
imparts,  no  doubt,  a  greater  difficulty 
to  the  task  I  have  suggested.  But 
when  the  Bulgarian  embarrassment  has 
passed  away  his  union  of  two  Offices 
may  have  a  better  vindication  than  it 
has  yet  been  able  to  arrive  at. 

There  is  one  further  reason — and  it 
seems  to  me  conclusive — for  immediate 
action  to  finish  the  anomalous  position 
in  Bulgaria,  either  by  a  Conference  or 
any  other  method  which  appears  more 
rapid  or  more  feasible.  It  is  the  insta- 
biiitv  of  Governments — however  prudent 
and  howerver  gifted — which,  like  the  pre- 

Lord  Strath^den  and  Campbell 


sent  one,  have  not  elsewhere  an  abso^ 
lute  majority.  No  doubt,  according  to 
the  opinion  of  to*day,  the  Government 
is  tolerably  settled.  But  few  thought  in 
January,  1886,  that  the  noble  Marquess 
was  to  be  so  suddenly  outvoted.  A  few 
months  before  he  had  assured  us  that 
his  Ministry  was  likely  to  endure,  al- 
though he  claimed  at  first  no  other 
merit  for  it.  JjOt  us  suppose  a  Govern- 
ment established — I  do  not  point  to  in- 
dividuals— which  in  consequence  of  past 
transactions  was  even  thought  to  have 
a  Bussian  bias.  Bussia  would  be  then 
unduly  and  unavoidably  excited  into 
schemes  of  action  on  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion which  a  Conference  must  limit.  She 
would  not,  therefore,  go  into  a  Conference. 
But  Germanyand  Austria,  whose  position 
is  now  defined  and  satisfactory,  must 
soon,  in  that  event,  be  led  into  a  new  one. 
They  may  be  ready  to  oppose  themselves 
to  Russia  ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that 
they  are  ready  to  oppose  themselves  to 
Russia  and  Great  Britain  both  together. 
It  is  a  formidable  union  for  them  to  con- 
template, despotism  leaning  upon  free- 
dom, the  greatest  naval  and  the-  greatest 
military  Power  drawn  into  alignment. 
But  what  is  the  effect  at  Constantinople 
of  the  occurrence  to  be  dreaded  ?  The 
Porte,  deprived  of  all  encouragement 
the  British  Embassy  can  give,  is  forced 
to  listen  to  whatever  counsels  the  Rus- 
sian Embassy  may  urge  upon  it. 

It  will  be,  at  least,  apparent  that 
there  is  no  desire  upon  my  part  to  elicit 
information  from  the  Government  which 
they  have  objects  in  concealing.  Whe- 
ther they  have  joined  in  any  recent 
combination  for  guarding  European 
peace  is  not  the  question  now  before 
us.  It  may  be  left,  indeed,  to  other 
men  and  other  places.  I  do  not  wish 
to  probe  the  secrets  of  the  Government, 
although,  if  the  train  of  reasoning  which 
I  have  briefly  urged  is  just,  I  should  be 
glad  to  think  it  might  contribute  to 
their  policy. 

Address  for  further  Papers  on  the  late 
events  in  European  Turkey.-— (TA^  Lard 
Straiheden  and  Campbell.) 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  M&rquess  of  Salisbury  ): 
With  reference  to  the  Motion  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  laid  before  the  House, 
I  have  only  to  sa^  that,  so  far  as  my 
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reeoUeotion  goes,  we  have  not  laid  Bul- 
garian Papers  on  the  Table  because  we 
do  not  possess  any  of  sufficient  interest 
to  justify  such  a  course.  But  if  the 
noble  Lord  has  any  curiosity  to  see 
them  I  will  have  them  looked  into  to  see 
whether  there  are  any  which  can  be  pre* 
sented,  and,  if  so,  I  shall  have  great 
pleasure  in  laying  them  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  With  reference  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord,  he  will  not 
expect  me  to  go  at  any  length  into  the 
subject  which  at  this  particular  moment 
is  occupying  a  great  deal  of  attention  at 
the  Courts  of  Europe,  and  which,  there- 
fore, I  cannot  with  propriety  deal  with 
in  detail.  But  I  will  say  that  I  think 
is  is  a  little  unfair  to  the  Bulgarians  to 
apply  Prince  Bismarck's  remark  at  the 
Congress  at  Berlin  to  their  present  con- 
dition. I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to  say 
that  it  is  their  doing  that  their  institu- 
tions do  not  work.  On  the  whole,  their 
institutions  are  working  in  a  sort  of  way, 
and  if  there  are  any  defects — if  there 
are  defects  in  legality — and  we  believe 
there  are,  I  do  not  think  that  the  fault 
lies  entirely  or  exclusively  with  them. 
The  real  difficulty  is  a  very  simple  one. 
The  Congress  of  Berlin,  following  the 
uniform,  and,  I  think,  the  quite  invari- 
able, custom  of  all  diplomatic  instru- 
ments, provides  that  the  consent  of 
Europe  to  elections  which  require  that 
consent  shall  be  given  unanimously  by 
all  the  Powers.  It  requires  no  great 
knowledge  of  public  affairs  to  know  that 
that  unanimous  consent  will  always  be 
forthcoming  where  there  is  no  difficulty ; 
but  where  there  is  a  difficulty  unani- 
mous consent  is  a  very  hard  thing  to 
obtain,  especially  where  you  have  seven 
consents  to  bring  together.  The  infer- 
ence I  should  rather  draw  is  that  any 
efforts  to  conduct  an  administration  by 
the  help  of  what  is  called  the  concert  of 
Europe  are  always  apt  to  break  down 
on  the  application  ox  that  diplomatic 
rule.  Where  there  are  a  number  of 
people  whose  resolution  it  is  important 
to  obtain,  you  can  only  obtain  it,  as  a 
matter  of  certainty,  by  applying  the 
principle  of  the  majority,  and  if  you 
cannot  apply  that  principle  in  its  widest 
extent  it  is  wiser  not  to  require  their 
consent.  The  only  other  remark 
which  I  will  notice  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  is  that  in  which  he 
said  that  matters  are  in  a  position 
which   make  a   Oonferenoe  desirable. 


I  do  not  traverse  that  suggestion.  A 
Conference  is  not  a  thing  in  itself 
undesirable  or  to  which  I  have  any 
reason  to  take  objection;  but  I  think 
that,  in  considering  the  advantages  of 
a  Conference,  you  must  distinguish 
between  different  kinds  of  Confer- 
ences. Such  a  Conference  as  that 
which  has  been  going  on  at  Washing- 
ton is,  as  we  know,  capable  of  leading 
to  an  agreement.  There  are  at  most 
only  three,  and,  properly  speiJking,  only 
two,  persons  whose  consent  has  to  be 
obtained,  and,  no  doubt,  discussion  in 
that  Conference  is  very  favourable  to 
an  adjustment  of  the  differences  between 
the  Powers.  Such  Conferences  may  be 
generally  resorted  to  with  considerable 
confidence.  But  Conferences  where  a 
large  number  of  Powers  have  to  meet, 
as  far  as  my  knowledge  and  experience 
goes,  very  seldom  come  to  a  satisfactory 
result  unless  a  number  of  Powers  affree 
beforehand  on  what  the  main  result  of 
their  deliberations  is  to  be.  Therefore, 
I  do  not  think,  until  that  state  of  things 
exists,  with  reference  to  any  matters 
which  may  be  in  controversy,  that  a 
Conference  is  desirable.  There  is  another 
thing  to  be  said  about  a  Conference, 
that  where  there  is  any  real  danger  of 
formidable  disagreement,  so  solemn  a 
measure,  if  it  does  not  succeed,  is  rather 
apt  to  accentuate  and  increase  the  diffi- 
culties and  to  make  the  danger  greater 
than  it  was  before.  Therefore,  it  should 
be  adopted  with  some  hesitation  if  there 
is  not  a  prospect — a  sure  prospect — of 
success.  Looking  from  the  present  stand- 
point, I  do  not  think  that  we  can  describe 
the  present  difficulty  in  respect  to  Bul- 
garia as  one  which  involves  in  itself  any 
immediate  danger.  I  hope  that  the 
ordinary  interchange  of  opinion  among 
the  various  States  of  Europe  b^  the 
ordinary  channels  of  diplomatic  inter- 
course will  enable  us  to  overcome  any 
difference  of  opinion  that  may  exist,  and 
I  heartily  subscribe  to  the  opinion  ex* 

grossed  by  the  Chancellor  of  Germany  in 
is  recent  great  speech  that,  on  so  small 
a  matter  as  the  Qovemment  of  Bulgaria, 
it  would  be  a  disgrace  to  Europe  if 
ever  it  should  plunge  it  into  war. 

Address  agreed  to, 

LAND  TBAKSFBB  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  simplify  titles  and  facilitate  the 
transfer  of  land  in  England — Wm prM4Ht$dhy 
The  Lord  Ghaaoellor ;  read  Is    (No.  21.) 
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LTTHACT  ACTS  AMXKDUSST  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to  Innatioa 
— Was  pr$$ented  by  The  Lord  Ghanoellor ;  read 
1*.    (No.  22.) 

Honae  adjourned  at  a  quarter  paat 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  paat  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   OOMMONS, 
TkuTBdaif,  2Srd  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Wkit  Imved—Fot  Hamp- 
stead,  9,  Sir  Hemy  Thurstan  Holland, 
iMuronet,  G.G.M.G.,  now  Baron  Knutaford, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

Sblsot  CoMiciTTBa— Public  Accounts,  nomt- 
naUd. 

PuBUO  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Pauper 
Lunatics*  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers'  Super- 
annuation).* 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
ST.  OLAVE'S  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  OOBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  practice  of  the  St. 
Olave's  Board  of  Ouardians,  Bermond- 
sey,  of  giving  tea  and  sugar  to  men  by 
way  of  payment  for  stone  breaking  and 
oakum  picking;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tea  so  given  costs  the  Board 
1«.  Ad.  per  lb.,  and  is  eharged  to  the  men 
at  2«.,  and  whether  the  sugar  is  charged 
to  the  men  at  the  rate  of  28«.  a  cwt., 
which  costs  the  Board  16«.  6i.  a  cwt.; 
and  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  matter,  with  a  view  to 
pi-event  such  practices  for  the  future  ? 

Thk  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Guardians  of  the 
St.  Olave's  Union  as  to  the  practice 
adopted  by  them,  and  I  find  that  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  with  regard  to  the  value 
at  which  the  prices  of  the  tea  and  sugar 
given  as  relief  in  kind  has  been  esti- 
mated. The  matter  was  brought  under 
the  attention  of  the  Guardians  on  the 
8th  instant,  and  a  Special  Committee  of 
the  whole  Board  on  the  following  day 
agreed  to  a  Report  recommending  that 


in  future  the  value  of  the  tea  should  bo 
estimated  at  Id.  per  oz.,  and  the  sugar 
at  2d.  per  lb.  There  is  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  this  recommendation  will  be 
adopted  by  the  Guardians. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
BOARD  OP  GUARDIANS  —  OAKUM 
PICKING. 

Mb.  OOBB  (Warwick,  8.E ,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Gt>verA- 
ment  Board,  Whether  the  General  Order 
issued  on  the  18th  December,  1882,  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  with  respect  to  casual 
paupers,  directs  that  one  of  the  daily 
tasks  of  paupers  who  are  detained  for 
more  than  one  night  shall  be  the  picking 
of  41  b.  of  unbeaten  oakum ;  whether  iu 
prisons  the  daily  task  of  prisoners  sen- 
tenced to  hard  labour  is  the  picking  of 
dlb.  of  unbeaten  oakum  ;  and  whether 
the  Board  will  issue  a  further  Order, 
directing  all  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
reduce  the  quantity  of  oakum  to  be 
picked,  or  to  adopt  other  means  for 
making  the  task  of  the  pauper  lighter 
than  that  of  the  prisoner  ? 

Thk  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  One  of 
the  tasks  of  work  of  male  casual  paupers, 
who  are  detained  in  casual  wards  for 
more  than  one  night,  is  the  picking  of 
4lb.  of  unbeaten  oakum,  and  this  task 
has  been  in  force  for  17  years.  The 
task  of  prisoners  is,  as  I  understand, 
that  stated  in  the  Question.  As  regards 
the  casual  pauperi^  I  learn  from  the 
Superintendent  visiting  Officer  of  the 
casual  wards  in  the  Metropolis,  that 
during  the  last  15  years  he  has  had  no 
complaint  as  to  the  task.  While  pri- 
soners are  not  permitted  to  use  any  hook, 
&e.,  to  assist  in  the  picking  of  the  oakum, 
it  is  very  usual  for  the  casual  paupers  to 
have  nails,  and  an  appliance  wluch,  I 
understand,  is  technically  called  a 
'*  fiddle,"  which  greatly  facilitates  the 
picking.  The  habitual  casual,  I  am  in- 
formed, can  do  the  task  in  six  hours, 
while  those  unaccustomed  to  the  work 
take  some  two  hours  longer.  Moreover, 
the  Regulations  expressly  provide  that 
a  casual  pauper  shall  not  be  required  to 
perform  the  whole,  or  any  part,  of  the 
task  of  work  if  it  should  appear  l^at  the 
same  is  not  suited  to  his  age,  strength, 
or  capacity.  I  will,  however,  undertake 
to  make  further  inquiry  into  the  matter 
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in  oonneetiozi  with  the  task  imposed  in 
prisons. 

WALES— THE    TITHE    AGITATION— 
"EMERGENCY    MEN." 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  men  known  as 
**  Emergency  men/'  who  accompany  the 
Solicitor  for  the  Olergy  Defence  Associa- 
tion to  and  at  the  tithe  distraint  sales  in 
Flintshire,  have  been  bwotr  in  as  Special 
Constables ;  whether  at  all  these  seizures 
and  sales  they  are  armed,  in  addition  to 
the  usual  police  batons,  with  cutlasses 
and  rcTolvers ;  if  so,  whether  the  carry- 
ing of  such  arms  is  legal ;  and,  whether 
the  Authorises,  and  the  Home  Office 
especially,  approve  of  these  men  being 
BO  armed  ? 

Thk  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
Ohief  Constable  of  Flintshire  informs 
me  that  the  bailiffs  employed  at  distraint 
sales  in  Flintshire  were  not  sworn  in  as 
Special  Constables,  end  that  he  was  not 
aware  at  the  time  that  they  had  any 
arms.  He  had  since  ascertained  that  on 
one  occasion  the  Solicitor  for  the  Clergy 
Defence  Association  and  one  of  his 
bailiffs  each  carried  a  reyolrer,  and  some 
others  of  the  bailiffs  had  ship  cutlasses 
concealed  under  their  top  coats.  This 
was  an  occasion  on  which  the  solicitor 
received  information  the  evening  before 
a  distress,  too  late  to  communicate  with 
the  police,  that  he  and  his  men  would 
receive  violence  from  a  large  gathering 
of  miners.  I  am  not  aware  that  this 
was  illegal.  I  should  certainly  dis- 
approve the  use  of  deadly  weapons, 
except  in  defence  of  life  or  in  the  sup- 
pression of  riot. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis 
(  Merionethshire), 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  men  carried  police 
batons. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  IBI8H  PUBLIC 
WORKS— THE  PROPOSED  EXPENDI- 
TURE. 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  Government  purpose  to 
carry  into  effect  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Commissioners  on  Irish 
Public  Works,  made  in  their  Beport  just 
issued ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  required 
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amount  will  be  included  in  the  next 
Estimates,  and  a  Bill  brought  in  with 
the  least  possible  delay  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  the  House  to  the  proposed 
expenditure,  so  that  the  works  may  be 
entered  on  as  early  as  possible  during 
the  coming  summer ;  and,  whether  the 
landing  piers  recommended  by  the  Com* 
mission  for  Bosse's  Point  and  other 
places  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland 
will  be  commenced  at  an  early  date  P 

The  PAKLTAMENTART  UNDER 
SEORETAEY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kinq-Harman)  CKent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me 
to  reply  to  this  Question.  The  Report 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers  is,  as 
he  is  doubtless  aware,  one  dealing  with 
very  large  questions  which  will  require 
careful  consideration.  It  has  been  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  too  short 
a  time  to  enable  them  to  say  what  re* 
commendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners they  are  prepared  to  accept. 

INLAND  REVENUE— TRANSFER  STAMP 
DUTIES-COMPOUNDING. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, On  what  grounds  many  Insur- 
ance Companies  have  been  refused  the 
right  of  compounding  their  transfer 
Stamp  Duties,  while  certain  other  Com- 
panies, among  others  the  ''Alliance" 
and  ''Northern"  Fire  and  life  Insur- 
ance Offices,  have  been  allowed  the 
facility  afforded  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act  of  1887;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
advantage  accorded  to  the  Companies 
named  is  in  proportion  to  their  capital 
greater  than  the  advantage  which  would 
have  been  reaped  by  some  of  the  offices 
which  have  met  with  a  refusal;  and, 
whether  he  has  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  Clauses  8  and  9  of  the  existing 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act, 
legalizing  this  compounding,  were  based 
by  him  on  a  financial  miscalculation  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohkk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  hon.  Member 
will  recollect  that  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Act  of  last  Session  gives 
no  absolute  right  of  composition.  The 
power  which  it  gives  is  reciprocal.  The 
Companies  who  think  it  advantageous 
to  themselves  to  compound  have  the 
right  to  apply  to  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  who,  on  their  part,  accefde  to 
such  applications,  or  not,  as  they  think 
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it  conducive  to  the  public  good.    The 

great  Oompanies  have  not  apptiod  to  the 
oard  in  sufficient  numhera  to  establish 
the  basis  for  an  average ;  and  this 
knowledge  has  led  the  Oommissioners 
to  make  a  closer  and  more  rigid  exami- 
nation than  they  originally  intended  into 
the  circumstances  of  each  individual 
case  when  they  found  that  the  appli- 
cations came  mainly  from  those  Oom- 
panies whose  shares  commanded  a  very 
high  premium.  Let  me  illustrate  the 
principle  on  which  the  Board  of  Inland 
Sevenue  have  accepted  or  refused  ap- 
plications by  the  case  of  two  Insurance 
UompanieSi  one  of  which  is  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member.  In  that 
case  the  annual  amount  received  for 
transfer  duty  was  £370,  while  the  com- 
position duty  came  to  £275,  showing  a 
slight  loss  to  the  Exchequer;  whereas 
in  all  cases  of  Insurance  Companies 
which  have  been  refused  composition  the 
percentage  of  loss  would  have  been  about 
three  times  as  great.  In  the  other  case, 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  is,  I  think, 
interested,  the  annual  average  transfer 
duty  was  £414,  while  the  composition, 
if  accepted,  would  only  have  been  £92. 
Obviously  in  this  case  the  composition 
would  have  been  so  unfavourable  to  the 
Exchequer  as  to  make  it  incumbent  on 
the  Inland  Revenue  Board  to  refuse  it. 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAMSON  asked,  whe- 
ther the  same  scrutiny  was  applied  in 
the  case  of  the  '*  Northern  "  Company  ? 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  he  had  not  got 
all  the  details  in  connection  with  that 
Company;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  communicate  with  him  he  would 
give  him  the  particulars. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)- 
SUPERSESSION. 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  practice  of 
the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor,  when  he  has 
superseded  a  magistrate,  to  communicate 
the  correspondence  in  the  case  to  the 
Press ;  whether  this  course  was  followed 
in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Waterford  and  Coroner  Byrne ;  why 
the  same  practice  was  not  pursued  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  E.  H.  E.  White,  of  Olen- 
garlfip,  County  Cork ;  and,  whether  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  lay  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  Mr.  White  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Mr.  Goschen 


Thb  PABLIAMENTABT  UNDER 
SECEETABY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  to  communicate  to 
the  Press  his  correspondence  with  magis- 
trates who  have  been  superseded.  The 
publication  of  the  correspondence  in  the 
cases  referred  to  did  not  emanate  froiA 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  nor  with  his  cog- 
nizance. The  usual  practice  was  pur- 
sued in  the  case  of  Mr.  White ;  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  does  not  see  that  any 

Sublic  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
ealing    with    it    in    the    exceptional 
manner  suggested. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  AFFRAY  NEAR  ENNIS  —  THE 
LATE  HEAD  CONSTABLE  WHELE- 
HAN. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  pension 
allowance  or  other  grants  the  widow  of 
the  late  Head  Constable  Whelehan 
(murdered  in  County  Clare)  has  re- 
ceived ;  and,  whether  she  has  made  any 
claim  for  compensation  as  against  the 
Barony ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  widow  of  the  murdered  Head 
Constable  has  been  awarded  an  annual 
pension  of  £40,  to  be  paid  to  her  so  long 
as  she  remains  a  widow,  and  an  annuid 
allowance  of  £2  10«.  for  each  of  his  four 
children  until  they  respectively  attain 
the  age  of  15  years.  She  received  a  sum 
of  £155  8«.  9d.  from  the  Constabulary 
Force  Fund,  to  which  her  husband  had 
been  a  subscriber.  I  understand  she 
brought  forward  a  claim  for  compensa- 
tion at  Presentment  Sessions  last  No- 
vember, which  was  disallowed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDITRK 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— BOYCOTTING 
THE  POLICE- SENTENCES. 

Ms.  J.  E.  ELUS  (Nottingham, 
Rushdiffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  on  Friday,  17th  Februaiy, 
Daniel  M'Mahon,  Thomas  Moroney, 
John  Sexton,  and  eight  others  were,  by 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  and  Mr.  Mercer, 
R.M.,  sent  to  prison  for  one  month  for 
refusing  to  supply  refreshments  to  the 
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police  on  the  occasion  of  a  recent  trial 
m  Miltown-Malbay ;  whether  the  magis- 
trates refused  to  increase  the  sentence 
so  as  to  admit  of  an  appeal ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  public  houses  kept 
by  the  defendants  were  closed  on  the 
date  in  question  in  response  to  an  ear- 
nest request  from  the  Rev.  W.  White, 
parish  priest,  made  with  a  view  of  pre- 
venting a  repetition  of  disorder  which 
had  arisen  during  previous  trials  of  a 
like  nature;  and,  whether  it  was  ad- 
mitted in  evidence  that  the  constabulary 
had  in  their  barracks  on  the  day  io 
question  all  needful  refreshments  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KncG-HARMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  It  is  the  case  that  the  three  de- 
fendants named,  together  with  the  eight 
others  referred  to,  were  committed  to 
prison  for  one  month,  having  been 
found  guilty  of  entering  into  a  con- 
spiracy to  Boycott  the  police  by  not 
supplying  them  with  any  provisions 
during  two  days  occupied  in  the  recent 
trials.  The  magistrates  did  refuse  to 
increase  the  sentence,  as  they  saw  no 
grounds  for  doing  so.  They  appear, 
however,  to  have  expressed  their  readi- 
ness to  allow  the  defendants  out  on 
their  own  recognizances,  to  come  up 
for  judgment  when  called  on,  provided 
they  would  si^  an  agreement  not  to 
enter  into  an  illegal  conspiracy  again. 
The  defendants  in  question  declined  to 
do  so,  electing  to  go  to  prison.  I  am 
aware  that  the  Rev.  W.  White  stated 
in  Court,  on  oath,  that  he  had  told  the 
people  to  make  Miltown-Malbay  a  city 
of  the  dead  while  the  police  were  there. 
It  may,  however,  be  a  matter  of  opinion 
whether  this  direction  was  given  with  a 
riew  to  prevent  disorder.  It  was  not 
admitted  in  evidence  that  the  police  had 
in  their  barracks  on  the  day  in  question 
all  needful  refreshments.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  had  not  the  needful  refresh- 
ments. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  r  Wexford, 
N.)  :  May  I  ask  a  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  arising  out 
of  his  answer — whether  it  is  not  within 
his  knowledge  that  it  is  the  usual 
practice  for  the  magistrates  themselves 
to  make  an  order  for  the  publicans  to 
close  their  houses  during  trials  of  this 
character;  that,  in  addition,  whether 
daring  the  trials  which  preceded  the 
ones  in  question  the  public-houses  had 


not  been  closed,  and  that  {he  conse- 
quence was  that  some  of  the  people  who 
came  into  the  town  on  that  day  got 
drink,  and  that  a  disturbance  took  place ; 
and  that  they  were  closed  on  the  day  in 
question  because  the  parish  priest  from 
the  altar  asked  the  publicans,  for  the 
sake  of  the  peace  of  the  district,  to  close 
their  houses  so  that  no  drink  might  be 
sold? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  am 
not  aware  what  took  place  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  preceding  trials.  The  only 
information  I  have  with  regard  to  the 
Rev.  Mr.  White  and  his  advice  to  the 
publicans  was  that  which  I  have  stated, 
that  Mr.  White  stated  on  oath  that 
he  advised  the  people  of  Miltown- 
Malbay  to  make  the  town  a  city  of  the 
dead  when  the  police  were  there. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND :  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  not  an- 
swered the  first  part  of  the  Question 
which  I  asked,  which  is,  whether  it  is 
not  the  almost  invariable  custom  for  the 
magistrates  themselves  to  issue  orders 
for  the  publicans  to  dose  their  houses  on 
occasions  of  this  character  ? 

OoLONSL  KING-HARM  AN:  No,  Sir; 
to  my  own  personal  knowledge  it  is  not 
the  nabit  or  the  usual  custom. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man whether  he  is  aware  that  on  a 
recent  occasion  a  similar  order  was 
made  by  Lord  Kilmorey  through  his 
agent,  Mr.  Henry,  to  close  the  public- 
houses  in  Kilkeel  f 

OoLONBL  KING-HARM  AN:  I  am 
aware  that  such  orders  are  occasionally 
made.  It  is  quite  in  the  discretion  of 
the  magistrates. 

IRISH  LAND    COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS (WIOKLOW). 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the  sause 
of  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners in  visiting  the  County  Wick- 
low, and  when  they  are  likely  to  do 

soP 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  there  has  been  no  unusual  delay 
in  trying  eases  in  the  County  Wicklow. 
The  Commissioners  sat  in  that  county 
in  the  month  of  September  last,  ani  the 
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next  Bitting  of  tbe  Oommiasionen  will 
be  on  the  dth  of  May. 

CRIME   AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 

ATTACK  ON  A  CHURCH  AT  CASTLE- 

CALDWELL. 

Mb.  H.  0 AMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S. ) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  some  years  ago  an  outrage 
was  committed  in  Castleoaldwell ;  whe- 
ther efforts  were  then  made  to  saddle 
the  perpetration  of  that  outrage  upon 
the  Catholics  of  the  district ;  whether  it 
turned  oat  that  the  author  of  the  out- 
rage was  not  a  Catholic,  hut  a  stranger 
brought  into  the  neighbourhood  by  a 
local  magnate ;  whether  the  perpetration 
of  the  present  outrages  at  Castlecaldwell 
and  Mollaghdun  has  been  charged  by 
the  landlord  party  against  the  Na- 
tionalists and  Catholics  of  Fermanagh ; 
whether  there  is  any  evidence  to  dis- 
prove the  allegation  of  thehon.  Member 
for  North  Fermanagh  fMr.  W.  Bed- 
mond) ;  and,  whether,  unaer  the  circum- 
stances, he  intends  to  order  an  inquiry 
into  these  occurrences,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  ? 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  had  also 
the  following  Question  on  the  Paper  on 
the  same  subject: — To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  has  obtained  farther  in- 
formation in  reference  to  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  alleged  outrages  in  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  at  Castle- 
oaldwell, and  in  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Churdi  at  Mullaghdun,  County  Fer- 
managh ;  if  so,  if  he  would  state  what ; 
and,  if  he  will  also  state  the  conclusion 
of  the  authorities  in  the  districts  in 
relation  thereto  ? 

Thb  PAELEAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Eiko-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  is  the  case  that  some  years  ago, 
in  1881,  an  outrage  was  committed  at 
Castlecaldwell.  An  old  house  had  been 
entered  and  a  fishing-rod  and  window 
blind  stolen  therefrom.  It  is  not  true, 
however,  that  an  attempt  was  made  to 
saddle  the  outrage  upon  the  Roman 
Catholics,  the  offender,  who  was  a  Pro- 
testant residing  in  the  district,  having 
been  arrested  a  fe«7  hours  afterwards 
and  the  articles  found  id  his  possession. 
The  only  knowledge  I  have  as  regards 
the  fourth    paragraph   is    that  which 
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appears  in  the  Questions  already  an- 
swered in  the  House  on  the  subject. 
The  sole  evidence  at  present  to  disprove 
the  allegation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Fermanagh  is  of  a  negative 
character,  consisting  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  no  evidence  whatever  to  sub- 
stantiate it.  I  am  not  aware  of  what 
further  information  the  police  may  have 
obtained;  but  they  are  still  making 
every  effort  to  elucidate  the  matter. 
The  Qovemment  do  not  see  any  reason 
to  order  the  inquiry  suggested. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—BRAY,  00.  WIOKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  B.) 
asked  the   Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  any  representations  as  to  the 
necessity  for  pier  or   harbour  accom- 
modation  for   fishing  boats    at  Bray, 
County  Wicklow,  has  at  any  time  been 
brought  imder  the  notice  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  with  what   result;   whether 
the  recent  lamentable  fatality,  by  which 
a  fishing  boat  was  capsized  while  at- 
tempting to  reach  the  shore,  and  two  of 
her  crew  drowned,  has  been  brought  to 
his  knowledge ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
two  relatives  of  the  drowned  fishermen 
were  lost  at  the  same  place  under  pre- 
cisely similar  circumstances ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  take  stops  to 
provide  pier  or  harbour  accommodation 
at  Bray  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jacksok) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  No  such  representation  in 
regard  to  Bray  has  been  Drought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Treasury,  nor  was  the 
case  brought  before  the  Royal  Commia- 
sion  on  Public  Works,  which  has  re- 
cently reported ;  but  I  understand  that 
various  sohemes  for  providing  shelter 
at  this  place  were  being  considered  by 
the  Commissioners  under  the  Sea 
Fisheries'  Act  of  1883,  which,  however, 
did  not  recommend  any  grant  for  the 
purpose  out  of  the  fund  provided  bj  the 
Act.  The  hon.  Member  has  kindly  sent 
me  a  newspaper  report  of  a  reoent  case 
of  drowning  at  Bray.  There  is  no  fund 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Qovemment  out 
of  which  any  assistance  can  be  given  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  such  accom- 
modation. 

MERCHANT  SHlPPINa  ACT— THE 
"EMBLETON." 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
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Department,  If  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  evidence  given  at  the  trial 
of  Paul  Jamea  Paynter  (captain),  and 
James  Fisher  (second  officer),  of  the 
barque  ^mhleioHfOf  Liverpool,  before  the 
Borough  Bench  at  Sunderland,  on  the 
6th  January  last,  for  having  unlawfully 
caused  grievous  bodily  harm  to  a  sea- 
man, named  Kobert  White  (which  re- 
sulted in  his  jumping  overboard),  whilst 
on  a  voyage  from  Ban  Francisco  to 
Sunderland,  and  which  ended  in  the 
case  being  dismissed  under  section  42 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  24  &  25 
VteL ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  since 
the  trial  the  Board  of  Trade  have  held 
an  inquiry  before  the  members  of  the 
Local  Marine  Board,  who  have  sus- 
pended Oaptain  Paynter's  certificate  for 
eix  months;  and,  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  Qovemment  will  con- 
eider  the  propriety  of  ordering  a  new 
trial? 

The  SEOEETARY  op  STATE  (Mr, 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Bir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case.  The  charge  was  under  the 
OfiEences  Against  the  I^erson  Act,  24  & 
25  Vici.  c.  100,  Section  42.  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  second  parag^ph  of 
the  Question.  All  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  were  before  the  Justices ;  and 
they  appear  to  have  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that,  in  the  absence  of  the  man 
White,  the  evidence  against. the  defen- 
dants was  insufficient.  Section  45  of 
the  statute  above  quoted  provides  that 
in  cases  where  the  complamt  has  been 
dismissed  the  defendant  shall  be  re- 
leased from  all  further  proceedings,  civil 
or  crimina],  for  the  same  cause.  The 
Government  cannot,  therefore,  order  a 
new  trial. 

ARMY— OFFICERS   AT  REVIEWS   AND 
INSPECTIONS. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  all  officers  commanding  regi- 
ments and  all  other  field  officers  are  re- 
quired by  the  Regulations  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Service  to  appear  mounted  at  all 
reviews  and  inspections? 

Tab  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  Stakhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  officer  commanding  a  battalion,  two 
other  field  officers,  and  the  adjutant  are 
required  to  appear  mouAted  at  all  re* 
views,  and  also  at  inspections,  unless 
the  Inspecting  Officer  direct  otherwiBC. 


ELECTBIC  LIGHTINa  ACT,  1882. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  In  how  many  cases  the  powers 
obtained  by  Provisional  Orders  xuider 
the  Electric  Lighting  Act  of  1882  have 
been  actually  exercised;  whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  why  so  little  pro- 
gress has  been  made  with  electric  light- 
ing under  the  Act  of  1882;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Qovemment  intends  to  amend 
the  Act,  with  the  view  of  encouraging 
the  development  of  electric  lighting  ? 

Tm  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hices-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Since  the 
passing  of  the  Electric  Lighting  Act,  59 
Provisional  Orders  and  five  licences 
have  been  granted  to  Companies,  and 
15  Provisional  Orders  and  two  licences 
to  Local  Authorities.  The  Board  of 
Trade  are  not  aware  of  any  cases  in 
which  the  powers  obtained  are  now 
being  exercised.  It  is  not  possible  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  the  reasons 
which  may  have  led  to  this  result  within 
the  limits  of  a  reply  to  a  Question.  A 
Bill  to  amend  the  Act  has  been  intro- 
duced in  **  another  place,"  on  which  the 
views  of  the  Government  will  be  stated 
and  issues  fully  discussed. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  inquired,  whether  the  Bill  would 
give  increased  powers  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
replied,  that  that  was  a  matter  that 
would  be  more  convenientlj  met  on  the 
second  reading. 

LAW  OFFICEES  (IRELAND)  —  RESIG- 
NATION  OP  MR.  J.  0.  BLAKE,  CROWN 
SOLICITOR. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneral  for 
Ireland,  Whether  a  letter  has  been  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  J.  C.  Blake,  resigning 
his  post  as  Crown  Solicitor,  on  the 
grounds,  as  stated  by  him,  that — 

"The  nature  of  the  procedure  under  the 
Crimes  Act  eeeros  to  me  to  deprive  the  Crown 
Proeecutor  of  any  discretioa  in  diecriminating 
between  the  innocent  and  the  guilty,  while  the 
tribunal  before  which  he  would  have  to  act 
appears  scarcely  to  have  the  independence  that, 
in  my  judgment,  ought  to  charnctorize  any 
Court  entrusted  with  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
Moreover,  I  apprehend  that,  in  addition  to 
these  objections,  the  class  of  prosecutions  that 
I  should  be  expected  to  conduct  would  be 
mainly  directed  against  the  political  adversaries 
of  the  Government.  I  have  never  been  an 
active  politiciani  and  X  strongly  object  to  have 
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any  diare  in  snch  proeecutionB,  which  were 
neyer  contemplated  at  the  time  of  my  appoint- 
ment 16  yean  ago." 

Tm  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  von 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Teraity) :  Yet,  Sir ;  a  letter  was  received 
four  monihs  ago  by  tbe  then  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

EGYPT-.  ADMINISTRATION— SIR 
EVELYN  BARING. 

Mh.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affaire,  Whether  there  has 
been  any  difference  of  opinion  between 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and  the  Egyptian 
Ministry  respecting  British  interference 
in  the  administration  of  Egypt;  and, 
whether  any  communication  has  been 
addressed  to  Sir  Erelyn  Baring,  limiting 
in  future  that  interference  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fbeoussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  has  lately  been  a  certain  differ- 
ence of  opinion  in  regard  to  certain  de- 
tails of  administration ;  but  not  generally 
respecting  British  interference.  Such 
interference  is  limited,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  what  appears  to  be  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  this  country  and  of  Egypt ; 
and  there  has  been  no  occasion  for  fresh 
instructions  of  a  general  nature. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS  — 
GRAY'S  INN  ROAD— DWELLINGS  OF 
THE  LABOURING  CLASSES. 

Mr.  ATHEELEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have 
given  notices,  in  connection  with  the 
Gray's  Inn  Road  improvement,  to  the 
inhabitants  of  Fleur  de  Lis  Court,  part 
of  Elm  Street,  and  other  places,  of  their 
intention  to  take  about  56  houses  wholly 
occupied  by  persons  belonging  to  the 
labouring  classes;  and  whether  their 
powers  purjport  to  be  exercised  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  47  &  48  Fict.  c.  223,  s. 
42 ;  wnether,  since  the  taking  of  these 
houses  will  entail  the  removid  of  a  very 
large  number  of  poor  ^ople,  the  Board 
have,  in  accordance  with  the  provision 
of  40  &  41  Fiet.  c.  225,  s.  23,  proved  to 
his  satisfaction  that  sufficient  accommo- 
dation, in  suitable  dwellings,  has  been 
provided  elsewhere;  and,  if  so,  would 
AC  state  where ;  whether  he,  in  accor- 
dance with  the  provisicms  of  44—46  FM. 

Mr.  J.  K  Mlii 


0.  222,  s.  4,  has  given  a  certificate  as 
to  the  sufficiency  of  accommodation; 
whether  he  will  declare  upon  what 
materials  and  information  he  did  so ; 
whether  he  will  lay  such  certificate,  and 
ail  Papers  relating  to  the  granting 
thereof,  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
whether  he  can  state  the  approximate 
number  of  persons  who  have  and  will  be 
removed  in  connection  with  these  im- 
provements, and  the  situation,  nature, 
and  extent  of  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  large 
number  of  the  persons  so  removed,  and 
to  be  removed,  are  costarmongers  and 
traders,  and  that  there  is  no  accommo- 
dation provided  or  permitted  at  the 
model  lodgings  in  the  neighbourhood 
for  the  housing  of  their  barrows  and 
other  trade  goods;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of 
1885  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes,  which 
refers  to  the  Gray's  Inn  Road  improve- 
ments as  the  cause  of  gross  overcrowd- 
ing ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  rents 
of  such  model  lodgings  as  exist  in  the 
neighbourhood  are  largely  in  excess  of 
the  rents  paid  by  the  inhabitants  in 
respect  of  the  said  houses ;  whether  he 
has  taken  any,  and  what,  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  carrying  out  of  the  projected 
evictions;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
measures  to  secure  adequate  provision 
for  the  housing  of  those  persons  about 
to  be  removed  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
33rd  section  of  the  Act  of  1877,  under 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  various 
powers  for  securing  adequate  provision 
for  the  housing  of  persons  displaced  in 
the  course  of  the  Gray's  Inn  Road  im- 
provement, has  been  repealed  by  the  45 
&  46  FieL  c.  222,  under  which  statute 
a  scheme  has  been  laid  down  by  Par- 
liament for  observance  by  the  Board ; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  has  no  other 
function  than  to  give  a  certificate  that 
the  Board  have  complied  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act.  I  have  not  yet  been 
asked  to  give  such  a  certificate,  as  the 
operations  are  not  completed.  I  have 
received  a  Memorandum  from  theMetro- 

Solitan  Board  of  Works  answering  the 
iuestion  of  the  hon.  Member.  It  is, 
however,  too  long  to  read  to  the  Honse ; 
but  I  shall  be  happy  to  show  it  to  him. 
It  is  very  voluminous  indeed,  and  points 
out  the  difficulties  in  the  way* 
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METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMEKtS— 
NEW  street  from  HOLBORN  TOWN 
HALL. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has 
given  permission  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  commence  the  second 
section  of  the  new  street  from  the  Hol- 
bom  Town  Hall  to  the  Angel,  Olerken- 
well;  and,  if  so,  under  what  condi- 
tions ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tes, 
Sir;  I  have  given  the  permission  in 
question.  The  conditions  under  which 
my  assent  was  given  were  communicated 
on  February  11  of  this  year  to  the 
Board,  and  were — 

''  That  the  Board  should  undertake  not  to 
pull  down  any  houses  occupied  by  persons  of 
the  labouring  class,  nor  to  remove  the  occupiers 
of  the  houses,  and  should  also  undertake  to 
maintain  such  houses  in  a  condition  fit  for 
occupation,  and  permit  them  to  be  occupied  on 
change  of  tenants  until  certain  new  dwellings 
erected  on  sections  1  and  2  of  the  improvement 
were  completed  fit  for  occupation." 

Mb.  ATHERLET-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.]  asked,  whether  it  was  obligatory 
on  the  Home  Secretary  to  give  a  certi- 
ficate of  sufficiency  of  accommodation 
before  the  notices  of  eviction  were  given 
by  the  Board  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  replied,  that  that 
was  not  required  by  the  statute,  as  he 
read  it.  The  intermediate  works  had 
not  been  withdrawn  from  his  control. 

Mb.  J.  E0WLAND8  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  idea 
when  the  new  block  of  buildings  would 
be  completed  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  asked  for  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  inquired, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that .  those  people  were  under 
notice  of  removal,  and  were  liable  to  be 
turned  out  of  their  homes  in  three  weeks 
from  this  time ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  any  measures  to 
secure  adequate  accommodation  for 
them? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  This  is  a  very 
complicated  scheme,  and  I  cannot  under- 
take to  answer  the  Question.  I  must, 
therefore,  ask  for  Notice  of  the  Question, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  should  point 
•ut    the    specific   cases   to    which   he 


METROPOLITAN  POLICE— CHARGES  OF 
"  BLACKMAILING." 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central),  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  li  the  alle- 
gations of  blackmailing  made  on  the 
5th  July,  1887,  against  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  in  general,  and  against  the 
Clapham  Division  in  particular,  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness 
(Mr.  Caine)  have  been  fully  inquired 
into,  and  with  what  result  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E):  Yes, 
Sir;  Inquiry  was  made  by  the  Chief 
Commissioner  into  these  allegations  of 
blackmailing  against  the  police.  En- 
deavours were  made  to  ascertain  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness, 
and  other  persons  likely  to  possess  in- 
formation, any  specific  facts  in  support 
of  those  allegations  upon  which  inquiry 
could  proceed.  The  result  was  that  no 
such  facts  were  elicited,  nor  was  any 
evidence  forthcoming  to  substantiate  the 
charges  against  the  police. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) :  In 
consequence  of  the  reply  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  I  shall 
call  attention  to  this  question. 

GKEENWICU  HOSPITAL  FUND. 

Sib  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
the  amount  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
Funds  invested  in  the  Government 
Three  per  Cent  Securities  or  Annuities 
on  the  1st  of  January  in  each  of  the 
five  years  1884  to  1888  inclusive  ;  and, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  obtain  a 
higher  rate  of  interest  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  Pensioners,  by 
a  more  advantageous  investment  of  these 
Funds  ? 

The  CIVIL  LOED  (Mr.  Ashmkad- 
Babtlett)  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall),  in  re- 
ply, said,  Jthe  amount  of  Three  per 
Cent  Stock  held  on  behalf  of  Greeu'- 
wich  Hospital,  on: the  1st  of  January 
of  each  of  the  last  five  years,  was* 
as  f oUows :— 1 884,  £1,632,416;  1885, 
£1,643,845;  1886,  £1,395,692;  1887, 
£1,295,111;  1888,  £1,005,772.  It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  the  amount  has  been 
reduced  by  over  £600,000,  which  has 
been  invested  at  a  higher  rate  of  interest. 
Arrangements  baTe  been  made  to  ze- 
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inTest  an  additional  sum  of  £50,000, 
and  negotiations  for  further  re-invest* 
ments  are  in  progress. 

ARMY   (INDIA)-LICENSIKG    OF 
IMMORALITY. 

Mb.  J.  WILLIAMSON  (Lancashire, 
Lancaster)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  know- 
ledge of  the  system  of  licensing  prosti- 
tutes in  Military  Stations  in  India  hy 
the  public  and  Military  Authorities; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  last  Official  Report,  wherein  it  is 
stated  with  satisfaction,  with  respect  to 
Sitapur,  ''that  the  houses  of  these 
re3;istered  women  are  well  kept;'* 
whether  he  is  aware  that  at  Sitapur 
there  is  one  licensed  woman  to  every  1 1 
soldiers,  and  that  on  a  recent  march  to 
Lucknow  a  number  of  these  women 
were  sent  by  the  Commanding  Officer  as 
an  escort  to  the  men  en  route  to  the  exer- 
cise camp  there,  who  pitched  their  tents 
near  to  those  of  the  English  soldiers 
night  after  night ;  whether  the  tents  of 
these  women  are  placed  in  prominent 
positions,  and  that  soldiers  are  put  over 
them  on  patrol  duty;  whether Cnaplains 
of  Scotch  regiments,  such  as  the  Seaf  orth 
Highlanders,  are  obliged  to  move  with 
the  regiments  which  are  accompanied  by 
these  registered  women;  and,  whether 
he  will  promise  to  take  immediate  steps 
with  the  view  of  cancelling  this  system 
of  registering  women  in  India  ? 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton)  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, before  he  answered  the  Question, 
AVhether  he  was  aware  that  Miss 
Florence  Nightingale,  on  the  21st  of 
November,  1862,  had  written  a  remark- 
able letter  in  the  sense  of  the  Question, 
which  was  published  in  a  Report  on  the 
sanitary  state  of  the  East  Indies  in  1863 ; 
and  whether  he  was  aware  that,  after 
the  existence  of  this  system  had  been 
brought  before  the  Army  and  Sanitary 
Commission,  they  had  reported  that  the 
system  had  failed  in  India  to  protect  the 
troops 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  rather  exceeding 
the  bounds  of  a  Question,  or  anything 
that  can  fairly  be  said  to  grow  out  of 
the  Question. 

Teb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gohst)  (Chatham) : 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give 
Notice  of  thr  '—^-^--^ion.    With  re- 

JUr.  / 


f*  ard  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  in 
uly,  1887,  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
accordance  with  a  promise  made  to  the 
Bishop  of  lichfiela  in  another  plaoe, 
addressed  a  despatch  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  this  subject.  Com- 
munications have  sinced  passed  which 
are  not  yet  complete.  The  official  in- 
formation, however,  which  is  so  far  in 
the  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  at  variance  with  the  statements  upon 
which  the  Question  appears  to  be 
founded.  The  statements  are  contained 
in  a  Report  which  has  been  published 
and  circulated  in  this  coun^,  dated 
Umballa,  January  14,  1888,  and  signed 
Alfred  S.  Dyer.  The  Secretary  of  State 
will  send  this  document  to  the  Govern* 
ment  of  India  and  request  a  detailed 
Report  on  the  various  allegations  therein 
contained.  If  anything  Tike  the  prac- 
tices alleged  by  Mr.  Dyer  prevails  in 
India,  measures  will  be  taken  to  secure 
that  any  such  practices  shall  be  stopped 
forthwith. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
A  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 

Sib  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  Government  have 
adopted  a  magazine  rifle  for  the  Army ; 
and,  if  so,  how  soon  a  sufficient  supply 
of  the  new  weapon  will  be  available  for 
distribution  in  Home  and  Foreign  Ser- 
vice? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
A  magazine  rifle  has  been  recommended 
by  the  Military  Authorities  for  final 
trial  by  the  troops.  My  hon.  Friend 
will  find  some  details  respecting  it  in 
the  Memorandum  accompanying  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  if  he  takes  an 
interest  in  it  I  shall  be  glad  to  show  it 
him. 

SPAIN— ALLEGED  MURDER  OF  A  BRI- 
TISH MERCHANT  SEAMAN  BT  A 
SPANISH  SENTRY  IN  THE  PORT  OF 
BILBAO. 

Admiual  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afi'airs,  Whether  he 
is  now  in  a  position  to  inform  the  Houae 
fully  of  the  result  of  his  inquiries  into 
the  alleged  murder  of  a  British  mer- 
chant seaman  by  a  Spanish  sentry  In 
the  Fort  of  Bilbao;  and,  whether  any 
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offer  of  oompensatioQ  for  the  poor  man's 
family  has  Been  made  bj  the  Spanish 
Oovernment  in  respect  of  the  aforesaid 
outrage? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousbon)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Spanish  carabineer 
was  tried  by  court  martial,  and  was 
acquitted  on  the  ground  that  the  con- 
tradiction between  the  Spanish  and 
English  witnesses,  as  to  his  haying  been 
assaulted  by  the  seaman,  admitted  on 
both  sides  to  have  been  intoxicated,  was 
decided  by  the  medical  evidence  that  he 
had  received  a  severe  bruise  on  the 
chest,  for  which  he  had  to  be  treated  by 
a  doctor  for  several  days.  It  was  held 
that,  under  military  instructions,  he 
was  bound  to  fire  on  his  assailant  in 
self-defence,  and  that,  under  the  7th 
Article  of  the  Military  Penal  Code,  he 
must  be  acquitted  of  the  charge  of 
homicide.  The  sentence  of  the  court 
martial  was  confirmed.  XTnder  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  Spanish  Government  will  offer  com- 
pensation. 

AGRICULTURAL  AND  DAIRY  SCHOOLS 
—REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  he  will 
have  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  recent  Report 
of  tl^e  Commission  on  Agricultural  and 
Dairy  Schools  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
1).},  in  reply,  said,  the  Report  in  ques- 
tion was  laid  on  the  Table  on  the  10th 
of  this  month,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
immediately  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretaxy  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  give 
the  names  of  the  Sub-Commissioners 
who  are  to  hold  a  sitting  in  County 
Down  in  April  next;  whether  he  can 
state  how  many  applications  to  fix  fair 
rents  in  the  County  of  Down  were 
served  on  the  Land  Commission  up  to 
the  1  st  November  last,  and  still  remain 
unheard ;  and,  how  many  of  these  ap- 
plications are  in  respect  of  holdings  on 
the  estates  of  each  of  the  following 
landlords: — ^The  Lord  Lieutenant,  the 


Marquess  of  Downshire,  Baron  Trevor, 
Colonel  Forde,  and  Lord  Annesley?- 
The  hon.  Member  said  :  Perhaps  in 
connection  with  this  Question  I  might 
be  permitted  also  to  ask  what  town  the 
Sub-Commission  will  hold  its  first  sitting 
in? 

thb  parliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  the  Sub-Commission  which  will 
sit  in  the  County  Down  on  the  4th  of 
April  will  be  composed  of  Messrs.  E. 
Gbeer  (Chairman),  J.  J.  Guiry,  H. 
Johnston,  S.  Mowbray,  and  F.  O'Oalla- 
ghan.  Of  the  applications  to  fix  fair 
rents  from  the  County  Down,  which 
were  served  on  the  Land  Commission 
up  to  the  1st  of  November  last,  3,497 
still  remain  unheard.  Of  the  above 
number,  the  following  are  in  respect  of 
the  estates  of  the  landlords  named  :— - 
The  Lord  Lieutenant,  55 ;  Marquess  of 
Downshire,  425  ;  Lord  Trevor,  70  ; 
Colonel  Forde,  263;  and  Lord  Annesleyi 
419. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, whether  this  Commission  which  is 
to  adjudicate  on  rents  in  the  County 
Down,  the  names  of  which  have  just 
been  read,  and  which  is  to  adjudicate 
on  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  estate,  whe- 
ther the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  himself 
selected  the  Commissioners  who  are  to 
go  there  ?  It  would  be  a  desirable 
thing  to  know  that. 

Colonel  KINO-HARMAN  :  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  has  had  nothing  what* 
ever  to  do  with  their  appointment. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Who  has  adopted  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

Colonel  KINO  -  HARMAN  :  The 
Land  Commissioners,  of  course,  as 
usual. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  whether 
he  was  aware  that  in  the  case  of  a  num- 
ber of  tenants  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
estate  a  settlement  had  to  be  arrived  at 
owing  to  the  delay  of  the  sitting  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  whether  Mr.  O'Callaghan, 
whose  name  has  been  read  out  as  one  of 
the  Sub- Commissioners,  is  a  gentleman 
whose  own  rents  had  been  reduced  by 
30  percent? 
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OoLONBL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  haYO 
no  informatioii  on  the  subject  whatao- 
ever. 

INLAND    REVENUE— CUSTOMS    OFFI- 
CERS FOR  BONDED  WAREHOUSES. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  In 
how  many  ports  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  could  the  present  staff  of  Cus- 
toms officers  take  over  the  bonded  ware- 
houses at  present  in  charge  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue;  what  saving,  if  anj,  would 
be  thereby  effected,  including  the  salary 
and  travelling  expenses  allowed  to  the 
Inland  Bevenue  officers ;  what  increased 
charge  would  be  incurred  by  the  Cus- 
toms in  promoting  certain  of  the  officers 
from  one  grade  to  the  other  in  order  to 
do  the  woi^;  and,  whether  a  saving 
irould  be  effected  in  any  one  port  or 
ports  should  a  transfer  of  houses  from 
the  Inland  Bevenue  to  the  Customs  be 
made  in  the  said  port  or  ports  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR OFTHB  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  (Mr.  Goschbit)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  has  been  the 
policy  of  successive  Boards  of  Treasury 
to  do  away,  as  far  as  possible,  with 
duplicate  warehousing  establishments 
in  the  same  town,  and  advantage  will 
be  taken  of  any  opportunities  which 
may  occur  of  carrying  this  policy  into 
effect.  It  is,  however,  questionable 
whether  any  further  action  in  this 
direction  is  possible  without  an  entire 
amalgamation  of  the  two  Services.  On 
the  whole,  more  transfers  have  been 
made  from  the  Customs  to  the  Inland 
Bevenue  than  vice  versd. 

INDIA-MERCHANDIZE  MARKS  ACT. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  What  steps  have  been 
taken  to  extend  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Act  to  India ;  and,  with  what  result  ? 

The  under  SECRETABY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  extension  of  the  Merchandize 
Marks  Act  to  India  was  suggested  to 
the  Government  of  India  in  July,  1887. 
The  matter  is  still  under  considera- 
tion. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)-.EXPENDITURE 
ON  RAILWAYS. 

Sa  GEOBQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldyi  &o.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 


of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  cost  of 
the  railways  to  and  beyond  Quettah  are 
charged  to  loans  and  excluded  from  the 
Bevenue  Account;  if  so,  whether  the 
amount  is  indnded  among  ordinary 
loans  or  classed  with  productive  Rail- 
way Loans  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  (Sir  JoHir  Gobsi)  (Chatham): 
The  cost  of  the  Quettah  Bailways  is 
charged  to  loans  and  excluded  from 
Bevenue  Account.  It  is  classed  as 
'*  capital  outlay  on  railways  and  irri- 
gation works."  The  technical  term 
'* productive"  was  abandoned  in  1884, 
on  the  recommendation  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sia  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
utterly  misleading  character  of  the  In- 
dian Accounts. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— 
DURRUS  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  The 
Cork  Herald^  in  which  appears  the  re- 
port of  a  case  heard  at  Durrus  Petty 
Sessions  on  Saturday,  where  four  men 
were  charged  with  attacking  a  dwelline- 
house ;  whether  Mr.  Warburton,  B.M., 
refused  to  allow  evidence  for  the  defence 
unless  the  defendants  or  their  solicitor 
would  pay,  or  guarantee  to  pay,  for  de- 
positions about  being  taken ;  whether 
it  is  customary  to  require  this ;  and,  by 
what  authority  such  a  demand  was 
made? 

The  SOLICrrOB  GENERAL  por 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  applied  for  information 
as  to  what  occurred  at  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions on  the  occasion  referred  to  in  re- 
gard to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  owing  to  the  absence  from 
home  of  the  Besident  Magistrate  I  have 
not  yet  obtained  it.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber puts  his  Question  to  me  to*morrow, 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  answer  him. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  APPOINTMENTS— EX- 
AMINATION  OF  CANDIDATES. 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Why  the  examination 
of  candidates  for  Civil  Service  appoint- 
ments^  whiph  WM  JGized  for  Jai^uiuy  last» 
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haa  not  yet  been  held ;  whether,  in  oon- 
Bequenoe  of  the  postponement  of  such 
examination,  candidates  nearing  the 
superior  limit  of  age  will,  if  that  limit 
is  exceeded,  be  disqualified,  and  thereby 
deprived  of  the  chance  of  entering  the 
Public  Service;  and,  whether  the  date 
of  the  next  examination  is  yet  fixed; 
and,  if  so,  for  what  date  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  If  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
as  appears  to  be  the  case,  to  examinations 
for  Lower  Division  clerkships,  I  have  to 
say  that  no  snch  examination  was  fixed 
for  January  last,  and  none  was  held, 
because  it  was  found  that  none  was  re- 
quired. No  date  has  been  fixed  for  the 
next  examination,  which  must  depend 
on  the  number  of  vacancies  which  arise, 
and  also  whether  the  vacancies  can  be 
filled  by  transfer  from  any  Department 
where  the  staff  may  be  in  excess  of  the 
requirements. 

ISLANDS  OF  THB  SOUTH  PACIFIC— 
THE  LOYALTY  ISLANDS- EXPUL- 
SION OF  T^B  REV.  JOHN  JONES. 

Ms.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  expulsion  of  the  Beverend  John 
Jones  by  the  French  from  Mar6,  one  of 
the  Loyalty  Islands,  where  he  has  la- 
boured for  over  30  years  as  a  successful 
Ohristian  missionary ;  and,  if  he  has  any 
information  to  show  whether  Mr.  Jones 
was  expelled  because  he  was  a  Protestant  ? 

The  under  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fsboussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  As  soon  as  it  had  been 
reported  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul  that 
the  Bev.  Mr.  Jones  had  been  expelled 
from  the  Loyalty  Islands  inquiries  were 
made  through  the  Ambassador  at  Paris 
as  to  the  cause.  No  positive  answer  has 
yet  been  received  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment; but  it  has  been  stated  that 
Mr.  Jones  had  carried  on  an  anti-French 
propaganda  in  the  Loyalty  Islands, 
hoping  for  their  annexation  to  Australia, 
and  that  he  had  been  warned  by  the 
Gh>Temor  of  New  Caledonia  to  desist 
from  interference  in  political  affairs. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  the  Fapeis 
on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FEBGUSSON  said,  that 
an  answer  had  not  yet  been  received  from 
the  French  (JoT^mment    When,  it  was 


received  he  should  be  happy  to  commu- 
nicate with  his  hon.  Friend. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  PRACTI- 
CAL ELEMENTARY  SCIENCE. 

Mr.  HUBBABD  (Bucks,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Oouncil  on  Education,  If  the  Education 
Department  would  consider  the  possi- 
bihty  of  encouraging  the  teaching  of 
practical  elementary  science,  by  formu- 
lating courses  of  object  lessons  for  infant 
schools  and  classes  (as  allowed  by  Art, 
106,  b  (2),  and  Art.  109,  f  (1)  of  the 
Code  of  1887),  which  would  have  a 
direct  beariug  on  the  industries  of  dif- 
ferent districts — e.g.,  lessons  on  common 
plants,  animals,  birds,  and  *' noxious 
insects,"  for  agricultural  districts;  on 
fish  and  tides,  for  districts  on  the  sea 
coast;  on  earths  and  minerals,  for  mining 
districts,  &c. ;  and,  whether  the  Depart- 
ment would  make  the  adoption  of  such 
courses  of  lessons  a  condition  for  obtain- 
ing the  highest  merit  grant  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Habt  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  It 
is  not  the  practice  of  the  Department  to 
interfere  with  the  freedom  of  managers 
and  teachers,  so  far  as  to  formulate 
courses  of  lessons;  but  if  my  hon. 
fViend  will  refer  to  Section  8  of  the 
Bevised  Instructions,  he  will  see  that 
teachers  are  now  directly  encouraged  to 
adapt  the  object  lessons  given  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  district;  and  the 
Inspector  in  estimating  the  merit  grant 
would  naturally  take  this  point  into  con- 
sideration. The  object  my  hon.  Friend 
has  in  view  is  an  admirable  one,  and  I 
may  add  that  those  who  wish  to  give 
practical  effect  to  his  suggestions,  so  far 
as  agriculture  is  concerned,  will  find 
themselves  greatly  assisted  by  some  ex- 
cellent diagrams  published  by  the  Boyal 
Agricultural  Society  for  the  purpose. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— RELEASE  OF  GEORGE 
BBA8ELET,  A  CONVICT. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  a  free  pardon  has 
lately  been  granted  to  the  oonyict, 
George  Beaseley;  whether  he  was  sen« 
tenced  to  death  for  murder  in  1872,  and 
on  account  of  the  insufficient  evidence 
against  him  was  reprieved  and  con- 
demned instead  to  penal  servitude  for 
Uf« } .  audf  whether  he  has  now  been 
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releaied  with  a  free  pardon  on  the 
ground  that  ho  was  innocent,  or  for 
what  other  reason  ? 

Thb  8E0RETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  No, 
Sir ;  it  is  not  the  fact  that  a  free  pardon 
has  heen  granted  to  the  convict  Beaseley. 
In  1872  he  was,  with  three  other  men, 
concerned  in  a  murderous  affray  and 
sentenced  to  death.  The  Secretary  of 
State  at  that  time,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  learned  Judge  who  tried  the 
prisoners,  commuted  the  sentences  of 
iBeaseley  and  of  a  prisoner  named  Bice 
to  penal  servitude  for  life,  on  the  ground 
that  one  of  them  was  only  18  and  the 
other  was  not  sober,  and  neither  of  them, 
although  aiding  and  abetting  in  the 
affray,  had  taken  so  active  a  part  in  it 
as  the  other  two  men  who  were  executed. 
Beaseley  and  Hioe  have  now  been  re- 
leased on  licence  at  a  period  somewhat 
earlier  than  is  usual  in  commuted  life 
sentences;  their  own  good  conduct  in 
prison,  and  the  improved  state  of  the 
district  in  respect  of  crimes  of  violence, 
having  led  me  to  think  that  this  course 
was  consistent  with  the  ends  of  justice. 

PENSIONS— CIVIL  LIST  OF  GEORGE  III. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  an^, 
and  if  so  how  many,  persons  are  still 
drawing  pensions  from  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund  in  virtue  of  having  been,  so  far 
back  as  the  year  1820,  already  on  the 
Oivil  list  of  His  Majesty  King  George 
III. ;  and,  what  are  the  ages  of  the 
oldest  and  the  youngest  of  such  persons  ? 

The  SEOBBTABY  (Mr.  Jaoksow) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Six  pensions  still  remain 
open  which  were  formerly  on  the  Givil 
List  of  King  George  III.,  the  ages  of 
the  recipients,  so  far  as  known,  ranging 
from  75  to  92  years.  These  pensions 
are  only  paid  on  production  of  a  life 
certificate,  and  in  one  of  the  cases  this 
has  not  been  produced  for  more  than  a 
year,  and  in  another  for  nearly  three 
years;  it  is,  therefore,  possible  that 
the  list  may  be  now  reduced  to  four, 

POST     OFFICE-SAVINGS    BANK    DE- 

PAETMENT. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.}  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whetner  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  business  has 
largely  increased  during  the  last  few 
monthB ;   whether   a   oonsiderable .  in- 

Atr.  Manhury 


crease  of  the  Staff  is  now,  or  will 
shortly  be,  required ;  whether  an  Extra 
Duty  Staff  of  380  clerks  has  been  work- 
ing 1 1  hours  a  day  since  5th  Januaxy ; 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  introduce 
the  seven  hours'  system  into  the  Savings 
Bank  Department  ? 

Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Eaikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  the  business  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  Department  continues  to 
show  a  satisfactory  increase  every  year ; 
but  the  increase  last  year  was  not  of  an 
exceptional  nature,  nor  yery  much  in 
excess  of  that  of  the  previous  year.  It  is 
probable  that  some  addition  to  the  staff 
will  shortly  be  required,  and  the  matter 
is  now  under  consideration.  As  regards 
the  extra  duty  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  I  wish  to  explain  that  the 
annual  computation  of  interest,  and  the 
preparation  of  the  annual  balance-sheet, 
must  be  completed  during  the  first 
quarter  of  the  year,  and  this  always 
necessitates  a  large  amount  of  extra 
duty  during  that  period.  If  the  staff 
were  so  increased  as  to  obviate  the  neces* 
sity  for  extra  duty  at  this  time,  it  would 
be  far  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of 
the  Department  during  the  remaining 
nine  months  of  the  year.  I  may  add 
that  extra  duty  is  not  oompulsory  in  any 
case,  and  that  the  daily  amount  is  not 
allowed  to  exceed  five  hours.  The  ques- 
tion of  introducing  the  seven  hours' 
system  in  the  Savings  Bank,  or  in  any 
Department  of  the  Civil  Service,  is  one 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Treasury, 
to  whom  I  have  reported  on  the  subject. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITBR8. 
Me.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  in  certain  Departments 
in  which  the  Saturday  half-holiday  is 
allowed  to  ELigher  and  Lower  Division 
Clerks,  the  same  privilege  had  for  many 
years  been  also  fulowed,  without  loss  of 
pay,  to  the  Civil  Service  Writers  engaged 
therein ;  but  that  in  consequence  of  a 
Treasury  Circular  issued  to  the  Heads 
of  Departments  such  privilege  had  been 
recenuy  withdrawn  from  the  Writers, 
but  not  from  the  Higher  and  Lower 
Division  Clerks ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  could  hold  out  any  hope  to 
amend  the  present  Regulations,  or  give 
such  instructions  as  will  restore  or  ex- 
tend .  to  Writers  employed  in  Depart* 
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mentsin  which  the  Satarda^r half-holiday 
18  obsenred,  the  same  privilege  regard- 
ing such  half-holidaj  as  is  at  |iresent 
enjoyed  by  Higher  and  Lower  Diyision 
Clerks? 

Tub  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  do  not  Know  the  oases 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  for 
the  Treasury  has  laid  down  no  Beffula- 
tions  which  reconize  the  prindiue  of 
the  Saturday  hal^holiday.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  let  me  know  the  Depart- 
ments to  which  he  refers,  I  will  ascertain 
the  facts. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
THE  9-2-INCH  GUNS. 

SiK  BERNHABD  8AMUELS0N 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Oarbutt,  President  of  the  Liatitu- 
tion  of  Mechanical  Engineers,  in  last 
Friday's  Timet,  in  which  he  states  that 
the  A-tttbe  or  liner  of  eyery  one  of  the 
new  9*2-inch  guns  which  has  been  sent 
to  proof  has  split ;  that  one  of  the  gans 
which  had  passed  the  proof,  and  was 
lying*on  the  wharf  for  shipment  to  one 
of  our  Oolonies,  when  lifted  showed  a 
orack,  not  in  the  liner  but  in  the  jacket, 
the  whole  length  of  the  gun ;  that  a 
g^n  was  lately  ordered  from  one  depart- 
ment, and  a  carriage  (YaTasseur^  from 
another;  the  size  and  weight  of  the  gun 
were  giyen  to  the  constructors  of  the 
carriage,  so  that  the  carriage  might  be 
constructed  and  balanced  accordingly; 
when  the  two  were  brought  together  it 
was  found  that  the  gun  was  five  tons 
heayier  than  had  been  stated  to  the 
xnakersof  the  carriage,  which  had,  in 
consequence,  to  be  re-constructed  at  a 
oost  of  upwards  of  £500 ;  whether  all 
or  any  of  these  statements  are  correct ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  state  the 
actual  facts ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  9'2-inch  guns  were  manufactured  at 
Woolwich,  and  what  was  their  number ; 
and,  whether  he  will  prepare  and  pre- 
sent to  the  House  a  statement  of  the 
oost  of  repairing  and  re-constructing 
defectiye  new  guns  manufactured  at 
Woolwich,  including  the  re-construetion 
of  the  43-ton  guns  which  haye  been, 
or  are  to  be,  returned  ? 

Thk  SEORETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Since  this  Question  has  been  on  the 


Paper  I  haye  read  the  letter  of  Mr.  Oa^- 
butt.  None  of  the  statements  quoted 
appear  to  be  correct.  In  answer  to  the 
firststatement,  I  may  say  that  26  9.2-inch 
breech-loading  guns  haying  their  liners 
inside  haye  been  sent  to  proof,  of  which 
25  are  beinff  made  in  the  Royal  Qun 
Factory,  Of  these  none  haye  split  the 
A-tubes,  as  stated ;  but  fiye  haye  split 
their  liners.  This  accident  is  not  one 
of  any  danger,  and  many  rounds  can  be 
fired  subsequently  without  injury  to  the 
gun.  But  the  question  of  these  liners 
is  a  new  one,  and  is  offering  to  sll 
makers  of  these  guns  some  unexpected 
difficulty.  In  answer  to  the  second 
statement,  no  gun  ready  to  be  shipped 
to  the  Colonies  was  found  to  be  craclced, 
still  less  from  end  to  end,  but  a  crack 
was  found  in  the  hoop  oyer  the  breech 
of  one  gun  before  the  completion  of 
proof.  In  answer  to  the  third  state- 
ment, I  cannot  trace  any  such  occurrence 
as  that  mentioned.  As  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  Mr.  Carbutt's  letter,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  he  is  quite  in 
error  in  describing  the  position  of  the 
Ordnance  Factories.  The  Director 
General  is  quite  independent  of  the 
Military  Authorities,  and  is  responsible 
to  the  Financial  Secretary  and  to  myself. 
As  regards  the  Return  sisked  for,  I  may 
say  that  no  new  type  guns  haye  been 
re-constructed;  and  the  43-ton  g^ns 
were  conyerted  to  Army  use,  haying 
preyiously  been  nayal  wrought-iron 
guns  without  trunnions,  and  were  lined 
and  chase-hooped. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef. 
field,  Central)  asked,  if  the  independent 
testing  department  had  yet  been  estab- 
lished ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Yes,  Sir ;  it 
has  been  established,  and  will  be  in  full 
working  order  almost  directly. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
DURRU8  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  OILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu« 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Somers 
H.  Payne,  J.P.,  adjudicated  at  the 
Durrus  Petty  Sessions,  County  Cork,  on 
the  18th  instant;  whether  Messieurs 
J.  W.  Payne,  J.  E.  Barrett,  Somers  H. 
Payne,  William  S.  Bird,  and  Captain 
Thomas  Someryille,  Justices  of  the  reace 
for  the  County  of  Cork,  attended  to  dis- 
pose of  cases  at  the  Skibbereen  Quarter 
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Seirions ;  whether  Mr.  Oharlei  Y.  Hand- 
eook,  T.P.,  OasUetown  Bere,  adjudicates 
at  the  Bantry  Quarter  Sessions ;  whe- 
ther these  Petty  Sessions  distriots  were 
respectively  chosen  by  the  aboTe-named 
gentlemen  when  they  were  appointed  to 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace;  and,  if 
not,  whether  they  will  be  prohibited 
from  attending  in  future  to  hear  and 
dispose  of  cases  outside  of  their  Petty 
Sessions  districts ;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  the  names  of  the  Petty  Sessions 
districts  for  which  the  above-named 
gentlemen  were  appointed  ? 

Tot  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  I  hare  not  been  able  to  get  the 
information  which  will  enable  me  to 
reply  to  this  Question.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  the  Question 
until  this  day  week. 

BTJBMAH    (UPPER)  —  OPIUM    AND 
LIQUOR  LICENCES. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  can  now  inform  the  House 
whether  any,  and  what,  licences  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  spirits,  and  any,  and 
what,  licences  for  the  sale  of  opium, 
have  been  granted  in  Upper  Burmab 
since  the  annexation  of  that  country; 
what  action  has  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  India  with  re- 
spect to  these  licences,  into  which  they 
promised,  in  August  last,  to  inquire; 
and,  when  the  Returns  relating  to 
licences  in  Upper  Burmah  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  and  of  spirits,  in 
respect  of  which  Addresses  were  agreed 
to  by  the  House  on  the  19th  and  22nd 
August,  1887,  will  be  presented  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  or 
STATE  (Sir  Johw  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
In  accordance  with  the  statement  made 
by  me  in  August  last,  a  despatch  was 
sent  to  the  (Government  of  India  by  the 
Secretary  of  State ;  but  the  information 
asked  for  has  not  yet  been  received. 
The  attention  of  the  Government  of 
India  has  again  been  called  to  the 
matter. 

Mb.  BRYCE,  considering  the  answer 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  g^ve  Notice  that 
he  should  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  inordinate  delay 
which  occurred  in  obtaining  information 
from  the  Government  of  India. 

Mr.  OiOmly 


POST  OFFICE  {TELEGRAPH  DEPAKT- 
MENT)  —  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE  -PROMOTION. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  with  reference 
to  the  system  of  promotion  in  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office,  Whether  he  can  state 
how  many  Provincial  clerks  have  been 
promoted  to  London  since  1st  January, 
1882  ;  how  many  of  these  clerks  junior, 
in  date  of  appointment,  have  been  placed 
over  the  heads  of  London  clerks  senior, 
in  date  of  appointment ;  how  many  of 
these  appointments  have  been  made 
since  Ist  March  last;  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  continuance  of  this  system 
of  promotion,  considering  the  statement 
made  by  him  on  the  subject  in  March 
last ;  and,  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
continue  this  system  of  promotion  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  since  the  1st  of  January,  1882, 
84  telegraphists  have  been  transferred 
from  the  country  to  London ;  that  out 
of  this  number  eight  have  been  pro- 
moted in  advance  of  London  telegraph- 
ists of  equal  or  longer  service ;  and  that 
all  these  promotions  have  taken  place 
since  the  Ist  of  March  of  last  year.  The 
84  telegraphists,  most  of  whom  have 
been  brought  to  London  at  a  time  of 
extreme  pressure,  and  who  were  all 
transferred  in  the  direct  interest  of  the 
Service,  were  incorporated  into  the 
London  Establishment  according  to  their 
qualifications  and  pay ;  and  in  the  case 
of  the  eiffht  to  whose  promotion  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  it  happened,  owing 
to  the  fact  of  their  having  joined  the 
Department  as  skilled  telegraphists,  that 
both  their  qualifications  and  pay  were 
higher  than  those  of  their  Metropolitan 
coUeagaes  of  equal  service  who  had 
joined  as  learners  direct  from  the  School 
of  Telegraphy. 

SCOTCH  BANKRUPTCY  LAWS  —  IM- 
PRISONMENT FOR  DEBT-LEGISLA. 
TION. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether, 
when  replying  to  a  recent  deputation  on 
the  Scotch  Bankruptcy  Laws,  he  is 
correctly  reported  to  have  stated — 

"  With  regard  to  the  [draft]  BiU  relating  to 
impriaonment  for  debt  he  might  say  he  hoped 


1245 


Chmity 


{Febeitabt  23,  1888}  C^mmw%on$ri.        124B 


to  do  iMBeftSifng  daring  the  ptMent  Bes* 
•ion ; " 

whether  the  draft  Bill  re-enacted  im- 
prisonment for  civil  debt  in  Scotland; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  imprisonment 
for  civil  debt  was  abolished  m  Scotland 
after  careful  inquiry  at  the  hands  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  this  House ;  and, 
whether,  if  he  contemplates  the  re-enact* 
ment  of  imprisonment  for  debt  in  any 
form  in  Scotland,  he  will  undertake  to 
bring  forward  his  proposal  in  the  form 
of  alBill  avowedly  dealing  with  the  sub* 
ject,  and  not  in  the  form  of  an  Amend- 
ment proposed  at  a  later  stage  of  some 
general  measure  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  quotation 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  correct,  subject  to 
this — that  I  distinctly  declined  to  give 
any  pledge.  The  Bill  which  was  laid  be- 
fore me  proposed  to  authorize  the  Court  to 
imprison  debtors  if  they,  not  being  able 
to  show  inability  to  pay  debt,  wilfully 
disobeyed  an  order  of  the  Court  ordain- 
ing them  to  do  so.  I  am  aware  that 
imprisonment  for  debt  was  abolished, 
and  that  very  great  evil  has  resulted 
from  its  being  absolutely  abolished  with- 
out any  safegpiard  against  contumacious 
refusal  to  pay  debts  by  persons  having 
means.  I  can  give  no  undertaking  as  to 
what  course  will  be  followed  when  this 
matter  is  dealt  with. 

Db.  CAMEBON  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  would 
brine  forward  the  matter  in  a  Bill,  and 
not  uip  it  in  a  later  stage ;  because  every 
Bin  that  he  brought  forward 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  :  Order,  order ! 

BOABD    OP     NATIONAL     EDUCATION 
(IBELAND) -SPECIAL  PEES. 

Mb.  LEAHY  (KUdare,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  fees  or  gratuities, 
varying  from  £1  to  £3,  are  annually 
allowed  to  teachers  by  the  National 
Board  of  Education  in  Ireland  for  the 
special  extra  instruction  given  to  paid 
monitors ;  and,  did  the  monitorial  year 
end  SOth  June  last,  and,  although  the 
Commissioners  then  intimated  by  Cir- 
cular to  managers  that  such  gratuities 
would  be  paid  within  three  months,  is  it 
a  fact  that  many  have  not  yet  been  paid, 
and  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  1^ 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiKo-HAnxAir) 


(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  The  National 
Education  Commissioners  desire  me  to 
answer  this  Question  in  the  affirmative. 
The  delay  is  due  to  the  fact  that  a 
number  of  paid  monitors  have  failed  to 
pass  their  examination  within  the  pre* 
scribed  time.  The  Commissioners  have 
brought  the  mattor  under  the  notice  of 
t)ie  Irish  Government,  with  a  view  to 
obtaining  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
to  such  an  arrangement  as  will  meet  the 
difficulty. 

INDUN  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT 
(ACT  XIV.  OP  1868) ;  AND  CANTON- 
MENT ACTS. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditob, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Undersecretary  of 
Stato  for  India,  Whether  he  is  now  pre* 
pared  to  inform  the  House  as  to  what 
stops  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  for  securing  the  repeal  of  the 
Indian  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (Act 
XIY.  of  1868),  and  of  the  similar  Re- 
gulations in  force  under  the  Cantonment 
Acts? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Cobst)  (Chatham) ; 
A  despatch  on  Indian  contagious  dis- 
eases was,  as  I  stated  to  the  House  last 
Session,  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  Covernment  of  India  last  year. 
On  January  7  a  teleg^m  was  received 
from  Uiat  Government  to  say  that  the 
question  was  under  consideration  by 
them  in  communication  with  the  Lociu 
Qovemments,  whose  opinions  might 
shortly  be  expected,  and  that  in  all  pro- 
bability a  despatch  would  be  sent  home 
in  that  month.  The  despatch  has  not 
yet  been  received,  but  is  expected. 

CHARITY    COMMISSIONEIIS  —  MILTON 
AfiBAS  6CH00L;  BLANDFORD, 
DORSETSHIRE. 

Mr.  PORTMAN  (Dorsetshire,  N.) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  If  he 
can  state  whether  any  progress  has  been 
made  since  the  end  of  last  Session  to- 
wards the  re-opening  of  the  Milton 
Abbas  School,  Blandford,  for  boys,  in 
accordance  with  the  wish  of  the  in- 
habitents  of  that  town  and  district ;  and, 
if  he  can  inform  him  as  to  the  present 
attitude  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  William 
Habt  Dtex)  (Kent,  Dartford):  The 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  in  regavd 
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to  Milton  Abbas  Bcbool  has  been  dis- 
approred;  and  I  preeame  there  is  no 
legal  impediment  to  the  re-opening  of 
the  Bohool  bj  the  Tmstees,  subject  to 
any  new  scheme  the  Commissioners  may 
in  future  propose. 

*•  MEMBERS  OF  PARLIAMENT  "-INDEX 
TO  THE  RETURN, 

Mb.  DIXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
the  Index  to  the  Return  "  Members  of 
Parliament,"  ordered  by  the  House  in 
April  last,  will  be  ready? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortlby)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Deputy  Keeper  of 
Public  Records  fliat  that  portion  of  this 
Index  which  relates  to  the  first  volume 
of  the  Return  will  be  passed  for  the 
press  in  about  six  weeks'  time.  The 
whole  Index  is  said  to  be  completed; 
and  the  printing  of  the  Index  to  the 
second  yolume  will  be  undertaken  as 
soon  as  the  type  used  for  the  first  volume 
becomes  available.  My  hon.  Friend  will 
find  further  information  concerning  this 
Index  at  page  viii.  of  the  48th  Annual 
Report  or  the  Deputy  Keeper. 

SUGAR  BOUNTIES— THE  INTER- 
NATIONAL  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  International  Con- 
ference relating  to  State  Sugar  Boun- 
ties will  meet  on  the  5th  of  April  next ; 
when  the  Papers  which  have  been 
already  promised  relating  to  this  subject 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament,  and 
whether  those  Papers  will  include  the 
communications  from  Foreign  Govern- 
ments received  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment subsequent  to  the  adjournment  of 
the  Conference;  whether  he  can  give 
the  House  any  information  as  to  the 
views  of  the  bounty- giving  Govern* 
ments  which  he  has  lately  visited — 
namely,  France,  Belgium,  Germany, 
and  Holland;  and,  whether  there  is 
ground  to  believe  that  this  State  bounty 
system,  which  has  proved  so  injurious 
to  many  industries  of  this  country,  is 
likely  to  be  brought  to  a  termination  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Hskby  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The  next 
meeting  of  the  Intemational  Congress 

Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 


•n  State  Sugar  Bounties  is  fixed  for' the 
5th  of  April,  and  I  have  every  reason 
to  think  it  will  re-assemble  in  London 
on  that  day.  Papers  relating  to  the 
subject  are  in  the  hands  of  the  printer, 
and  will  be  circulated  very  shortly. 
They  do  not  include  communioatioiis 
received  from  Foreign  Governments 
since  the  adjournment  of  the  Confer- 
ence, as  those  communications  are  not 
complete.  The  Minutes  of  the  Confer- 
ence, together  with  the  Protocol  and 
Draft  Convention,  were  nublished  in  a 
special  QautU  of  the  2drd  of  December, 
and  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  forthwith.  The  hon.  Member 
will,  I  am  sure,  see  that  it  would  not 
be  advisable,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
communications  are  now  passing  be- 
tween the  various  Governments  named 
on  the  subject  of  the  bounties,  and  that 
the  Conference  is  to  re-assemble  at  so 
early  a  date,  for  me  to  enter  into  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  the  personal  commu- 
nications that  have  taken  place  between 
myself  and  the  Ministers  of  the  various 
Powers  referred  to,  further  than  to  say 
that  the  views  I  conveyed  to  them  have 
been  most  fairly  received  and  fully  con- 
sidered, and  encourage  the  hope  that  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question 
may  be  arrived  at  when  the  Conference 
re-assembles. 

NORTH    AMERICAN    FISHERIES— THB 

TREATY. 

Mr.  K  EOBEBTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  he  will  lay  the  Fisheries 
Treaty  upon  the  Table. 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jakes  Fsroussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  As  soon  as  possible 
after  it  has  been  received. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  asked,  whether 
the  contents  of  the  Treaty  had  not  been 
communicated  by  telegraph  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  Yes,  they 
have  reached  this  country  by  telegraph ; 
but  it  is  manifest  that  we  could  not  lay 
a  despatch  on  the  Table  which  we  only 
know  by  telegraph. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  SENTENCES  OF 
FLOGGING  AT  LIVERPOOL  ASSIZES. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  If  he  can 
state  the  statute  under  which  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham,    at   Liverpool   Assizes,    ou 
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Tuesday,  sentenced  two  men,  aged  41 
and  34  respectively,  to  be  floffged ;  and, 
whether  the  learned  Judge  is  correctly 
reported  to  have  stated  that  he  inflicted 
the  punishment  '*  under  an  old  Act  of 
George  IV.,  overlooked  by  Judges." 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham,  S.)  asked,  whether  recent 
legislation  did  not  confine  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  to  certain  offences ; 
and,  whether  the  Attorney  General 
would  not  undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  repeal  the  old  statute  referred  to  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
HiCHABD  Websteb)  (Islo  of  Wight) : 
The  statute  under  which  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham  sentenced  the  men  in  ques- 
tion was  7  &  8  Geo.  lY.  o.  28.  Upon 
Notice  of  the  Question  I  communicated 
with  Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  and  have 
just  heard  from  him  that  the  report 
that  he  had  stated  that  the  statute  had 
been  overlooked  by  the  Judges  is  not 
correct.  He  informs  me  that  from  in- 
quiries made  from  the  prison  authori- 
ties he  found  that  short  sentences  with 
the  application  of  the  **  cat "  had 
been  most  effectual  in  clearing  the 
streets  and  the  gaols  of  men  who 
committed  robbery  with  violence ;  and 
that  he  desired  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  statute  could,  in  his 
opinion,  be  used  with  advantage  in  the 
case  of  habitual  criminals  of  the  class 
to  which  these  men  belonged.  As,  how- 
ever, there  were  several  other  prisoners 
charged  with  similar  offences,  he  had 
the  two  men  in  question  recalled,  and 
sentenced  them  to  terms  of  imprison- 
ment in  lieu  of  the  sentences  previously 
inflicted.  I  am  unable  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Powell  Williams)  with- 
out Notice. 

Mb.  BEADLAXTGH  said,  in  these 
cases  there  was  no  charge  of  robbery 
with  violence.  

Sib  EIGHAED  WEBSTEB  re- 
marked that  he  had  not  stated  there 
was. 

CEIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)- JUYENILB 

CONYICTS. 

Hb.  HEEBEET  GAEDNEE  (Essex, 
Sa£Fron  Walden)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Eeturn  showing  the  num- 
ber of  children  under  17  years  of  age 
convicted  in  Ireland  from  June  1886, 

TOL.  COOXXII.    [thibp  sebies.] 


till  the  present  date,  stating  (1)  names ; 
(2)  ages;  (3)  sentence;  (4)  on  what 
charge  convicted;  (5)  under  what  Act 
of  Parliament  convicted  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SEOEETAEY  (Colonel  Knra-HABMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Government  has  no  objection 
to  give  this  Eeturn,  if  the  hon.  Member 
moves  for  it. 

EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT— TECHNI- 
CAL EDUCATION. 

MB.BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
any  Eeport  has  been  made  by  the  Eoyal 
Commissioners  on  Education  concerning 
Technical  Education ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  laying 
it  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SifiTH)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  among  other 
important  subjects  that  of  technical 
education  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Gommission  on 
Education.  Whether  any  Eeport  upon 
this  branch  of  education  has  been  finally 
adopted  I  am  unable  to  say. 

TITHE     RENT-CHAKOE     RECOVERT— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  he  is  able  to  state  when 
the  Government  propose  to  bring  in  the 
Tithe  Eent- Charge  Eecovexy  Bill ;  and, 
whether  it  is  their  intention  to  introduce 
it  into  the  House  of  Oommons  or  House 
of  Lords  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Tithe  Eent-Charge  Bill  will  be  intro- 
duced shortly  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  cannot  say  whether  it  will  reach  the 
Oommons  before  Easter. 

THE     BOUNDARY     COMMISSIONERS - 

THE  REPORT. 

Mb.  HEEBEET  GAEDNEE  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  when  the  Eeport  of  the 
Boundary  GommissionerB  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  must 
refer  the  hou.  Member  to  the  answer  to 
a  similar  Question  on  the  10th  instant, 
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and  it  is  not  in  mj  power  to  state  when 
the  Beport  of  the  Boundary  Oommis- 
Bionera  will  be  presented. 

MR.  B.  T.  GTJNTON,  PRIVATE  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  PRIME  MINISTER. 

Me.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  Mr.  B.  T.  Gunton  is  the 
Private  Secretary  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
and,  whether  any  Vote  for  the  salary  of 
Mr.  B.  T.  Gunton  will  be  asked  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  current  year  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Mr.  R. 
T.  Gunton,  I  am  informed,  is  Private 
Secretary  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  no 
Vote  for  Mr.  Gunton's  salary  has  been 
obtained  in  the  past,  or  will  be  asked  for 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  current  year. 
He  is  employed,  and  paid  privately,  by 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  and  has  been 
for  some  years  with  him. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  was  now  able  to  state  when 
the  Government  proposed  to  introduce 
the  most  important  measure  of  the  Ses- 
sion— the  County  Government  Bill  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  will 
be  introduced  at  the  very  earliest  day 
possible  after  we  have  considered  the 
necessary  Supplementaxy  Estimates, 
which  must  be  taken  by  the  15th  of 
March. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  to-morrow  the  precedent  of  last 
year  would  be  followed,  and  a  general 
discussion  allowed  on  the  New  Rules  of 
Procedure,  or  whether  they  would  go  at 
once  to  Rule  No.  1  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should  be 
reluctant  to  enter  upon  a  general  dis- 
cussion of  the  Rules;  because  I  am 
under  the  impression  that  the  general 
discussion  which  we  had  last  year  suffi- 
ciently elucidated  the  question  on  which 
the  judgment  of  the  House  will  be  asked 
by  the  Government.  The  introduction 
of  new  matter  is  very  small ;  and  I  hope 
it  is  new  matter  which  will  generally 
receive  the  assent  of  the  House  without 
much  delay. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  venture  to  put 
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a  request  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  he  will  not  consider  that  as  a  final 
answer.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
our  general  discussion  last  year  was  of  a 
very  controversial  character  indeed ;  and 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  it  is  expedient 
that  it  should  be  treated  as  an  introduc- 
tion to  the  discussion  of  the  Rules  this 
year.  I  think  it  is  almost  a  matter  of 
necessity  that  where  there  are  a  great 
number  of  independent  proposals  an 
opportunity,  however  limited,  should  be 
allowed  for  stating  our  views  as  a  whole. 
I  should  be  less  disposed  to  make  this 
representation  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  I  really 
believe  that  it  will  conduce  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  shall  be  most 
anxious  to  take  any  course  which  will 
conduce  to  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  the  Motion  which  I  shall  have 
to  make  at  half-past  4  to-morrow  will 
permit,  no  doubt,  of  some  little  latitude 
m  dealing  with  that  question ;  but  1  am 
most  reluctant  to  enter  upon  a  discussion 
which  shall  only  be  repeated  when  we 
come  to  discuss  particular  Rules. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Bsrkhabd  Samublbok, 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury), 

Thk  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Miohabl  Hicks-Bbacr) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  that  he  was  afraid 
that  the  Railway  Rates  Bill  would  not 
come  on  for  discussion  in  that  House  for 
some  little  time. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  asked  the 
Speaker,  whether,  on  the  Motion  referred 
to  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it 
would  be  open  to  Members  to  go  into  the 
general  discussion  of  the  Rules  of  IVo- 
cedure? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  relevant  to  go  into  a  general 
discussion  of  the  Rules  on  the  Motion  to 

five  precedence  to  their  consideration; 
at  the  House  might  adopt  the  course 
which  it  adopted  last  year,  and  if  such 
should  be  its  pleasure  I  shall  make  no 
objection  from  the  Ohair.  I  would  only 
remark  that  the  Rules  are,  for  the  most 
part,  independent  one  of  another. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1887  —  PROSECUTIONS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  ease  of  the 
recent  reversals  of  the  Grimes  Act  deci- 
sions of  Besident  Magistrates  by  the 
Oourt  of  Exchequer,  the  Qovemment 
will  agree  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  pri- 
soners? because,  if  not,  those  poor 
people,  although  they  may  have  escaped 
some  portion  of  the  imprisonment  to 
which  they  had  been  sentenced,  would 
be  still  subject  to  a  yexy  heayy  fine  in 
-  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  appeal.  In 
one  of  those  cases  where  a  man  was 
discharged  after  a  fortnight's  imprison- 
ment very  heavy  costs  were  incurred, 
and  the  Court  gave  him  no  costs.  In 
the  case  of  Mr.  Walsh  the  costs  of  the 
argpiment  in  the  Oourt  above  were  given 
to  him ;  but  the  prisoner  incurred  heavy 
costs  in  the  Court  below,  for  which  no 

Provision  bad  been  made  by  the  Crown, 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  defendants 
in  these  cases  where  the  decision  of  the 
Court  below  has  been  reversed,  and 
where  the  prisoner  has  escaped  the  sen- 
tence that  had  been  awarded  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bai^foub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  give  me 
proper  Notice  of  the  Question  by  putting 
it  upon  the  Paper  I  will  give  him  an 
answer ;  but  it  is  not  a  Question  I^could 
answer  at  short  Notice. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND) -RESI- 
DENT MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  intended  further  to  employ, 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  the  Resident 
Magistrates  whose  decisions  had  been 
reversed  on  appeal  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fMr.  A.  J. 
Baj^fovb,)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Certainly, 
Sir 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
still  satisfied  with  their  legal  know- 
ledge? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes. 

PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 


-o- 


HER  MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS 
SPEECH— THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  AD- 
PRESS. 

Mb.    W.    E.    GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish  to  ask  the 


indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  very  few 
moments,  that  I  may  say  a  word  or  two 
in  the  nature  of  a  personal  explanation. 
In  the  debate  last  week  I  mentioned 
the  names  of  five  Resident  Magistrates, 
and  stated  that,  so  far  as  my  informa- 
tion went,  they  were  gentlemen  of  whom 
considerable  complaint  had  been  made. 
My  reason  for  referring  to  them  was  ia 
order  that  I  might  make  an  obserration 
which  I  did  add  to  the  words  which  I 
have  cited — that  they  were  gentlemen 
not  one  of  whom  had  been  appointed  by 
Earl  Spencer.  I  find  that  a  misappre- 
hension has  gone  abroad  that  I  had 
intended  to  adopt  the  complaints  made 
of  those  five  gentlemen.  I  desire  to  say 
that  I  had  no  such  intention.  I  must 
leave  these  complaints  to  be  tried  on 
their  own  merits.  Not  having  had  any 
opportunity  of  examining  them  myself, 
so  as  to  justify  either  my  affirming  or 
denying  them,  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  they  were  quite  inde- 
pendent of  the  limited  purpose  I  had  in 
view,  which  was  to  observe  that  Earl 
Spencer  was  not  responsible  for  the 
original  appointment  of  these  gentle- 
men. 

ORDERS    OF  THE    DAT. 


THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH.— REPORT. 

[ADJOUBirKD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  Further  Proceedings 
on  Report  of  Address  [22nd  Februar^^j. 

LAND    LAW   (IRELAND)   ACT.    1887— 
ARREARS.-  RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central),  in  rising  to  more  the  Amend* 
ment  of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
said :  My  excuse  for  intervening  is  that 
what  I  am  about  to  say  will  raise  many 
questions  which  are  not  included  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Farnell).  Before  dealing 
with  these  special  matters,  I  shall  ask 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  statistics  of  prosecu- 
tions and  convictions  under  the  Ck>eroion 
Act,  and  their  special  bearing  upon  the 
questions  of  evictions  and  arrears  of 
rent.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  Return 
prepared  in  Ireland,  giving  details  of  the 
various  convictions  under  the  Coercion 
Act.  The  Return  is  prepared  in  the 
form  asked  for  the  other  night  and 
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refused  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  T.  Balfour).  It  gives  all  the  details 
of  the  convictions,  and  also  the  names 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates  vrho  tried 
the  cases.  The  Betum  is  not  altogether 
complete,  because  it  is  framed  on  the 
accounts  given  in  the  newspapers  of 
.these  convictions,  and  it  does  not  contain 
a  good  many' cases  which  were  not 
reported.  But,  such  as  it  is,  it  is  very 
interesting,  and  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  Heturn  shows,  first, 
what  a  very  rapid  progress  there  has 
been  in  the  number  of  prosecutions  and 
convictions  under  the  Act.  The  Act  has 
been  in  force  about  five  months.  I  find 
that  during  the  first  three  months  the 
number  of  prosecutions  amounted  to  33 ; 
during  the  third  and  fourth  month  they 
were  90  each  month ;  in  the  fifth  month 
they  were  190;  and  if  the  prosecutions 
continue  at  the  same  rate  during  the 
rest  of  the  present  month  as  during  the 
portion  of  it  that  is  passed — three  weeks 
— they  will  have  reached  the  number  of 
270  for  the  month,  showing,  as  I  have 
•said,  the  very  rapid  and  progressive 
increase  in  the  number  of  prosecutions 
and  convictions,  and  showing,  too,  that 
the  Act  has  not  exercised  any  deterrent 
efifect,  but  rather  the  very  opposite.  On 
looking  at  the  class  of  cases,  I  find  one- 
third  could  not  be  considered  crimes — 
that  is  to  say,  they  would  not  be  con- 
sidered crimes  in  any  other  part  of  the 
Kingdom  except  under  the  Coercion  Act. 
One-third  of  the  cases  also  arose  out  of 
resistance  to  bailiffs.  Although  these 
would  be  crimes  under  the  ordinary  law, 
the  Coercion  Act  has  withdrawn  them 
from  trial  by  jury  and  submitted  them 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  Besident  Magis- 
trates, and  I  venture  to  think  that  if 
they  had  been  left  to  juries  in  a  great 
number  of  cases  no  jury  in  the  Kingdom 
would  have  convicted.  Many  women 
and  children  have  been  convicted  under 
the  Act  in  respect  of  resistance  to  bailiffs. 
I  have  examined  most  of  the  cases  of 
resibtance  to  bailiffs,  and  I  find,  almost 
without  exception,  that  they  have  arisen 
out  of  eviction  for  arrears  of  rents 
which  had  been  presumably  unjust  and 
excessive,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  if  the  Land  Act,  passed  by  this 
House  last  year,  had  dealt  with  the 
arrears  question  in  a  just  and  generous 
way,  not  one  of  these  cases  of  resistance 
to  bailiffs  would  have  occurred.    I  will 
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go  further,  and  say  that  if  the  Act  had 
dealt  properly  and  sufficiently  with  the 
arrears  question;  if  it  had  dealt  with 
the  arrears  question  in  the  way  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  in  his  speech  at  Chelten- 
ham ;  and  if  Irish  Members  were  left  to 
manage  Irish  business  in  the  same  way 
in  which  Scotch  Members  managed 
Scotch  affairs,  nine  out  of  every  10  of* 
these  cases  of  evictions  would  not  have 
occurred.  If  the  House  examines  these 
cases  of  resistance  to  bailiffs,  it  will 
find  that  almost  every  one  of  them  has 
a  connection  directly  or  indirectly  with 
evictions  for  rents  which  the  agricultural 
depression  of  the  last  few  years  has 
rendered  excessive.  There  seems  to 
be  a  curious  sequence  in  all  these 
cases.  They  begin  with  threatened 
evictions  in  some  districts,  then  one  of 
the  popular  leaders  goes  down  and 
makes  a  speech,  advising  to  resist  evic- 
tion, and  he  is  prosecuted  for  it.  Then, 
again,  a  batch  of  people  present  at 
the  meeting  are  prosecuted  and  sent 
to  prison.  When  the  popular]  leader 
is  sent  to  prison,  the  police  are 
gathered  from  every  part  to  escort  him 
to  prison,  demonstrations  take  place 
on  the  way,  and  further  batches  of 
people  are  sent  to  prison  for  these 
demonstrations.  Then  the  police  are 
Boycotted — that  is  to  say,  they  are  not 
supplied  with  liquor  by  the  publicans 
or  with  turf  by  the  peasants.  Then  a 
further  batch  of  people  are  sent  to 
prison.  Then  the  evictions  take  place, 
and  a  further  batch  of  prisoners  is  the 
result.  The  popular  leader  or  some  other 
of  the  prisoners  come  out  of  prison  and 
there  are  demonstrations,  and  a  fur- 
ther batch  of  people  are  sent  to  prison 
for  lighting  bonfires  or  for  carrying  tar 
barrels.  Thus  we  see  that  nearly  all 
the  cases  under  the  Act  have  directly  or 
indirectly  a  connection  with  evictions. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  we  have  not  yet 
got  nesr  the  end  of  this  question  of 
evictions.  All  the  evictions  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  last  five  months 
have  been  in  respect  of  ejectment 
decrees  obtained  before  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act  of  last  year,  or  in  respect 
of  holdings  the  tenants'  interest  in  which 
had  been  sold  before  the  passing  of 
that  Act.  The  effect  of  the  Act  has  been 
to  delay  evictions,  and  not  to  put  a  stop 
to  them.     I  find  from  a  Return  laid 
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before  the  House  of  Commons  that  there 
were  no  fewer  than  3,325  notices  under 
the  Act  of  last  year  served  on  tenants 
against   whom  ejectments   have    been 
obtained    under    that    Act,   and  these 
tenants    are,    therefore,    merely    care- 
takers, for  their  interest  in  their  hold- 
ings has  been  destroyed  by  these  notices 
being  served  on  them.    They  are  sub- 
ject to  a  right  of  redemption  for  a  certain 
period  on  payment  of  the  full  rent  and 
costs,  and  if  they  are  not  able  to  pay  in 
a  very  short  time  the  landlord  will  be 
able  to  evict  them  with  the  greatest 
possible  ease.    How  many  cases  there 
have  been  where  ejectment  decrees  have 
been  obtained,  but  where  notices  have 
not  yet  been  served  under  the  Act  of 
last  year,  and  which  are  ripening  into 
evictions  I  do  not  know,  but  I  believe 
there  are  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
them,  and  taking  the  two  classes  of  cases 
together,  there  must  be  an  enormous 
number  ripening  into  evictions  in  a  very 
short  time  which  will  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  fear,  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  result  in  other  prosecutions 
and  convictions.    The  provision  of  the 
Act  of  last  year,  which  was  intended 
to   give  some  relief  by  spreading  the 
payment  of  arrears  over  a  term,  has 
been    completely    nugatory    and    use- 
less.    Indeed,  it  has  been  so  proclaimed 
by  many  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
themselves.     The  great    bulk  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  have  spread  the 
arrears  only  over  one  year.      That  is 
practically  an  entirely  useless  and  nuga- 
tory proceeding,  so  far  as  the  tenant  is 
conoemed.  I  will  mention  one  case  as  an 
illustration  of  this.    There  was  a  poor 
widow  woman  in  Mayo  whose  rent  was 
£40  a-year.  She  owed  arrears  of  two  and 
a-half  years'  rent,  or  £100.     She  went 
into  the  Land  Court  and  got  her  rent 
reduced  to  £25.      The  landlord  took 
proceedings  against  her  for  the  nonpay- 
ment of  £100  arrears.     The  Judge  said 
that  this  was  decidedly  a  case  in  which 
the   claim    should    be  reduced.      The 
counsel  for  the  landlord  said  he  had  no 
power  to  give  an  abatement,  and  the 
Judge  then  said  he  could  not  give  an 
abatement    himself,   but  he  made   an 
order  spreading  the  payment  of    the 
arrears  over  14  months.    What  relief, 
I  ask,  was  that  for  the  poor  widow  ?    I 
find  that,  generally  speaking,  the  tenants 
have  been  reluctant  to  apply  to   the 
Court  to  have  their  arrears  spread  over 


a  term,  as  they  think  it  is  quite  useless. 
I  think  I  can  best  illustrate  the  effect 
of  the  Act  of  last  year  in  respect  of 
arrears  by  dealing  with  the  case  of 
the  Clanricarde  property.  The  Clanri- 
carde  case  is  of  great  importance,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  enormous  area 
of  the  property  and  its  large  number 
of  tenants— about  1,900— but  because 
it  is  practically  a  typical  case  of  a 
certain  class  of  landlords.  It  is  one 
which  will  decide  the  case  of  the 
action  of  the  landlords  •  in  a  great 
many  cases,  and  if  Lord  Clanricarde 
succeeds  in  the  policy  he  has  now  at 
heart,  and  is  enabled  to  evict  his  tenants 
with  the  aid  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown, 
I  venture  to  think  it  will  be  an  evil  day 
for  many  thousands  of  tenants,  and  wiU 
be  followed  by  evictions  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland.  The  case  is  also  an  ideal 
one — I  mean  ideal  in  the  worst  sense  of 
the  term,  and  not  in  its  best— of  an 
absentee  landlord.  Lord  Clanricarde  I 
dare  say  may  be  an  exceedingly  amiable 
man  in  private  life  and  in  society  in 
London,  but  the  great  mistake  he  makes 
is  in  endeavouring  to  manage  his  pro- 
perty in  every  detail  from  London  with- 
out knowing  anything  whatever  of  the 
condition  of  the  people,  and  without 
ever  visiting  the  property  ;  for  I  believe 
he  has  not  been  seen  there  since  he 
came  into  possession  14  years  ago. 
He  undertakes  to  manage  his  pro- 
perty from  London  in  every  detail, 
and  allows  no  discretion  to  the  agent, 
careless  of  the  danger  that  gentleman 
incurs.  His  Lordship  was  even  un- 
able to  understand  the  legal  effect  of 
the  offer  he  made  to  his  tenants,  or  the 
legal  position  of  his  tenants.  For  my 
part  my  connection  with  the  district 
does  not  date  from  the  past  few  months. 
I  visited  it  in  1882  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  late  Mr.  Forster,  when  it  was  the 
most  disturbed  district  in  Ireland.  A 
great  many  most  terrible  agrarian  crimes 
had  been  committed  in  the  districts  of 
Woodford  and  Loughrea.  There  was 
almost  war  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants.  Many  of  the  principal  tenants 
and  citizens  of  Loughrea  and  Woodford 
were  imprisoned  as  suspects  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  which  was  then  in  force, 
without,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  a 
tittle  of  evidence  against  them,  but 
because  in  the  opinion  of  some  landlord 
in  the  district  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  be  put  out  of  the  way.    I  myself 
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made  a  careful  inquiry  ia  the  district. 
and.I  came  to  the  conclusioii  that,  terrible 
as  were  the  crimes  committed  on  the 
one  hand,  there  were  also  g^eat  crimes 
committed  on  the  other ;  that  a  great 
many   of  the  landlords  were  pressing 
their  tenants  most  harshly  and  cruelly 
IB  respect  of  arrears  of  rent  that  had 
accumulated  in  the  bad  years  of  1879 
and  1880;   that  the  Coercion  Act  was 
aggravating  the  position  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  and  doing  more  harm 
than  good  ;  that  the  true  way  of  dealing 
with  the  difficulty  was  to  pass  an  Arrears 
Act,   and  so  I  advised  the  late  Chief 
Secretary,  Mr.  Forster,  when  I  returned 
to  this  country.    Very  shortly  after  I 
left  the  district  another  terrible  crime 
took  place.    Lord  Clanricarde  had  de- 
clined to  make  an  abatement  of  rent 
to  any  of  his  tenants  duriug  the  period 
of   agricultural    depression.     He    had 
stated  publicly  that  he  would  not  press 
his  tenants  for  their  full  rents,  but  that 
he  would  take  what  they  could  pay  and 
would  allow  the  remainder  to  go  to 
arrears  according  to  tho  vicious  practice 
of  that  estate.     In  spite  of  this,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  agent  pressed  the 
tenants  severely  and  cruelly,  and  the 
result  was  that   some  miserable  man 
took  a  terrible  revenge,  and  the  agent  was 
murdered.    The  widow  of  the  agent, 
wishing  to  vindicate  the  reputation  of 
her  husband,   desired    to    publish  his 
letters  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
he  acted  entirely  on  the  instructions  of 
the  landlord  and  against  his  own  judg- 
ment.     Lord  Clanricarde  obtained  an 
injunction    in    the   Courts  of   Law   to 
restrain    her    from    publishing    these 
documents.      Very    shortly    after    the 
Arrears  Act  was  passed,  and  that  re- 
lieved   the   district  of   a   great  many 
of  its  agricultural  difficulties.     In  the 
years  1883  and  1884  as  much  as  £47,000 
was  paid  by  the  tenanta  to  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde,   which,    I    believe,     was    an 
amount  far  larger,  in  proportion  to  the 
rental,  than  was  obtained  by  any  other 
landlord  in  Ireland  or  England  during 
the  same  years.    I  must  take  this  op- 
ix>rtunity  of  saying  that,  from  informa- 
tion I  have  been  able  to  gather,  the 
tenants  of  this  property  have  had  a  repu- 
tation for  honesty  and  for  a  willingness  to 
pay  their  just  debts  so  long  as  they  have 
been  able  to  do  so.     In  1886  there  arose 
another  serious  agricultural  depression, 
and  most  of  the  landlords  of  the  better 
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class  gave  abatements  amounting  to  25 
and    30   per   cent.    Lord  Clanricarde, 
notwithstanding  the  recommendation  of 
his  agent,  Mr.  Joyce,  declined  to  give 
any  reduction,   and    reprimanded    his 
agent  for  forwarding  to  him  a  petition 
from  the  tenants.  [The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  related  the  proceedings  that 
led  up  to  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Joyce 
and  the  libel  action  which  followed,  and 
then  continued.]    Before  the  resigna- 
tion of  Mr.  Joyce,  the  agent,  evictions 
against  the  tenants  commenced,  and  the 
tenants  combined  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
sisting the  proceedings.    I  think  it  is  of 
importance  for  the  House  to  recollect 
that  this  was  the  first  case  of  combina- 
tion of  tenants  in  Ireland.    It  was  a 
purely  spontaneous  one.     I  believe  I 
am  right  in  saying  the  National  League 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  for  my 
part  I  must  repeat  here  what  I  said  a 
few  days  agpo  at  Loughrea  in  presence 
of  the  Government  reporter — with  a  full 
sense  of  the  responsibility— that  I  was 
unable  to  see  how,  except  by  combina- 
tion, a  body  of  tenants  of  the  class  and 
character  of    the    Clanricarde  tenants 
could  possibly  protect  themselves  from  a 
landlord  like  Lord  Clanricarde— a  man 
who  was  invisible  and  unapproachable, 
and  who  never  even  answered  their  pe- 
titions asking  for  an  abatement  in  com- 
bination.    From  that  moment  the  com- 
bination began.     It  is  also  worthy  of 
notice  that  since  the  commencement  of 
this  combination  the  district  has  been 
perfectly  free  from  crime  and  outrage  of 
any  kind.      I  need  not  tell  the  House 
all    the  story  of  the   evictions  which 
followed,   how  the   houses   were  bar- 
ricaded and  resistance  was  offered,  how 
a    vast  body  of  police  was   gathered 
together  at  great  cost  to  the  State,  and 
how  the  large  number  of  75  young  men, 
of  blameless  character,   were  sent    to 
prison  on  the  charge  of  resisting  the 
evictions,    and    remained    there    four 
months  before  trial ;  how  they  were  con- 
victed and    sentenced  to  terms  of  im- 
prisonment   varying    from    12    to    18 
months  with  hard  labour,  some  of  them 
losing  their  health  in  prison  through 
overcrowding,  and  one  of  them  dying 
there,  owing,  as  the  Coroner's  inquest 
found,  to  the  neglect  and  cruelty  of  the 
prison  authorities.    It  is  necessary  to 
know  these  things  in  order  to  under- 
stand the  feeling  of  the  people  in  Ire- 
land.     But   the    resistance    to    thoee 
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eyiotioDS  had  its  effect,  because  it 
roused  public  opinion  and  showed 
the  true  character  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  Lord  Olanricarde.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristoli  late  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — now  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade — Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  when 
he  heard  the  details  of  these  evictions, 
found  that  he  could  not  any  longer  use 
the  forces  of  the  Grown  to  sapport 
them;  and  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Lord 
Olanricarde  such  as  no  Minister  in 
this  country  ever  addressed  to  a  private 
landlord  before,  complaining  of  his 
conduct  and  intimating  to  him  that, 
unless  he  was  prepared  to  make  abate- 
ments similar  to  those  made  by  other 
Irish  landlords,  the  forces  of  the  Grown 
could  not  be  lent  to  enforce  evictions  on 
his  property.  That  letter  did  honour  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  heart,  though 
at  some  expense  to  his  candour  towards 
the  House,  because  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  denied  in 
the  House  that  he  had  ever  exercised 
any  pressure  on  the  landlords  in  that 
direction. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohael  Hioks-Beaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.):  I  beg  to  state — as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  puts  it  to  me — 
that  I  remember  that  he  made  a  similar 
statement  in  a  letter  to  the  public  Press, 
but  he  did  not  quote  the  words  I  used  in 
this  House.  I  deny  that  I  have  ever 
denied  anything  I  have  said  or  done  in 
this  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  concur  in 
the  main  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's conduct.  But  certainly  the  im- 
pression on  my  mind  is  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  disclaimed  in 
this  House  having  exercised  any  very 
strong  pressure  on  the  landlords  or 
refused  to  put  the  forces  of  the  Grown  in 
motion  to  support  evictions.  But,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  the  House  had  not 
been  fully  informed  of  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  consequence 
of  the  letter  written  to  Lord  Olanricarde 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Lord 
Olanricarde  did  make  some  offers  of 
abatement.  I  understand  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  satisfied  with 
that  offer,  because  he  declined  to  express 
any  opinion  whether  it  was  sufficient, 
and  for  many  months  no  further  action 
was  taken  by  the  Government  in  support 
of  Lord  Olanricarde,  or  in  lending  the 


aid  of  the  forces  of  the  Grown  to  enforce 
evictions  on  his  property.  I  am  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
then  remain  much  longer  in  Office;  and, 
after  a  time,  a  considerable  change  of 
policy  took  place.  I  charge  against  the 
present  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  he  has  com- 
pletely altered  the  policy  of  his  Prede- 
cessor, who  declined  to  lend  the  forces 
of  the  Grown,  or  at  least  said  that  they 
would  not  be  lent,  to  enforce  those  evic- 
tions as  long  as  there  remained  any  other 
business  for  them. 

Sir  MIOHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH :  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
alluding  to  me  to  be  good  enough  to 
quoto  the  language  used  by  me  in  my 
letter  to  Lord  Olanricarde  or  in  this 
House.  I  abide  by  everything  I  have 
said  or  written. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  have  not 
got  the  letter  by  me;  but  my  strong  im- 
pression is  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  actually  decline  to  lend  the 
forces  of  the  Grown,  he  intimatod  that 
there  would  be  such  delay  in  doing  so 
that  it  practically  amounted  to  much  the 
same  thing.  Oertainly,  that  was  the 
effect  of  the  letter  on  my  own  mind,  and 
it  was  also  its  effect  on  the  Ohief  Baron 
Palles,  who  was  the  Judge  in  the  recent 
libel  case  brought  by  Mr.  Joyce,  land 
agent,  against  his  former  employer, 
Lord  Olanricarde.  The  former  policy 
was  changed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Ohief  Secretary.  After 
the  passing  of  the  Goercion  Act,  Lord 
Olanricarde  supplied  himself  with  a  new 
agent,  and  not  only  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Ohief  Secretary 
lend  the  forces  of  the  Grown  in  support 
of  Lord  Olanricarde  in  further  evictions, 
but  also  allowed  the  Goercion  Act  to  be 
used  in  all  its  force  and  power  in  sup- 
porting Lord  Olanricarde  against  his 
tonants.  In  October  last  further  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  against  the  tonants 
after  an  interval  of  nearly  12  months. 
The  new  agent,  Mr.  Tener,  commenced 
proceedings,  and  had  the  houses  of  the 
evicted  tenants  razed  to  the  ground, 
showing  thereby  the  inexorable  deter- 
mination of  the  landlord  not  to  give 
way  on  that  point.  He  also  informed 
the  tenants  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Lord  Olanricarde  to  spend  any  amount 
of  money  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  aU  the  ejectment  decrees,  and  that 
he  would  raze  to  the  ground  the  houses 
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oi  any  tenants  who  resisted.  Stock  was 
seized  here  and  there  for  rent,  and  these 
matters  created  alarm  in  the  district. 
A  meeting  was  announced  for  the  16th 
of  October  to  protest  against  the  action 
of  Lord  Clanricarde.  The  Oovemment 
refused  to  permit  any  public  meeting  to 
be  held.  Why,  I  ask,  should  there 
have  been  a  prohibition  of  any  public 
meeting  at  that  time  any  more  than  in 
the  present  month?  The  condition  of 
thinfcs  in  this  district  in  February 
of  this  year  was  even  more  critical 
than  in  October ;  because  in  Febru- 
ary the  campaign  of  evictions  was 
commenced  on  a  far  larger  scale  than  in 
October.  In  spite  of  the  Proclamation, 
a  meeting  was  held  at  midnight.  I  do 
not  defend  all  that  took  place  there. 
Much,  no  doubt,  was  said  and  done  which 
had  better  been  left  unsaid  and  im- 
done ;  but  when  the  legitimate  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  was  prevented,  it 
was  not  to  be  wondered  at  if  the  lan- 
guage used  was  somewhat  strong.  It 
had  been  stated  that  the  burning  of  the 
Proclamation  was  an  act  of  insurrection. 
That  was  a  ridiculous  exaggeration.  I 
call  it  a  mere  assertion  of  the  right  to 
hold  a  meetiug,  and  a  simple  deter- 
mination to  hold  a  meeting,  notwith- 
standing the  Proclamation.  Mr.  Blunt 
was  present,  and  made  a  very  moderate 
speech ;  and  it  was  stated  by  the  Judge 
who  tried  the  recent  case  at  Dublin  that 
Mr.  Blunt  was  not  even  aware  of  the 
burning  of  the  Proclamation,  because 
he  was  so  placed  in  the  house,  from  the 
windows  of  which  he  made  his  speech,  at 
the  back  of  the  meeting,  that  he  could  not 
see  what  was  done  or  hear  the  speeches. 
Therefore,  he  was  free  from  all  re- 
sponsibility. That  meeting  was  im- 
mediately followed  by  fresh  evictions, 
than  which  there  could  have  been  no- 
thing more  incredibly  mean.  About 
150  policemen  stole  down  the  Shannon 
in  boats  during  the  night  and  landed  on 
its  banks  just  before  daybreak,  and 
pounced  upon  three  or  four  houses  and 
evicted  their  tenants.  One  family,  con- 
sisting of  a  husband  and  wife  and  nine 
small  children,  were,  without  a  mo- 
ment's notice,  and  without  any  warn- 
ing, evicted  and  cast  out  upon  the 
road.  That  man's  family  had  been  on 
the  estate  200  years,  and  yet,  in  con- 
sequence oi  their  inability  to  pay  and 
the  unwillingness  of  Lord  Olanricarde  to 
make  an  abatement  of  25  per  cent,  they 
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were  evicted.  Mr.  Blunt  had  gone 
back  to  Dublin  after  the  midnight 
meeting ;  but  when  he  heard  of  those 
evictions  he  returned  to  the  district, 
made  inquiries  into  tho  circumstances, 
came  to  the  conclusion  which  everybody 
else  would  have  come  to,  that  the  evic- 
tions were  unjust  and  cruel,  and  desired 
to  hold  a  meeting  to  elicit  sympathy 
with  the  suffering  tenants,  to  express 
indignation  with  the  action  of  Lord 
Olanricarde,  and  to  bid  the  people  be 
patient  and  not  to  commit  crime  until 
the  attention  of  Parliament  oould  bo 
called  to  their  case.  For  my  part,  I  can 
conceive  no  more  legitimate  subject  for 
a  public  meeting.  I  said  in  Dublin, 
and  I  now  say  with  full  knowledge  of 
the  circumstances  which  occurred,  that 
if  I  had  been  there  I  would  myself  have 
held  a  meeting  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 

Eressing  indignation,  and  I  should  not 
ave  felt  otherwise  than  proud  at  being 
by  the  side  of  Mr.  Blunt  in  the  dock  on 
a  charge  for  holding  such  a  meeting. 
This  meeting  was  to  be  everything  which 
the  previous  midnight  meeting  was  not ; 
there  was  no  similarity  or  connection 
between  the  two  meetings  whatever.  It 
was  to  be  held  in  the  daytime  and  not 
at  midnight ;  it  was  to  be  addressed  by 
Englishmen  only,  and  Mr.  Blunt  went 
further  in  his  assurances,  and  gave  his 
personal  assurances  to  the  magistrates 
that  the  language  which  would  be 
used  at  the  meeting  would  be  mode- 
rate. I  do  not  see,  therefore,  why  Mr. 
Blunt  should  have  been  prosecuted  and 
convicted,  nor  why  he  should  be  treated 
now  as  a  malefactor  while  I  myself,  after 
holdingaprecisely  similar  meeting,8hould 
be  at  large.  I  think  it  is  evident  from 
the  judgment  of  Chief  Baron  Palles  that, 
whatever  the  learned  Judge  may  have 
thought  about  the  legality  or  otherwise 
of  the  meeting,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Blunt  had  merely  conmiitted  a 
technical  offence,  and  that  he  evidently 
regretted  that  such  a  severe  sentence 
should  have  been  passed.  My  contention 
always  has  been  that  no  jury  in  the 
United  Kingdom  would  have  convicted 
Mr.  Blunt.  Mr.  Blunt  was  convicted  only 
in  consequence  of  the  Coercion  Act, 
which  enabled  such  a  case  to  be  tried 
by  two  Resident  Magistrates.  After  the 
recent  civil  action  in  Dublin  it  is  abso- 
lutely certain  that  even  a  Special  Jury 
in  Dublin  would  not  have  convicted  Mr. 
Blunt.    The  jury  in  the  civil  action  dis* 
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agreed,  and  were  unable  to  find  a  ver- 
dict for  the  Grown.  I  have  this  very 
day  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Walker, 
Q.G.,  assuring  me  that  it  is  notorious, 
and  that  the  jurors  were  divided  in 
the  proportion  of  11  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Blunt  and  one  in  favour  of  the  Grown. 
Having  regard  to  these  facts,  I  must 
express  my  surprise  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ghief  Secretary  has  con- 
tinued to  keep  Mr.  Blunt  in  prison  and 
treat  him  as  a  malefactor.  Taking  the 
case  at  its  worst,  Mr.  Blunt  only  en- 
deavoured to  assert  his  right  to  hold 
a  public  meeting  in  perfect  good  faith ; 
and  there  was  no  country  in  the  world 
except  Ireland  where  he  would  be  treated 
as  a  common  malefactor.  He  has  been 
deprived  of  the  means  of  occupying 
his  mind,  and  his  treatment  has  been 
as  harsh  and  as  cruel  as  ever  disgraced 
any  civilized  OoTemment.  I  went  over 
to  the  Woodford  district  to  hear  Mr. 
Blunt's  appeal,  and  I  found  matters 
even  there  much  worse  than  I  expected. 
I  found  that  the  ofifer  of  abatement 
which  had  been  mentioned  by  Lord 
Glanricarde  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had,  in  fact,  never  been 
made  to  the  tenants  at  all,  but  that  a 
very  much  inferior  offer  was  made  to 
them,  which  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
them  to  accept.  I  also  found  that  the 
Goercion  Act  was  being  used  by  the 
Local  Magistrates  in  a  manner  the  most 
arbitrary  and  the  most  unjust,  and  ap- 
parently with  the  sole  object  of  assisting 
the  landlord  against  the  tenants.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ghief 
Secretary  will  give  an  explanation  of  the 
facta  which  I  shall  now  bring  before  the 
House.  For  nearly  eight  weeks  after 
the  midnight  meeting  no  notice  what- 
ever was  taken  of  it  by  the  authorities ; 
but  all  at  once  orders  appeared  to  have 
been  sent  down  from  Dublin  to  prose- 
cute a  dozen  men  for  attending  it.  They 
did  not  prosecute  any  of  the  principal 
speakers  at  it,  nor  any  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  English  Badioal  Associa- 
tions who  were  there;  but  12  men  of 
Woodford)  who  were  merely  spectators 
and  listeners,  were  prosecuted.  All  the 
people  of  Woodford  were  present  at  that 
midnight  meeting,  and  were  known  to 
the  police,  and  I  will  ask  upon  what 
principle  were  these  12  men  selected?  I 
have  not  been  able  to  find  out,  but  the 
universal  opinion  of  the  district  is  that 
the  selection  was  made  in  the  interest 


of  the  local  landlords,  and  with  the 
view  of  putting  in  prison  people  who 
had  made  themselTCs  disagreeable  to 
their  interest.  One  man  who  was  prose- 
cuted and  convicted  was  Mr.  Boche,  a 
miller  at  Woodford.  The  only  part  he 
had  taken  in  the  meeting  was  to  move 
Father  Goen  to  the  chair,  without  say- 
ing another  word,  and  then  occupied 
himself  in  protecting  a  few  police  who 
were  there  from  the  chance  of  violence, 
an  act  for  which  he  was  publicly  thanked 
on  the  following  day  by  the  Ghief  In- 
spector of  the  police  in  the  district.  Yet 
this  very  man  was,  eight  weeks  later,  on 
the  evidence  of  this  very  Inspector,  con* 
victed  of  being  present  at  this  meetings 
and  was  sentenced  to  one  month's  im« 
prisonment.  The  others  were  mere  spec- 
tators, and  had  taken  no  active  part  in 
the  meeting.  When  the  first  batch  of 
eight  men  were  tried,  the  prisoners  were 
suddenly  deprived  of  their  counsel  by 
the  arrest  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  T.  G.  Harrington)  on  a 
bogus  charge;  the  accused  asked  for 
an  adjournment  of  their  case  for  a 
week  to  enable  them  to  get  another 
counsel ;  but  the  magistrates  refused  to 
adjourn  the  case,  and  sent  the  eight  men 
to  prison  for  one  month.  Another  man 
who  protected  the  police  was  sent  to 
prison,  and  when  he  was  liberated  he 
was  received  with  a  popular  demonstra- 
tion, and  11  persons  were  sent  to  prison 
for  various  terms  of  from  one  to  three 
months  for  taking  part  in  it.  A  house 
three  hundred  yards  away  was  illumi- 
nated. The  police  entered  the  house, 
extinguished  the  illuminations,  and 
prosecuted  the  1 1  men  for  intimidating 
the  owner  of  the  house.  They  were  sen- 
tenced to  terms  of  imprisonment  varying 
from  one  month  to  three  months,  and  I 
am  told  that  the  owner  of  the  house  in 
question  is  coming  up  to  say  that  he 
was  not  intimidated  at  all.  But  I  would 
like  to  direct  special  attention  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Boche,  as  showing  the 
tyranny  which  is  carried  on  in  this  part 
of  the  country.  Mr.  Boche  was  first 
sentenced  to  three  weeks'  imprisonment 
for  the  technical  offence  of  protecting 
his  brother-in-law  from  an  assault  by 
the  police.  He  was  next  sent  to  prison  for 
one  month  for  being  present  at  the  mid- 
night meeting.  Then  he  was  charged 
with  trespass,  because  he  showed  Mr. 
Blunt  and  Lady  Anne  Blunt  over  an 
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evicted  farm,  and  fined  with  oosts; 
and,  fourthly,  he  was  charged  with 
being  present  at  the  meetiDg  held  to 
celebrate  the  return  of  another  person, 
and  sentenced  to  three  months'  impri- 
sonment. It  appears  to  me  that  this 
person,  Mr.  Boche,  is  being  pursued 
with  gross  tyranny  simply  because  he  is 
the  secretary  of  the  Tenants'  Defence 
Association,  and  one  of  those  men  whom 
it  is  the  interest  of  the  landlords  to  pro- 
secute, put  in  prison,  and  punish.  An 
attempt  is  being  made  to  ruin  the  man. 
I  would  like  to  mention  one  more  case. 
The  son  of  a  widow  named  Ooen,  who 
was  evicted,  advised  his  mother  to  ask 
the  bailiffs  to  show  their  warrant,  and 
on  their  failing  to  produce  it  advised 
her  to  remain  in  her  house.  He  was 
sent  to  prison  for  one  month  on  the 
charge  of  inciting  his  mother  to  resist 
eviction.  It  is  really  difficult  to  believe 
that  these  things  actually  take  place. 
The  effect  which  these  oases  have  had 
upon  my  mind  is  to  make  me  believe 
that  many  persons  are  being  subjected 
to  the  grossest  injustice.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  some  of  these  persons  have 
made  themselves  disagreeable  to  the 
landlords.  From  information  that  has 
reached  me,  I  have  ascertained  that, 
notwithstanding  all  these  cases  of  hard- 
ship and  oppression,  the  tenants  of  Lord 
danricarde  are  perfectly  willing  to  come 
to  terms  with  their  landlord.  When 
I  first  visited  the  district  I  made  it 
a  'Special  condition  that  the  tenants 
shoiud  accept  anv  reasonable  offer  that 
might  be  made  tnem  to  settle  the  diffi- 
culty. During  the  short  time  that 
elapsed  between  my  first  and  second 
visits.  Lord  Clanrioarde  commenced  a 
new  ejectment  campaign,  and  issued,  I 
believe,  no  fewer  than  300  processes 
against  his  tenants.  It  was  under  those 
circumstances  that  I  had  been  called 
upon  by  the  noble  Lord's  tenants  to 
fulfil  my  promise  to  attend  the  meeting 
in  question.  In  the  address  which  the 
tenants  had  issued  they  expressed  them- 
selves as  being  ready  and  willing  to 
assent  to  any  reasonable  settlement 
which  might  be  suggested  on  the  part 
of  the  landlord,  and  based  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  reduction  of  rent  equivalent 
to  that  allowed  by  Irish  landlo»ls  gene« 
rally.  That  offer  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  has  been  steadily  refused  by  the 
landlord.  In  answer  to  that  appeal,  I 
went  over  to  Ireland  and  attended  the 

Mr,  Shaw  Zefevro 


meeting  which  has  been  referred  to.  It 
was  not  for  me  to  defend  the  action  of 
the  Oovemment  in  permittiog  that  meet- 
ing to  be  held ;  but  had  they  proclaimed 
it,  I  should  have  been  prepared  to  have 
held  it  notwithstanding.  I  only  received 
the  announcement  from  the  police  that 
the  meeting  would  not  be  interfered 
with  on  the  morning  of  the  meeting,  and 
the  Inspector  then  asked  my  advice  as 
to  what  course  the  police  should  adopt. 
My  advice  was  that  the  police  should  be 
withdrawn  altogether,  and  should  be 
confined  to  their  barracks  while  the 
meeting  was  being  held.  That  advice 
was  literally  followed,  with  the  result 
that  no  police  were  present,  and  the 
meeting  passed  off  in  a  most  orderly 
manner.  But  the  most  satisfactory 
result  of  the  announcement  of  the  in- 
tention to  hold  the  meeting  was  that 
two  hours  before  it  was  appointed  to  be 
held,  Lord  Olanricarde's  agent  issued  a 
notice  making  very  great  advances  upon 
his  previous  offers.  The  offer  was  made 
solate  tha  tl  was  unable  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  tenants  with  regard  to  it  before  the 
meeting  was  held ;  but  in  speaking  at 
the  meeting,  I  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  tenants  would  meet  the  offer  in  a 
conciliatory  spirit.  The  fact  that  the 
offer  had  been  made  induced  me  to  mo- 
derate considerably  the  language  which 
I  should  otherwise  have  used.  Since 
then  I  have  been  able  to  consider  the 
proposal  carefully  with  legal  assistance. 
I  consulted  on  this  point  one  of  the  ablest 
men  at  the  Irish  Bar— The  MaoDermot 
— who  is  also  a  considerable  landowner 
in  Sligo,  and  that  learned  gentleman 
told  me  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  new 
offer  thus  made  was  a  nugatory  and  a 
mere  "lawyer's  offer,"  made  rather  for 
show,  and  not  one  which  the  tenants  could 
be  expected  to  accept.  No  doubt,  on  the 
face  of  it,  it  was  a  considerable  advance 
in  the  shape  of  abatement,  but  it  was 
contingent  on  the  tenants  paying  the 
whole  of  the  arrears.  Not  one  out  of 
50  tenants  could  do  that.  It  was  also  to 
apply  only  to  tenancies  under  £50  a-year 
other  than  judicial  rents,  and  nothing 
was  said  on  the  important  subject  of 
the  re-instatement  of  evicted  tenants.  In 
these  circumstances,  therefore,  I  am  not 
at  all  surprised  that,  eventually,  the 
tenants  have  rejected  the  offer.  What 
I  want  now  to  do  is  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment what  they  propose  to  do?  We 
have  to  face  a  very  serious  conflict  in 
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this  part  of  the  coimtiy.    On  tbe  one 
hand  we  have  this  wealthy  Feer,  not 
dependent  on  his  Irish  property,  but 
with  vast  means  elsewhere.     On  the 
other  hand  we  have  this  vast  body  of 
tenantry,  willing  and  anxious  to  come  to 
a  just  settlement,  who  are   unable  to 
come  to  terms  with  their  landlord.     I 
venture  to  hope  that  this  question  may 
still  be  dealt  with  by  legislation  in  this 
House.    My  belief  is  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  expect  an  agreement  between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenantry  of  this 
district,  and  it  is  only  to  legislation  that 
we  can  look  for  the  purpose  of  averting 
a  difficulty  of  a  most  serious  character. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
a  precedent  for  dealing  with  this  case. 
An  adjoining  property  to  Lord  Olanri- 
carde's  has   recently  come  under  the 
Landed  Estates  Courts  in  Ireland — not 
the  Land  Commission — on  the  petition 
of  the  creditors  of  the  owner  for  sale. 
On  the  estate  coming  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court  it  has  power  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  rent  and  of  arrears. 
The  tenants  were  three  years  in  arrears 
with  their  rents,  very  much  as  Lord 
Clanricarde's    tenants    are,    and    they 
applied  in  a  body  to  the  Court  for  an 
abatement  of  those  arrears.    The  Judge 
of   that   Court  having  jurisdiction  m 
the  case,   after  hearing    the    landlord 
and  his  creditors,  has  given  an  abate- 
ment amounting  to  33  per  cent  of  the 
arrears  due,  with  time   for  payment. 
We    have    here  a   judicial  system  of 
settling  the  affairs  of  a  property  adjoin- 
ing Lord  Clanricarde's,  and  my  confident 
belief  is  that  a  similar  settlement  im- 
posed by  judicial  authority  would  settle 
this  conflict.    I  would  venture  again  to 
allude  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.    I  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  Government  that  they  should  take 
him  into  their  counsel  ana  should  deal 
with  this  case  on  the  principle  which  he 
had  laid  down — that  they  should  deal 
with  it  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  people, 
just  as,  when  &eyaealt  with  the  Crofters' 
Question,  they  dealt  with  it  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  Scotch  Members.    In  the  crofters' 
case  tlie  Commission  had  jurisdiction  in 
the  case  of  arrears,  and  they  have  swept 
away  52  per  cent  of  the  arrears.    My 
belief  is  that  that  is  the  true  way  of 
dealing  with  this  case.    If  the  Qovem- 


ment  would  act  as  I  suggest,  under  the 
Coercion  Act  the  Resident  Magistrates 
would  have  no  more  to  do,  and  the  Act 
would  become  a  dead  letter.  I  have  only, 
therefore,  to  conclude  by  expressing  my 
hope  that  the  Government  will  meet  my 
Motion  by  some  announcement  of  their 
intention  to  deal  with  the  question  by 
legislation.  If  they  will  do  so  I  shall 
most  gladly  withdraw  my  Alotion.  If  not 
I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  press  it,  and  shall 
leave  to  the  Government  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  further  troubles  which  I 
fear  may  occur  in  Ireland  when  the 
evictions  now  threatened  take  place.  In 
any  case  it  is  my  confident  belief  that 
when  the  people  of  this  country  tho- 
roughly understand  the  case,  they  will 
not  permit  the  forces  of  the  Crown,  or 
the  taxes  of  the  nation,  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  Lord  Clanri- 
carde  to  carry  out  such  wholesale  evic- 
tions and  disturb  the  whole  district. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  parafijaph  11,  to  insert  the  words,— 
"That  this  Houso  hamhly  expresses  to  Her 
Majesty  its  regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in 
Tour  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  any 
measure  ifor  Ireland  which  shall  aeal  with  the 
arrears  of  excessive  and  unjust  rents  which 
have  accumulated  in  many  cases  during  the  last 
two  years  of  agricultural  depression  from  the 
inability  of  tenants  to  pay  them,  and  which 
shall  prerent  the  wholesale  eviction  of  tenants 
which  is  threatened  in  the  district  of  Loughrea 
and  Woodford."— (ifr.  Shaw  Ltfevrt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  tiiere  inserted." 

Thb  chief  8E0EETART  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  Before  I  come  to  the  auto- 
biographical part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  he  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  deal  with  one  or  two  sub- 
jects in  his  address  which  appear  to  me, 
I  must  confess,  to  have  very  small  rela- 
tion either  to  the  Amendment  or  to  the 
main  body  of  his  remarks.  He  gave  us 
a  short  analysis  of  a  Return  which,  I 
think,  he  told  us  he  had  privately  pre- 
pared, or  privately  printed,  with  regard 
to  the  working  of  the  Crimes  Act.  ^om 
this  Return  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deduced  the  conclusion  that  one-third, 
at  least,  of  the  crime  the  Government 
had  been  punishing  in  Ireland  would,  if 
I  understood  him  rightly,  not  be  crime 
under  any  other  law  than  the  Act  passed 
last  year.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  me  the  honour  to  listen  to  the  speech 
I  delivered  last  Friday  night,  ho  would 
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have  found  that  not  one-tbird  but  one- 
balf  of  the  prosecutions  initiated  by 
Lord  Spenoer  were  in  respect  of  of- 
fences under  the  Coercion  Act.  Tbere- 
forOt  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  alle- 
gations were  true  with  regard  to  us,  the 
comparison  was  a  favourable  one,  and 
need  not  weigh  heavily  upon  the  con- 
science of  the  Government.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  entirely  dispute  the  accuracy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures, 
and  I  entirely  deny,  even  if  sections  6 
and  7  of  the  Act  passed  last  year  created 
fresh  offences — which  I  do  not  admit — 
that  one-third  of  the  prosecutions  under 
the  Act  were  directly  or  indirectly  under 
those  sections.  On  some  future  occasion 
I  shall  challenge  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man to  substantiate  his  allegation  in 
more  detail.  [Mr.  Shaw  Lbfey&e  :  Give 
us  a  Betum.J  I  have  given  a  Beturn 
showing  what  prosecutions  arose  directly 
or  indirectly  under  Sections  6  and  7.  It 
is,  however,  impossible  to  distinguish 
offences  which  arose  under  Sections  6 
and  7  from  those  which  come  under 
other  parts  of  the  Act.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  Boycotting 
the  police,  which,  he  said,  consisted 
in  refusing  to  supply  them  with  turf. 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
evidence  which  was  given  in  the  Blunt 
trial  ?  Has  he  read  the  evidence  of  the 
police  inspector  showing  that  he  was  re- 
fused bread  for  his  sick  child?  If  he 
has  not  read  the  evidence  in  the  Blunt 
trial,  considering  that  has  been  the  main 
substance  of  his  indictment  against  the 
Government,  what  aro  we  to  think  of 
the  pains  with  which  he  has  prepared 
the  case  he  has  put  before  the  House  ? 
If  on  the  other  hand  he  has  read  that  evi- 
dence, what  are  we  to  think  of  his  candour 
when  he  tells  us  that  Boycotting  the 
police  only  consisted  in  refusing  them 
turf?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  refer  to  the  sentences  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  after  convictions  in  1886. 
I  was  amazed  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  speak  of  the  case  in  the  way 
he  did,  as  the  gentleman  who  tried  the 
case  is  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench.  He  was 
fully  cognizant  of  the  state  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  distinctly  referred  to  it  in  his 
recent  charge.  Moreover,  the  sentences 
were  passed  after  trials  held  with  a 
jury  under  the  ordinary  law.  I 
thought  we  were  always  being  at- 
tacked  because   we   had   a    Coercion 
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Act  under  which  these  things  were 
not  brought  before  a  Judge  and  jury, 
but  before  Besident  Magistrates;  yet 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  gives  as  the 
worst  instance  he  can  find  the  sentences 
passed  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  with 
the  assistance  of  a  jury.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  hail  our  Coercion  Act  as  a  remedial 
measure.  As  regards  arrears,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  his  method 
of  dealing  with  them.  He  has  alluded 
to  the  Crofters'  Act  passed  two  years  ago, 
and  seems  to  think  that  that  furnishes  an 
analogy  for  some  proceeding  he  desires 
to  be  taken  now.  I  may  remind  him 
that  the  Crofters'  Act  really  fur- 
nishes no  analogy  with  regard  to  the 
legislation  he  wishes  to  see  adopted. 
Bightly  or  wrongly,  the  Crofters'  Act 
provided  that  when  a  crofter  applied  for 
a  revision  of  his  rent,  but  only  then,  he 
could  have  his  arrears  dealt  with.  Like 
the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  its  object  was  to 
start  the  new  Land  Bill  fairly,  and  to 
enable  the  tenants  to  come  into  Court 
without  arrears;  but  not  even  in  the 
Act  of  1 882  nor  in  the  Crofters'  Act  is 
there  any  provision  under  which  a  crofter 
should  at  any  subsequent  time  be  re- 
lieved of  his  arrears  by  the  Court.  The 
dealing  with  arrears  is  a  preliminary 
process,  and  the  true  analogy  to  what 
was  done  by  the  Crofters'  Act  is  not  any 
new  Act  which  would  be  passed  now,  but 
what  was  done  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.E.  Glad8tone)under  the  Arrears  Act  of 
1882.  That  Act  gave  the  tenant  a  new 
start  before  having  his  rent  fixed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  contem- 
plate in  the  Act  of  1882  any  machin- 
ery by  which  arrears  might  from  time 
to  time  be  wiped  out,  nor  was  any 
similar  machinery  contemplated  in  the 
Crofters'  Act.  Therefore,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  seven  years  after 
tenants  have  been  given  the  right  to 
apply  to  Court  for  fair  rents  to  be  fixed, 
asks  for  machinery  to  be  created  to  deal 
with  the  arrears  which  have  accumulated 
under  the  fair  rents  so  fixed.,  he  entirely 
departs  from  the  analogy  he  himself 
seto  up  with  regard  to  the  Crofters'  Act 
of  1886.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talks  as  if  all  arrears  which  have  oc- 
curred in  consequence  of  the  bad  times 
of  1885-86  were  what  he  is  pleased  to 
term  them,  unjust  arrears.  He  has 
used  that  expression  over  and  over  again. 
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Hifl  statement  is  that  tbougli  fair  rents 
were  fixed  in  1882  or  in  1883,  if  two  or 
three  years  after  they  were  fixed  an 
alteration  in  prioes  occurred  so  that  for 
two  years  farming  became  unprofitable 
under  those  rents,  the  arrears  so  accumu- 
lated were  unjust.  [''  Hear,  hear ! "  and 
Home  Rule  eheereJ]  That  statement  is 
accepted  by  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way. Is  it  accepted  by  Gentlemen 
above  the  Gangway?  [^Cheere,']  If  it 
is,  I  ask  them  under  what  pretence  they 
ever  asked  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  In  that 
Act  they  fixed  the  contract  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  which  was  de- 
scribed by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  the 
fairest  possible  contract,  and  contracts 
under  that  Act  were  to  last,  under  legis- 
lative sanction,  for  15  years.  Now, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recom- 
mended that  measure  to  the  House,  did 
it  never  enter  into  his  contemplation, 
did  he  never  conceive  it  possible,  that 
ther^  might  be  bad  times  lasting  for  two 
years  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Only  10 
per  cent  of  Lord  Clanricarde's  tenants 
hold  under  judicial  rents. 

Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  of  that.  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when 
you  are  dealing  with  judicial  tenants 
the  arrears  accumulating  in  1885-86  are 
not  unjust  arrears  ?  Is  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  contontion  ?  [No  re- 
ply.] The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
mains silent.  Then  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
it  worth  while  to  interrupt  me.  I  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway, 
did  they  really  and  truly,  when  they 
passed  the  Act  of  1881,  never  contem- 
plate as  within  the  bounds  of  possibility 
that  bad  seasons  or  a  fall  in  prices 
might  occur,  which  for  two  years  in  suc- 
cession would  make  farming  unprofit- 
able under  rents  which  were  '^  the 
fairest  possible,"  and  fixed  for  15  years 
by  the  Act  of  1881  ?  If  they  did  not 
contemplate  that  possibility,  what  do 
they  mean  by  saying  that  arrears  accu- 
mulating in  1885  -  6  under  judicial 
rents  are  unjust  arrears  ?  If  they  did 
contemplate  it,  how  dared  they  compel 
landlord  and  tenant  to  contract  for 
fifteen  years  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  interpolated  an  observation 
that  90  per  cent  of  Lord  Olanricarde's 


tenants  have  never  gone  into  the 
Oourt;  and  that  brings  me  to  Lord 
Olanricarde.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  accept  Lord  Olanricarde  as  the  ex- 
treme type  of  the  bad  Irish  landlord. 
At  all  events,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
I  am  quite  ready  to  base  my  observa- 
tions on  the  theory  that  no  worse  land- 
lord eziste  in  Ireland  than  Lord  Olan- 
ricarde—to  assume  that  he  is  as  hard 
and  as  selfish  a  man  as  he  is  represented 
as  being.  Let  us  assume  that  all  the 
invective  directed  against  him  is  de- 
served, and  then  let  us  really  see  whe- 
ther it  be  true  that  all  the  disorder  in 
Loughrea  is  due  to  him,  and  that,  by 
parity  of  reasoning,  all  the  disorder  in 
Ireland  is  due  to  the  other  bad  land- 
lords. The  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  90  per  cent  of  Lord 
Olanricarde's  tenants  do  not  hold  under 
judicial  rents  is  very  relevant ;  because 
why  do  they  not  so  hold?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  other  day,  in 
a  letter  to  The  Timee,  answered  the 
question  when  he  said  that  Lord  Olan- 
ricarde's rente  were  so  little  above  what 
the  Land  Oommissioners  were  fixing 
that  it  was  not  worth  the  while  of  his 
tenanto  going  into  Oourt. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  also 
added  a  good  many  other  things.  I 
also  steted— 
Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added  other  things ;  but  the 
only  admission  I  want  at  this  moment  is 
that  Lord  OlaDricarde's  rente  were  not 
materially  above  the  fair  rents — the 
fairest  of  all  contracts— fixed  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881.  That  is  the  ma- 
terial point.  Then  I  understend  that 
most  of  Lord  Olanricarde's  tenante  went 
through  the  years  1882,  1883,  and  1884 
upon  rents  which,  upon  that  hypothesis, 
were  fair  rents.  Then  came  the  bad 
years  of  1885-86 ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  justified  all  the  acte  of 
Lord  Olanricarde's  tenante  on  the 
ground  of  hard  times.  If  that  had  been 
so,  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
agitation  would  have  been  after  both 
these  bad  years  occurred.  But  the  dis- 
orders began  before  that ;  and  I  think 
the  House  should  really  have  some 
account  of  what  has  happened  at 
Loughrea,  in  order  that  hon.  Members 
may  fully  appreciate  how  much  is  due 
to  the  landlords  and  how  much  is  due 
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to  other  oanses.    I  liave  not  a  word  to 
say  for  Lord  Olanrioarde.    I  am  not 

Soing  to  utter  a  eingle  word  in  bis 
efenoe  ;  but  I  think  an  impartial 
study  of  the  facts  connected  with  the 
Loughrea  district  will  show  that  in  that 
estimable  body  of  men  who  have  con- 
spired together  to  make  that  district  a 
hell  upon  earth  and  a  disgrace  to  civili- 
satiouy  Lord  danricarde  is  not  the  worst 
or  nearly  the  worst.  If  the  disorders 
were  due  to  high  rents  on  Lord  Olanri- 
carde's  part,  I  presume  the  disorders 
would  not  have  arisen  until  after  the  bad 
times  of  1885-86,  when  it  was  difficult  for 
the  tenants  to  pay.  But  when  did  the 
disorders  begin  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact 
they  began  in  1881,  and  they  began,  not 
at  the  instance  of  persons  who  wanted 
rational  abatements  of  rents  in  these 
hard  times,  but  they  began  as  a  regular 
agitation  against  landlordism  in  the 
abstract.  On  the  6th  of  January,  1880, 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Galway  (Mr. 
Harris)  used  these  words  :  —  *'  The 
landlord  system  is  a  most  unjust  one, 
and  anyone  paying  rent  will  be  a  sup- 

Sorter  of  injustice.  It  should  be  put 
ovn,  even  with  loss  of  life."  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Galway  was  one 
of  the  most  active  members  first  of  the 
Land  League  and  then  of  the  National 
League. 

Mb.  HABHIS  (Galway,  E.):  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
foundation  he  has  for  that  statement  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Which— the 
quotation,  or  the  statement  that  he  is  a 
member  of  the  National  League  ? 

Mb.  H  abb  is  :  The  quotation. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  quotation 
is  from  the  official  Government  report. 

Mb.  HARRIS :  I  deny  that  report 
most  indignantly. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  On  the  24th  of 
March,  1881,  the  same  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  indignantly  denied  one  re- 
port of  his  speech,  in  another  speech 
said— 

"  Before  I  conclade  I  woald  like  to  remind 
you  to  beware  of  the  land-grabber.  I  am  told 
there  is  one  named  Kennedy.  .  .  Keep  away 
from  him,  for  his  very  breath  is  contaminated. 
He  is  a  disgrace  not  only  to  the  locality,  but  to 
all  Ireland," 

On  the  15th  of  November,  1885^that 
is  to  say  before  the  two  years  of  bad 
times— the  same  hon.  Gentleman  at  a 
meeting  at  Portumna  advised  the  ten- 
ants to  demand  a  reduction  of  50  per 
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cent,  and  if  they  did  not  get  it  to  stick  to 
their  money. 

Mb.  HABBIS  :  I  never  made  use  of 
any  such  expression. 

Mb.  a.  J .  BALFOUB :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  very  much  traduced 
by  the  official  reporter. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Did  any  newspaper  report  those 
speeches  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKEB :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  What  are  the 
offences  which  occurred  in  this  district 
corresponding  with  the  time  of  the  de- 
livery of  the  speeches  to  which  I  have 
referred  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I  am 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  I  think  what  he  is  doing  is 
a  distinct  breach  of  the  Bules  of  this 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
about  to  found  certain  arguments  on 
statements  which  he  attributes  to  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House.  Two  at 
least  out  of  the  three  statements  he  has 
read  have  been  denied  as  correct  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  your  presence  and 
before  the  House.  I  wish  to  ask.  Sir,  as 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  justified  in  founding  argu- 
ments on  the  accuracy  of  statements  in- 
dignantiv  denied. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  No  point  of  Order, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  arises. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  In  13  months, 
from  May,  1881,  to  June,  1882,  there 
were  no  less  than  six  murders  in  this 
district 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Oork):  What  are 
the  dates  of  the  alleeed  speeches  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  first 
speech  was  delivered  on  the  6th  of 
January,  1880,  and  the  second  speeoh 
on  the  24  th  of  March,  1881,  and  the 
first  murder  was  committed  on  the  12th 
of  May,  1881.  Now,  I  want  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  these  barbarous 
and  horrible  murders  occurred  in  the 
district  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  has  taken  under 
his  especial  protection,  before  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde  can  be  accused  of  levying  unjust 
rents,  and  that  only  two  of  them  were  con- 
nected with  Lord  Olanricarde's  property. 
On  the  3rd  March,  1886,  another 
horrible  murder  occurred — that  of  a 
man  named  Finlay,  a  process-server,  who 
was  not  in  Lord  Clanricarde's  service  at 
all.     I  think  that  when  we  are  de- 
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bating  how  far  eyexything  that  liaa  hap- 
pened at  Woodford  is  to  be  attributed  to 
Lord  Olanrioarde,  these  facts  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  as  I  understood  it, 
was  a  defence  of  his  recent  performance 
in  Oalway,  seasoned  with  oom^aints 
that  he  was  not  treated  like  Mr.  31unt. 
He  seemed  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  the  OoTcrnment  were  alraid  to 
deal  with  so  formidable  a  statesman  as 
himself.  He  became  quite  irritable  when 
he  contended  that  if  Mr.  Blunt  deserved 
arrest,  he  should  have  been  arrested 
too,  and  he  tells  us  that  if  he  had  been 
in  Ireland  at  the  same  time  as  Mr. 
Blunt  he  would  have  done  everything 
that  Mr.  Blunt  did,  and  would  now 
be  sharing  with  Mr.  Blunt  in  the 
sweets  of  martyrdom.  But  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  difference  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proceedings 
and  those  of  Mr.  Blimt.  In  the  first 
place,  he  took  every  precaution  be- 
forehand to  explain  to  the  Government 
and  the  world  at  larffe  that  his  mission 
was  not  a  mission  of  indignation,  but  a 
mission  intended  to  induce  the  tenants 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  with  their 
landlord.  A  gentleman  who  took  a 
prominent  part  in  that  meeting  indeed 
took  the  trouble  of  going  to  that  centre 
of  corruption,  Dublin  Castle,  to  explain 
to  the  bloated  officials  there  that  the 
great  object  of  the  meeting  was  to  pro- 
mote a  settlement — that  if  the  meeting 
was  held  a  settlement  would  be  probably 
arrived  at,  but  that  if  it  was  not  held 
there  would  be  no  settlement.  Now,  I 
am  free  to  confess  that  no  stronger  bribe 
could  be  offered  to  me  or  any  one  hold- 
ing my  position  than  the  prospect  of  a 
settlement  on  this  or  any  other  estate. 
There  is  nothing  that  we  more  desire, 
and  if  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
the  trouble  of  proclaiming  his  loyal  and 
peaceable  intentions,  he  need  not  be 
disappointed  if  we  take  him  at  his 
word. 

Mb.  SHAW  LBFEVRE :  Mr.  Dick- 
son  had  no  authority  whatever  from  me 
to  make  any  communication  to  the 
Oastle. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFODB:  I  never  said 
he  had.  But  Mr.  Dickson  was  one  of 
the  principal  persons  who  took  part  in 
the  meeting,  and  he  did  go  to  the 
Oastle  to  make  the  explanation  to 
which  I  have  referred.  But,  apart 
from  this,  were  the  circumstances  at- 


tending the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
meeting  at  all  analogous  to  those  of  Mr. 
Blunt  ?  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attend  a  midnight  meeting  in  defiance  of 
a  proclamation,  in  the  course  of  which 
the  telegraph  wires  were  cut  and  the 
proclamation  issued  in  the  Queen's  name 
burnt  and  held  up  to  ridicule  —  a 
meeting  held  to  celebrate  the  anniver- 
sary of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  which  has 
been  pronounced  by  Ohief  Baron  Palles 
as  so  illegal  in  itself  that  the  fact  that  a 
meeting  is  held  to  promote  it  renders 
such  meeting  ipw  facto  illegal  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attended  no  such  meet- 
ing. Would  he  have  taken  part  in  any 
such  meeting?  He  expresses  himself 
an  admirer  of  Mr.  Blunt's  proceedings. 
Would  he  have  imitated  Mr.  Blunt  in 
that  respect?  But  not  only  was  Mr. 
Blunt's  meeting  preceded  by  an  illegal 
midnight  meeting,  but  there  were  evic- 
tions actually  going  on  at  the  time  at 
which  violent  resistance  was  being 
offered  to  the  bailiffs.  That  circumstance 
constitutes  a  distinct  and  vital  difference 
between  Mr.  Blunt's  meeting  and  the 
meeting  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Perhaps  he  shares  Mr.  Blunt's  views, 
who,  when  on  cross-examination  he  was 
asked  whether  he  felt  any  indignation 
at  the  assaults  on  the  police,  and  at  the 
throwing  of  burning  turf  at  them,  said 
that  he  could  not  say  he  did.  Gentlemen 
holding  these  views  may,  where  resist- 
ance to  the  police  is  proceedinff,  be  very 
formidable.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman hold  these  views  ?  I  notice  that, 
whereas  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
ready  enough  to  rise  up  and  make 
irrelevant  interruptions,  yet  when  I  ask 
him  for  an  answer  to  a  plain  question 
he  remains  silent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  a  great  deal 
to  his  experience  and  knowledge 
of  this  district,  and  I  notice  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeals 
to  the  experience  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  J'insbury  (Mr.  Eowlands)  who,  with 
Mr.  Blunt,  proceeded  to  Ireland  to  in- 
vestigate the  merits  of  the  dispute  be- 
tween Lord  Glanricarde  and  his  tenants, 
and  whom  he  described  in  a  letter  to 
The  Timee  as  ''  high-minded  English- 
men." I  have  no  power  of  measur- 
ing the  elevation  of  their  minds,  but 
but  I  have  the  means  of  measuring  the 
depth  of  their  ignorance.  It  comes  out 
in  every  word  of  their  cross-examination. 
They  did  not  know  what  went  on  at  the 
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meeting  at  which  thej  were  themselyes 
present.  They  did  not  know  about  the 
proclamation  being  burnt,  and  they  did 
not  know  the  meaning  of  their  own 
Bpeeohes.  Mr.  Blunt  was  ignorant  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Ck)rk  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  oaid,  and  he  did 
not  know  the  meaning  of  what  he  said 
himself,  for  when  Mr.  Blunt  was  asked 
what  he  meant  by  congratulating  the 
people  on  "  their  great  victory  "-  he  said 
upon  oath  he  did  not  know.  Nor  did  Mr. 
Blunt  appear  to  know  the  character  of 
those  with  whom  he  associated.  The 
right  hon.  G-entleman  has  told  the  House 
a  great  deal  about  a  person  named  John 
Boche,  whom  he  represented  as  a  person 
who  had  been  persecuted  by  a  orutal 
Coercion  Government.  This  man,  re* 
ferring  to  a  person  who  was  to  be  Boy- 
cotted, said — **  You  have  a  tyrant  to 
crush  to-day.  Throttle  him,  and  do  not 
let  him  go  until  you  knock  the  glass  eyes 
out  of  his  head  " — referring  to  the  fact 
that  the  man  wasblindof  one  eye.  He  also 
made  a  speech  directed  against  the  man 
Finlay,  who  was  murdered  soon  after- 
wards— a  speech  which  I  can  only  inter- 
pret as  a  practical  incitement  to  the 
murder  of  that  man.  That  is  one  of 
the  men  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  under  his  protection  and  with 
whom  Mr.  Blunt  associated. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  quote  the 
speech  which  he  said  was  an  incitement 
to  assassination. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  quote 
from  the  Charge  of  the  Chief  Baron. 
He  said — 

*'  John  Roche,  who  was  one  of  the  leading 
spirits  in  Woodford  on  the  23rd  of  October, 
1887,  said  they  had  their  Balaclava  (a  nick- 
name for  Finlay)  that  day,  but  ti^e  people 
would  have  their  Fontenoy  another  day." 

I  must  explain  that  the  hattle  of  Fonte- 
noy is  regarded  as  a  victory  won  by  Irish- 
men over  Englishmen,  and  it  is  therefore 
always  hailed  with  satisfaction  at  Na- 
tionalist meetings.  The  Chief  Baron 
went  on — 

"I  do  not  know  whether  they  consider  it  was 
their  Fontenoy,  bnt  within  a  period  of  two 
short  months  uiat  unfortunate  man  was  with  > 
out  a  moment's  notice  sent  before  his  Creator, 
and  within  half -an-hour  after  his  dead  body 
had  been  riddled  with  shots,  his  widow  was 
publicly  groaned  and  hooted  through  the  streets 
of  Woodford.  Oh,  what  a  lesson  for  modera- 
tion of  language ! " 

That  was  what  he  relied  on  as  showing 
Mr.  A,  J,  Bal/aur 


the  nature  of  Roche's  speech.  I  hare 
quoted  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  Baron, 
and  I  say  that  speech  was  followed  by 
the  assassination  of  the  man  to  whom 
it  referred,  which  fully  justifies  me 
in  saying  what  I  have  said.  Besides 
Mr.  John  Boche  there  was  upon 
the  platform  with  Mr.  Blunt  Mr. 
Francis  Tully,  who  appears  to  haye 
been  the  host,  the  Jidus  Achates,  the 
guide,  philosopher,  and  friend  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  Mr.  Francis 
Tully  in  one  speech  said 

Mb.  T.  M.HEALY:  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  ask  you  what  connection  there 
is  between  a  speech  of  Mr.  Tully  and 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  On  the  point 
of  Order  I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I 
am  only  following  in  the  footsteps  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  trying  to 
investigate  tlie  circumstances  of  the  dis- 
trict. Tully  is  a  man  who  recommended 
*'  leaden  pills''  for  obnoxious  landlords, 
and  on  account  of  that  recommendation 
he  has  been  nicknamed  *'  the  Doctor," 
and  is  known  universally  by  that  name. 
Of  this  man,  who  was  the  associate  of 
these  Englishmen  in  Ireland,  the  Chief 
Baron  had  said  that  if  there  was  an 
indictment  against  him  for  incitement 
to  assassination  on  account  of  such 
words,  there  was  not  a  Judge  in  the 
land  who  would  withhold  it  from  the 
jury.  Tully,  like  Boche,  took  a  lead- 
ing part  in  Boycotting  Mr.  Lewis.  The 
Chief  Baron  also  said  with  regard  to 
Tully  that  if  Mr.  Blunt  had  been  fur- 
nished with  a  report  of  his  speeches,  he 
would  Eooner  cut  off  his  right  hand  than 
sit  down  to  table  with  him  or  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  him.  These  are  the 
men,  even  more  than  the  Clanricardes, 
who  have  made  the  Loughrea  district 
a  by- word,  and  which,  if  he  knew  of 
them,  would,  I  think,  appal  even  Mr. 
Blunt.  I  believe  that  a  complete  cure 
for  such  things  would  not  be  found  in 
any  legislation  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  speech  of  an  hour  and 
three  quarters 

Sir  GEORGE  TREYELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  :  An  hour  and  14 
minutes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  seemed 
to  me  longer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  for  an  hour  and  a  quarter, 
and  yet  he  made  no  allusion  whatever 
to  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  though  Wood- 
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ford  is  in  the  distriot  wherd  the  Plan  of 
Oampaiga  was  first  started.  Not  one 
word  indicating  condemnation  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  dropped  from  the 
right  hon.  Oontleman,  not  one  word 
indicating  condemnation  of  violence 
towards  the  police,  so  I  must  conclude 
that  he  agrees  with  Mr.  Blunt  in  think- 
ing that  violence  to  the  police  ought  not 
to  excite  his  righteous  indignation.  We 
had  a  great  deal  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  the  other  day  devoted  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  but  after  all  the 
discussion  on  the  subject  the  House  is 
but  imperfectly  acquainted  with  what  it 
is.  Of  its  illegality  we  have  now  ample 
judicial  testimony.  Two  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  have  expressed  the  opinion 
not  only  that  it  is  technically  illegal,  but 
that  it  is  a  gross  violation  of  personal 
liberty.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  did,  indeed,  allude,  in 
language  not  too  strong,  to  the  heavy 
penalties  which  the  defeated  had  to 
pay.  For  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  like 
war,  is  only  less  disastrous  to  those  who 
are  victorious  than  to  those  who  are 
defeated.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  said  that  when  the  Plan  was 
successful  a  vast  benefit  was  done  to  the 
tenantry.  I  absolutely  demur  to  the 
truth  of  that  proposition.  Nothing  can 
be  further  from  the  truth.  The  Plan  of 
Oampaign  carries  in  its  train  a  desola- 
tion and  ruin  hard  to  describe  and 
impossible  to  exaggerate.  A  National- 
ist newspaper,  The  Wexford  People,  has 
described  the  results  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.   It  said  that — 

"  ChaDges  many  and  serious  had  taken  place 
sinco  the  war  chest  was  looked  at  Coolgreany ; 
the  land  had  hecome  a  dreary  waste  and  was 
fast  falling  into  a  wilderness ;  the  hleating  ot 
sheep,  the  lowing  of  cattle,  were  no  longer 
heard ;  no  fire  burned  on  the  hearth,  nor  beam 
of  light  escaped  from  the  casement." 

What  had  happened  on  the  Cool- 
greany estate  had  necessarily  come  to 
pass  on  every  other  estate  in  the  like 
circumstances.  You  compel  the  land- 
lord to  evict ;  you  compel  him  to 
drive  out  the  ringleaders  of  the 
tenants.  Even  if  they  ultimately  win, 
and  the  landlord  gives  their  terms,  these 
men  are  kept  out  of  their  holdings  one, 
two,  or  three  years.  Nature  resumes 
lier  sway  over  the  fields  formerly  culti- 
vated; possibly,  in  some  cases,  their 
homes  are  pulled  down,  and  if  one  of 
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them  comes  back  he  finds  his  holding 
BO  deteriorated  in  quality  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  restore  it  to  its  ancient  condi- 
tion for  years  to  come.  Compare  this 
actual  working  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
with  the  roseate  description  of  it  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon).  That  hon.  Qentlcman 
said — 

'*  Would  they  not  he  hotter  of  with  their  30«. 
or  £2  a  week,  with  their  hands  in  their  pockets, 
amasing  themselves,  instead  of  living  in 
miserahle  cahins  for  the  benefit  of  the  land- 
lords ? »' 

I  believe  the  vision  or  bribe  thus  held 
up  to  them  has  turned  out  like  the  money 
in  The  Arabian  NighU,  which,  when 
put  in  the  drawer,  turned  into  paper. 
These  men,  instead  of  living  with  their 
hands  in  their  popkets,  amusing  them- 
selves, are  now  living  miserable  exiles 
in  hovels  on  some  neighbour's  lands; 
having  seen  their  own  holdiugs  gone  into 
a  state  of  nature  and  their  ancient  homes 
fallen  into  ruins  before  their  eyes.  Tho 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  is  a  very  conspicuous 
example  of  one  of  the  most  fallacious 
methods  of  reasoning  which  can  be 
adopted  in  politics.  He  has  chosen  a 
single  instance,  and  deduced  from  it  a 
general  conclusion.  Even  upon  that 
instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it 
would  be  folly  to  base  the  conclusion 
that  Irish  disorder  is  the  result  of  Irish 
landlordism.  This  House  hae  never 
been  in  the  past,  and  I  think  never  in 
the  future  will  be,  so  foolish  as  to  baso 
on  a  single  instance  great  projects  of 
legislative  change.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Act  of  last  year 
gave  but  very  little  relief  in  the  matter 
of  arrears.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
House  realizes  the  whole  of  the  relief 
given  to  the  Irish  tenant.  The  Irish 
tenant  has  gone  into  the  Land  Court  or 
he  has  not.  If  he  has  gone  in,  he  has 
had  a  fair  rent  fixed,  an^  even  that  is 
diminished  if  originally  fixed  before 
1885.  On  the  other  hand,  if  he  has  not 
gone  in,  it  is  in  his  power  to  go  in  at  any 
moment  and  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  But 
this  is  not  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man speaks  as  if  all  these  evils  had 
come  upon  Ireland  because  we  did 
not  take  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  But  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
dealt  only  with  arrears  of  judicial 
rents,  and,  therefore,  90  per  cent  of  the 
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Olanricarde  rents  would  not  be  touched* 
When  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  points 
to  the  notices  of  eviction  now  served 
upon  the  Olanricarde  and  other  estates, 
does  he  forget  that  the  Government  in- 
troduced a  clause  last  year  by  which  a 
stay  would  be  put  to  all  these  notices  if 
the  tenant  could  not  actually  pay,  except 
it  was  through  his  own  fault  ?  Notices 
of  eviction  in  Ireland  now  are,  there- 
fore, not  the  result  of  hardness  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord,  but  are  the 
consequence  and  the  measure  of  combi- 
nations on  the  part  of  the  tenants  not  to 
meet  their  just  obligations.  Any  man 
who  thinks  that  the  problem  we 
have  to  deal  with  in  Ireland  is  one 
of  Home  Rule,  or  a  simple  question 
of  putting  down  disorder,  is  utterly 
mistaken  in  his  diagnosis  of  the 
disease.  What  we  have  to  deal 
with  is  a  social  revolution  under  the 
mask  of  political  agitation.  Socialistic 
objects  are  being  striven  for  by  political 
methods.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  shut  their  eyes 
to  this  fact ;  but  if  they  will  only  ex- 
amine the  speeches  of  Michael  Davitt 
and  his  followers,  some  of  whom  are  far 
more  dangerous  than  himself,  they  must 
see  that,  under  the  specious  pretence  of 
a  political  agitation  in  support  of  that 
unstable  compromise  known  as  the  Home 
Rule  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite.  Socialistic  doctrines  are  bein^ 
spread  in  every  direotion.  The  rei3 
forces  at  work  are  partly  the  hereditary 
hatred  of  England,  partly  the  desire  of 
the  tenants  for  other  people's  property. 
I,  who  believe  that  the  laws  of  property 
were  not  invented  for  the  benefit  of  the 
rich,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  who 
believe  what  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Opposition  Gangway  do  not,  that  a  re- 
gard for  proper^  is  the  very  foundation 
of  all  enterprize  and  all  success,  I  am 
firmly  convinced  that  unless  some  steps 
are  taken,  and  successfully  taken,  for 
stopping  the  canker  which  is  eating  into 
the  veiy  heart  of  Ireland  at  this  moment, 
it  will  matter  little  what  Bills  you  may 
pass  either  for  Home  Rule  or  Separa- 
tion, for  enterprize  and  confidence  will 
be  extinguished  in  Ireland,  and  the 
people  who  will  suffer  most  of  all  are 
your  unhappy  dupes— the  tenantry  and 
labourers  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  must  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  on  having 
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aooomplishedanunheardoffeat^thefeat 
of  having  spoken  over  an  hour  upon  an 
Amendment,  and  never  having  said  any- 
thing about  it.  He  (Mr.  Healy) thought 
it  was  high  time  to  recall  the  House  to 
what  was  the  subject  before  it,  which 
he  took  to  be  the  arrears  of  rent  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  asked  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
the  arrears  of  rent,  went  into  certain 
speeches  delivered  in  1880,  and  made  a 
general  tirade  on  the  question  of  Home 
Rale  and  Socialism,  but  never  once 
touched  the  question  before  the  House. 
It  was  established,  then,  on  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Lord 
Olanricarde  was  a  man  for  whom  even 
the  Irish  Ohief  Secretary  could  not  say 
a  word. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR,  in  explanation, 
said,  he  had  expressed  his  readiness, 
for  the  sake  of  argument  only,  to  assume 
that  Lord  Olanricarde  was  the  very  worst 
of  landlords. 

Me,  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  anything 
could  be  said  for  Lord  Olanricarde,  why 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  say 
something  for  him  ?  They  had  it  estab- 
lished, as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  here  was 
a  landlord  proceeding  against  a  tenant 
in  such  a  way  that  he  (A&.  T.  M.  Healy) 
must  repeat  that  the  Irish  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, with  his  inordinate  respect  for  the 
rights  of  property,  and  his  declarations 
on  the  subject,  eould  not  say  one  word 
for  Lord  Olanricarde.  It  would  have 
been  more  relevant  and  germane  to  the 
question  that  they  shoiud  have  heard 
more  about  Lord  Olanricarde,  and  less 
about  Francis  TuUy  and  1881.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  the 
present  agitation  in  Galway  was  not  the 
result  of  the  present  action  of  Lord 
Olanricarde,  but  was  due  to  an  incendiary 
speech  delivered  so  far  back  as  1880. 
Oertainly  he  (Mr.  Healy)  was  surprised 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  go 
back  a  little  further — back  to  1872 — 
when  Lord  Olanricarde  declared  he  oould 
put  his  white  horse  in  for  Galway,  and 
not  being  able  to  put  in  his  white  horse, 
he  raised  the  rent  of  every  man  on  his 
estate  who  had  the  courage  to  support 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Oolonel 
Nolan),  who  was  returned  as  a  Home 
Ruler.  His  fellow-landlord.  Sir  Henry 
Burke,  did  the  very  same  thing,  and 
from  the  date  of  the  Galway  Election 
of  1872,  when  scores  of  tenants  were 
evicted,  and  scores  had  their  rentsraised, 
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from  tbat  day  the  trouble  in  Oalway 
commenced.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  understand  the  causes  of  the 
disorder,  for  he  stated  that  the  present 
state  of  things  was  not  due  to  land- 
lordism. What,  then,  did  it  spring  from  ? 
From,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  supposed,  the 
double  dose  of  original  sin  of  which 
they  had  heard.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman no  other  hypothesis  on  which  to 
work?  Surely,  if  he  saw  crime,  and 
misery,  and  disorder  in  the  country,  it 
was  only  reasonable  to  attribute  that 
in  some  degree  to  the  forces  working 
there.  Let  them  assume  that  every 
word  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
uttered  about  the  speeches  he  had  re- 
ferred to  was  true,  and  that  they  were 
incitements  to  assassination.  Did  he  mean 
to  convey  that  men  would  commit  assas- 
sination for  the  mere  wantonness  and 
fun  of  the  thing  ?  Let  them  take  that 
most  brutal  murder  of  Finlay.  Did 
he  believe  the  people  who  committed 
that  assassination  did  it  for  the  mere 
love  of  blood- spilling  ?  And  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  as  if 
there  was  something  inherent  in  the 
nature  of  the  people  of  the  County 
Oalway  to  account  for  this  state  of 
things  other  than  the  results  of  land- 
lordism. The  Chief  Secretary  had 
stated  a  number  of  facts  which,  in  his 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy's)  opinion,  entirely 
disposed  of  any  idea  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  understood  the  question 
about  \ihioh  he  attacked  other  people 
for  their  ignorance ;  and  he  would  say  to 
him  if,  when  he  went  to  Ireland,  instead 
of  going  to  lunch  with  the  Judges  in 
that  country,  he  had  sat  in  their  Courts, 
he  would  have  learned  more  than  he  did 
over  the  walnuts  and  the  wine  in  the 
Judge's  chamber.  With  regard  to  the 
case  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  to  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Predecessor  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  would  not  give  the 
assistance  of  soldiers  to  carry  out  evic- 
tions, it  was  now  admitted  that  he  was  a 
man  for  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  say  one  word ;  and  the  pro- 
blem he  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider was  this — Was  it  a  reasonable 
thing,  when  a  man  from  his  chambers 
in  the  Albany  could  desolate  an 
entire  district,  that  that  state  of  things 
should  be  allowed  to  continue?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  elo- 
quent on  the  desolation  wrought  by 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  he  waxed 
pathetic  over  the   misery  and  distress 


he  alleged  it  caused.  He  had  read  them 
an  extract  from  The  Wexford  People 
showing  how  the  Coolgreany  estate 
looked  after  the  Plan  of  Campaign; 
but  the  wonder  was  that  his  eyes  were 
not  turned  to  the  Clanricarde  estate 
after  the  evictions,  when  the  agent 
razed  the  houses  to  the  ground ;  or  to 
Glenbeigh,  after  the  agent  had  applied 
the  petroleum  can  to  the  roofs,  and 
where  evictions  were  again  proceeding 
yesterday ;  and  he  would  ask,  was  the 
alleged  desolation  wrought  by  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  to  be  compared  to  the 
desolation  and  slaughter  worked  by 
Lord  Clanricarde  and  men  like  the  land- 
lord of  Glenbeigh  ?  What  was  the  alter- 
native to  the  Plan  of  Campaign?  Evic- 
tion pure  and  simple.  They  had  either 
to  be  evicted  with  it,  or  without  it ;  and 
for  his  part,  if  he  was  an  Irish  tenant 
threatened  with  eviction,  he  would  rather 
be  evicted  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
with  his  Ynoney  in  his  pocket,  than  see 
the  house  razed  by  the  agent,  because 
the  landlord  would  not  accept  the  por- 
tion of  the  rent  he  could  pay,  and  which 
he  was  willing  to  offer  under  the  Plan. 
The  utmost  that  had  been  claimed  under 
the  Plan  was  30  per  cent ;  in  most  cases, 
he  thought,  20,  which  he  believed  was 
asked  on  the  Kingston  estate.  Was  he 
to  be  told  it  was  a  better  thing  for  the 
Irish  tenants  to  offer  the  landlords  what 
they  could  and  be  evicted  afterwards, 
or  not  to  be  evicted  at  all,  or,  if  evicted, 
retain  in  their  pockets  such  portion  as 
they  had  offered  of  the  rent  which  they 
could  still  afford  to  pay?  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  not  been  adopted  out 
of  lightness  of  heart.  The  tenants 
had  not  a  light  heart  when  eviction 
threatened,  and  the  gentlemen  who 
were  concerned  in  propagating  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  not  propagated  it  with 
a  light  heart.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  recognized  the  difficulties  of  tho 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  every  speech  of 
theirs  told  the  tenants  they  were  going 
into  a  desperate  fight ;  but  they  asked 
what  was  the  alternative.  And  surely, 
when  they  had  a  landlord  like  Lord 
Clanricarde,  who  rejected  such  a  peti- 
tion for  an  abatement  in  time  of  distress 
as  would  be  signed  by  leading  men  like 
Dr.  Healy,  the  Unionist  Bishop,  and  the 
rector,  with  scorn,  he  would  like  to  ask 
what  those  tenants  were  to  do  ?  What 
alternative  was  then  open  to  them  ?  What 
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course  was  open  to  the  tenants  of  a  harsh 
and  exacting    landlord   determined  to 
have  all  the  law  gave  him  hut  to  be 
evicted  or  to  adopt  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  Courts  were  open  to  them.     How 
were  they  open  ?    He  must  saj,  in  his 
opinion,  a  more  worthless  Bill  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  of  last  year 
to  effect  the   purposes  which  he  pro- 
claimed it  would  effect  in  dealing  with 
arrears  and  evictions,  and  a  more  ill- 
drafted  measure,  could  not  have  been 
devised.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  landlord  applied  to  the  Court  to  serve 
a  notice  of  eviction,  and  the  tenant  might 
then  be  heard  against  the  landlord's 
application.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  error,  for  there  was  nothing  at 
all  of  the  kind;  and  surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  regard  to  a  Bill 
he  himself  brought  forward,  ought  to 
have  some  elementary  acquaintance  with 
what  was  being  done  under  it.     There 
was  no  such  thing  as  an  application  by 
the  landlord  to  serve  his  eviction  notices. 
There    was    no    such    thing    provided 
for  as  an  application    by  the   tenant 
to  resist  an  eviction  notice.     Nothing 
of  the  kind  could  arise  under  the  Act. 
What  happened  was  simply  this.    The 
landlord  served  a  writ  on  the  tenant, 
claiming  possession  of  the  land,   and 
if  the  tenant  could  not  pay  he  would 
have  to   march.      Then   the    landlord 
served  an  eviction  notice,  and  the  ten- 
ant could  not   be  heard  in   the  least 
degree.     This  notice  was  not  issued  in 
the  open  Court,  and  personal  service  was 
not  even  required,  but  it  was  served  by 
letter.      It  was  not  even  necessary  to 
apply  to  the  Court  for  the  eviction  no- 
tice. The  landlord,  on  gettiog  judgment, 
issued  the  notice  himself.     He  cuuld  go 
to  the  stationer's  shop  and  buy  a  gross 
of  them.     They  might  be  ordered  at 
Smitli's  bookstalls,  and  filled  in  ad  hh. 
The   Chief  Secretary   had    vast    legal 
assistance  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  by 
his  side  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Trinity  College  (Mr. 
Madden),  whose  ability  was  appreciated 
in  Ireland,  and  why,  then,  could  he  not 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  ele- 
mentary facts  of   the   case  ?      Again, 
if  the  landlord  proceeded  by  way  of  an 
action  for  rent,  there  was  no  possibility 
of  having  the  arrears  made  payable  by 
instalments.  He  challenged  the  Govern- 
ment to  deny  that.      If  a  tenant  owed 
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him  rent,  and  he  brought  an  action  for 
the  rent,  there  was  no  means  of  putting 
a  stay  upon  it  in  the  sense  of  having  the 
arrears  made  payable  by  instalments. 
That  was  only  possible  in  actions  for 
possession.    It  was  quite  true  that  in 
the  case  of  an  action  for  rent  they  could 
have  a  stay  put  upon  the  sale  of  the 
tenant's    interest ;    but  what  did  that 
amount  to  ?    Although  they  could  put 
a  stay  upon  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  in- 
terest in  an  action  for  rent  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  the  seizure  of  his 
stock  under  a  judgment,  or,  without  going 
to  the  Court  at  all,  they  could  distrain 
for  every  cent  that  the  man  possessed ; 
so  that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  at  the 
present  moment,  the  instant  rent  was 
due,   could   seize  every  cow  a  tenant 
had,   and  the  Government   lent  them 
their  police  to  aid  and  assist  in  the 
work.      He  wondered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  refer  to  the  case  of 
Mrs.    Ourtin,    about    whose    unhappy 
bereavement  tears  almost  of  blood  had 
been  shed  on  the  Treasury  Bench.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  tell  them 
that  Lord  Kenmare  and  Lady  Kenmare 
got  up   a  fund  for   Mrs.  Curtin,  and, 
having  got  up  the  fund,  the  noble  Lord 
went  with  his  bailiffs  and  police,  and 
seized  her  cows  for  rent.     The  Govern- 
ment lent  Lord  Kenmare  their  police 
to  conduct  the  seizure  of    her  cattle, 
and   District    Inspector   Crane    hinted 
at  withdrawing  police  i)rotection  from 
her  and  her  family,   telling  her  that 
she  did  not  want  it,  now  that  Lord 
Kenmare    had    seized    her    cattle    for 
rent.     That    was    what    happened  in 
the  case  of  Mrs.  Curtin,  a  case  with 
regard  to  which  the  Government  had, 
through  the  medium  of  the  Irish  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union,  made  such  capital 
at  every  election.     Every  landlord  in 
Ireland    could    execute     similar    dis- 
traints,   and    there    was    no    law    to 
hinder  them.     He   asked,  then,   where 
were  the  supposed  remedies  under  this 
Act  of  1887  ?    In  the  first  instance,  it 
onlj  applied  to  the  tenants  of  £50  valua- 
tion and  under,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   said    that  included   the    mass 
of  the    Irish    tenants.       If  the    right 
hon.   Gentleman   took  the    trouble   to 
read   the   cases    before    the  Court  he 
would    find     out    his    mistake.       He 
would  give  an  illustration  afforded  by 
the  case  of  the  Earl  of  Desart  r.  Eliza- 
beth Townsend,  a  widow.    That   was 
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the  case  of  a  leaseholder  above  £50  of 
rent  to  whom  the  Act  of  last  year  did 
not  apply.  The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
in  its  humanity,  owing  to  the  piteous 
affidavit  of  this  widow  lady,  and 
the  oppression  she  proved  the  Earl  of 
Desart  had  perpetrated  upon  her,  came 
to  her  relief.  She  being  a  leaseholder, 
entitled  last  September  to  go  into  Court 
and  serve  an  originating  notice,  ven- 
tured to  serve  that  to  get  a  fair  rent 
fi^ed.  The  landlord  had  sent  a  bailiff 
down  to  tell  her  she  need  not  pay  the 
rent  until  after  the  Kilkenny  fair  in 
October.  She  owed  two  years  of  rack- 
rent,  and,  despite  the  bailiff's  message, 
long  before  the  date  was  fixed  she  got  a 
writ  for  the  rent  on  venturing  to  go  into 
the  Land  Court  under  last  year's  Act  to 
get  a  fair  rent  fixed  as  a  leaseholder. 
The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  out  of 
which  the  writ  issued,  said  they  would 
take  advantage  of  a  rule  in  the  Judi- 
cature Act,  and  would  postpone  for 
a  few  months  the  payment  of  her 
arrears.  The  landlord  took  his  case 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  there  it 
was  solemnly  decided  by  the  highest 
Court  in  the  land  that  in  cases  like  hers, 
arising  out  of  want  of  funds  on  the  part 
of  the  tenant,  and  against  whom  there 
was  no  allegation  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord  that  they  could  pay,  that  no 
power  resided  in  the  Courts  to  give 
the  slighest  relief.  That  being  so,  with 
what  countenance  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  House  that  all  the 
grievances  arising  in  Ireland  were  those  of 
oases  under  £50  valuation  ?  They  could 
never  hear  of  cases  of  over  £50  now  in 
the  Courts,  because  the  Courts  had  judi- 
cially decided  they  had  no  power  to  give 
relief.  What  was  the  tenant  to  do  ? 
To  grin  and  bear  it  and  be  evicted, 
or  else  join  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  stated  that  the  arrears'  provi- 
sion, such  as  that  in  the  Arrears'  Act 
of  1882,  or  the  Crofters'  Act  of  1886, 
was  inapplicable  to  the  present  state  of 
things,  because  in  1882  the  Arrears'  Act 
was  a  reasonable  thing,  as  then,  for  the 
first  time,  the  tenants  got  permission  to 
go  into  Court.  If  it  was  a  proper  thing 
to  give  the  Act  of  1881  a  fair  start, 
what  was  the  case  of  the  leaseholders 
who  were  admitted  in  1887  ?  If  there 
were  200,000  tenants  under  the  first 
Act,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
and  the  First  Lord  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 


have  boasted  that  113,000  tenants  could 
come  in  for  the  first  time  under  the  Act 
of  ]  887.  If  it  was  reasonable  to  give  an 
Arrears'  Act  for  200,000,  it  was  surely 
right  to  give  it  for  1 13,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
went  on  the  basis  that  because  it  was 
right  to  give  the  Act  of  1881  a  fair 
start,  because  it  promulgated  a  fair  rent 
system,  why,  then,  did  he  not  think  it 
equitable  to  give  the  Act  of  1887  a  fair 
start  as  regards  the  leaseholders  who  got 
then  for  the  first  time  the  right  to  go  into 
Court  ?  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
passed  the  Act  of  last  year,  admitting 
that  the  rents  fixed  under  the  Act  of 
1881  were  not  fair  rents.  He  passed  an 
Act  to  enable  the  Land  Commission  to 
reduce  for  three  years  rents  which  were 
paid  under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  yet  he 
said  that  these  rents  could  only  be  re- 
duced from  May  or  March  last,  and  that 
he  would  let  the  arrears  antecedent  to 
that  time  hang  like  a  millstone  around 
the  necks  of  these  unfortunate  people. 
While  admitting,  therefore,  that  the 
present  rents  were  unfair,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they  would 
insist  upon  the  arrears  of  those  same 
rents  being  enforced,  because  all  pre- 
vious rents  were  fair.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  often  brought  that  question  to  the 
notice  of  the  House.  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  never  let  a  year  pass,  or  a  debate  on 
the  Land  Act  Estimates  pass,  without 
protesting  against  the  character  of  the 
men  who  had  been  appointed  Sub-Com- 
missioners, and  the  exorbitant  rents 
fixed,  and  the  best  proof  of  the  unfair- 
ness of  the  rents  and  the  inequality  of 
their  decisions  was  the  passing  of  the 
measure  of  last  year ;  and  the  best  proof 
that  he  was  right  in  denouncing  the 
Commissioners  was  the  fact  that  the 
Government  had  been  obliged  to  take 
action  in  1887  to  lower  the  rents  fixed 
up  to  1886.  The  Chief  Secretary  talked 
of  the  Crofters'  Act,  which  had  been  in 
operation  only  a  few  months,  yet  the 
Crofters'  Act  enabled  tenants  to  wipe  out 
arrears  previous  to  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
ceive it  to  be  a  fair  thing  that  at  the 
present  moment  in  Ireland,  where  rents 
were  being  fixed  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission, that  that  fair  rent  should  not 
date  back  to  the  antecedent  arrears? 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  claimed  for  the  Irish 
leaseholders  that  their  revised  rents 
should  date  back  upon  every  penny  of 
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arrears.  That  was  a  reasonable  and  a 
logical  claioi.  It  could  be  founded  on 
legislative  enactments,  and  it  could  not 
bo  put  down  to  the  demands  of  agitators. 
AVas  it  not  an  appalling  thing  for  Irish 
Members  to  have  the  consciousness  that 
they  were  dealing  in  that  House  with 
Englishmen  so  ignorant  of  the  laws  they 
were  passing,  that  they  were  unable  to  re- 
cognize the  force  and  effect  of  those  laws? 
The  House  passed  a  measure  for  lease- 
holders giving  them  the  right  to  have 
fair  rents  fixed,  but  the  landlord  took 
advantage  of  pre-existing  arrears,  and 
then  by  Section  7  deprived  them  of  all 
benefits  of  the  Land  Acts  by  service  of 
a  notice  transforming  the  tenant  into  a 
caretaker.  To  tell  a  leaseholder  that  he 
could  go  into  Court,  leaving  his  arrears 
untouched  and  undealt  with,  and  then 
to  destroy  his  tenancy  by  one  of  those 
miserable  notices,  was  a  farce  and  a 
fraud  which  involved  the  man  in  law 
costs  without  yielding  him  any  benefit 
whatever.  A  most  interesting  docu- 
ment had  been  issued  to  Members  of 
Parliament  that  morning,  a  Report  of 
the  Crofter  Commission.  There  was 
going  on  in  the  North  of  Scotland 
exactly  the  same  controversy  which 
had  arisen  in  Ireland.  On  page  98  was 
given  a  Beturn  of  the  number  of  tenants 
dealt  with,  the  present  rent,  the  past 
rent,  the  amount  of  arrears,  and  how 
they  were  disposed  of.  It  appeared  the 
number  of  holdings  dealt  with  in  five 
counties — Sutherlandshire,  Ross,  Inver- 
ness, Argyllshire,  and  Caithness — was 
1,767.  In  Sutherland  the  reduction 
was  23}  per  cent ;  in  Ross,  26  ;  in  In- 
verness, 28^  per  cent ;  in  Argyllshire, 
26^ ;  and  id  Caithness  it  was  very  nearly 
4 1  per  cent.  Would  the  House  believe 
that  on  these  1,767  Scotch  holdings  no 
less  a  sum  was  wiped  off  by  the  Com- 
mission than  £  14,4 18  ?  If  that  was  the 
case  with  arrears  on  1,700  holdings  in 
Scotland,  what  would  it  be  in  Ireland 
with  113,000?  Why  should  not  they  be 
similarly  relieved?  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  great  reductions  made  in 
Ireland.  In  some  of  the  cases  already 
heard  rents  of  £18  had  been  reduced  to 
£5,  of  £60  to  £40,  of  £100  to  £40.  They 
had  these  reductions  of  rent  made  by  the 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Tory 
Government  under  the  jealous  eye  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Isle  of  Thanet  Division  of 
Kent  (Colonel  £ing-Harman)  and  Mr. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy 


Wrenc-i.  Colonel  Davies,  himself  one 
of  the  Government's  own  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, had  had  his  rents  reduced  by 
40  per  cent,  and  many  other  Sub-Com- 
missioners were  also  convicted  rack- 
renters.  Yet  they  felt  constrained  to 
make  enormous  redactions.  But  the 
arrears  of  the  old  impossible  rents 
which  they  cut  down  remained  undealt 
with.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  contended  that 
the  case  of  the  men  who  got  the  right 
to  go  into  Court  last  year  was  exactly 
on  all-fours  with  those  under  the  Act  of 
1881,  who  got  an  Arrears'  Act  in  1882. 
The  Chief  Secretary  thought  the  Act  of 
1881  a  needless  one.  Did  he  think  the 
Arrears'  Act  of  1882  a  needless  one? 
His  argument  seemed  to  assume  that 
both  Acts  were  needless.  Was  that  his 
opinion  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  not ; 
though  I  took  part  in  opposing  both 
Acts. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said,  that  being 
60,  he  could  only  wish  the  leaseholders 
much  comfort  from  the  Government  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  ques- 
tion put  to  him  was  whether  he  regarded 
them  as  having  been  unnecessary? 
In  Scotland,  where  there  were  no 
murders,  and  agitators,  and  outrages, 
and  dreadful  people  as  there  were 
in  Ireland,  the  crofters  had  obtained 
a  considerable  reduction  of  their 
rents ;  and  their  arrears  had  been 
reduced  60  per  cent.  He  would  be  con- 
tent with  men  of  the  calibre  of  the 
Scotch  Commissioners  to  decide  whether 
it  was  desirable  that  arrears  of  rent  in 
Ireland  should  be  wiped  out.  It  fol- 
lowed that  either  the  Crofters'  Commis- 
sion was  acting  wrongly  and  dishonestly, 
or  else  that  the  Chief  Secretary  was  ill- 
advised  or  misinformed.  It  had  not  been 
claimed  that  there  should  be  a  general 
wiping  out  of  arrears;  there  had  been 
nothing  of  the  kind  in  Scotland ;  but 
there  had  been  judicial  findings  that  the 
tenants  were  unable  to  pay.  The  wiping 
out  under  the  Act  of  1882  wasa  jucGciu 
wiping  out.  Surely  it  was  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  there  should  be  a  Court 
appointed  to  decide  whether  the  arrears 
were  such  as  the  tenant  was  able  or 
willing  to  pay,  and  they  pressed  the 
matter  no  further  than  to  ask  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  one  of  the 
Government's  own  Courts  appointed 
under  their  own  Administration.  Would 
anyone  believe  that  Mr.  Justice  Gibson 


1293  Address  %n  Answer  to  the  {Febbuaby  23,  1888}  Queen^s  Speeeh.'-Meport  1294 


would  be  likely  to  lean  to  the  tenant's 
side  rather  than  to  the  landlord's,  or 
that  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  would  not  hold 
the  balance  evenly,  or,  if  anything,  not 
leaning  to  the  tenant's  side  ?    Was  it 
not  a  reasonable  thing  that  they  should 
require  from    the  Oovemment  a  Bill 
enabling  the  Irish  Judges  to  deal  with 
the  terrible  question  of  arrears?    Did 
the  House  prefer  that  the  tenants  of 
Lord  Glanricarde  should  be  evicted,  and 
the  county  of  Galway  rendered  desolate  ? 
It  was  of  no  use  appealing  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,   who  had  what  was  known 
as  a  sysUme^  but  he  appealed  to  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
know  whether  his  demand  was  not  a 
fair  one  ?    The  speech  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary seemed  directed  to  the  Deptford 
Election    rather    than     the    question 
directly   at   issue.      He    (Mr.    Healy) 
thought  it  would  have  been  J)etter  for 
him  to  have  addressed  himself  to  the 
question,  rather  than  to  the  speeches  of 
Mr.  Francis  TuUy  or  what  was  said  by 
Matt  Harris  in  1880.     That  would  have 
been  better  than  a  miserable  rechauffe  of 
bitter  strife   in  years  gone    by,   with 
which  the  House  was  quite  familiar,  be- 
cause the  speeches  cited  on  the  Blimt 
trial  had  all   appeared    in    the  Dub- 
lin correspondence  of  The  Times.     He 
supposed  that  even  English  Members 
read    the    Dublin    correspondence    of 
that   journal.      [Sir    Eobert    Fowleb 
(London) :  I  do  not.]     He  was  glad  to 
have    that    admission   from    the   hon. 
Baronet,  because  in  that  case  his  know- 
ledge would  not  be  the  less,  nor  his 
bitterness  the  greater.     He    assumed, 
however,  that  the  general  body  of  Eng- 
lish Members  read  the  Dublin  corre- 
spondence of  The  TimeSy  and    so   they 
would  have  seen  before  the  quotations 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  hurled  at  the 
House  in  the  course  of  debate.     What 
did  they  come  to  ?    Suppose  he  or  any 
other  Irishman  made  a  foolish  speech 
eight  years  ago  that  was  no  reason  why 
Elizabeth  Townsend  should  continue  to 
be  rack-rented  and  deprived  of  the  benefit 
of  legislation  passed  expressly  to  meet 
such  cases  as  hers.    What  had  that  Go- 
vernment to  do  with  the  matter  ?    Let 
them  assume  that  every  word  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  about  Gal- 
way was  correct.    But  Galway  was  only 
one  of  the  32  counties  in  Ireland.    They 
wanted  the  question  of  arrears  settled  in 
a  reasonable   spirit.    They  wanted  to 


see  the  grievances  of  the  tenants  under- 
stood on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  the 
reply  the  Chief  Secretary  gave  to  their 
request  was  to  read  long  extracts  from 
the  brief  of  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien,  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  in  the  Blunt 
trial.  It  was  amazing  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  should  have  assumed  such 
a  position,  and  have  used  such 
bitterness  of  language,  which  was  not 
alone  unworthy  of  himself,  but  unworthy 
of  any  phase  of  Irish  Administration, 
because  it  gave  the  ''go  by"  to  the 
greatest  of  all  grievances  that  were  now 
sorely  pressing  the  Irish  people.  The 
right  non.  Gentleman  should  have 
treated  the  subject  in  a  spirit  to  give 
the  Irish  people  some  hope  that  the 
Government  did  really  appreciate  the 
gravity  of  this  position.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  solemnly,  what 
contribution  had  he  made  towards  the 
settlement  of  the  question  ?  Lord 
Clanricarde  and  his  like  would  be  free 
to  operate  in  Galway  to-morrow  with 
their  evictions,  and  if  they  resolved  to 
do  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  bound  to  aid  them  in  the  work  with 
soldiers  and  police.  That  was  a  situa- 
tion which  was  not  to  be  met  by  vitriolic 
quotations  from  speeches  made  years 
ago.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  the  desolation  caused  by  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  and  had  drawn  a  terrible 
picture ;  but  what  was  the  Government 
Plan  of  Campaign?  The  Government 
Plan  of  Campaign  to-morrow  would  be 
to  give  that  monster,  who  lurked 
somewhere  in  the  Albany  like  a  tiger 
in  his  lair,  the  aid  of  50,000  soldiers, 
if  he  needed  it,  to  destroy  the  homes 
of  his  tenants.  That  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Plan  of  Campaign; 
but  the  reasonable  suggestion  of  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives  was  to  get  rid  of 
all  Plans  of  Campaign,  to  submit  the 
question  at  issue  between  tenants  and 
their  landlords  to  the  arbitration  of 
the  Government's  own  Judges — men 
like  even  Judges  Gibson  and  Holmes. 
That  was  his  (Mr.  Healy 's)  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ;  he  went  upon  the  principle  that 
if  there  was  a  grievance  between  Lord 
Clanricarde  and  his  tenants,  the  ques- 
tion ought  to  admit  of  some  legislative 
settlement,  and  should  not  be  left  to 
generate  into  crime  and  outrage.  The 
arrears  represented  no  solid  cash  for  the 
landlord.  They  were  irrecoverable;  if 
wiped  out;  the  pockets  of  the  landlords 
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would  not  lose  le.  Tliev  were  useful 
for  one  purpose  only,  and  that  was  to 
assist  the  landlord  in  driving  the  ten- 
ants from  the  land  ;  and  it  was  because 
that  was  so  that  the  Chief  Secretary  re- 
fused to  deal  with  the  arrears.  Lord 
Salisbury  had  admitted  that  he  was 
forced  to  pass  the  Land  Act  of  last  year, 
because  he  was  on  a  fatal  toboggan  slide, 
and  in  order  to  give  the  landlords  an 
opportunity  of  rendering  the  Act  nu- 
gatory the  arrears  were  allowed  to 
hang  over  the  tenants.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  asked  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  for  a  catego- 
rical answer  as  to  whether  he  approved 
of  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  Questions 
could  not  always  be  answered  by  a  Yes 
or  a  No ;  and  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford  ap- 
proved of  the  Plan  sub  modo.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
had  received  to-night  a  telegram  which 
showed  how  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
worked.  It  referred  to  the  property  of 
Sir  Henry  Burke,  near  that  of  Lord 
Clanricarde;  the  landlord  had  refused 
abatement,  and  the  tenants  adopted  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.   The  telegram  was — 

''  It  is  true  Burke  has  given  25  per  cent ;  re- 
instates tenants ;  compensates  them  for  crops; 
pays  legal  costs,  together  with  £160  for  the 
maintenance  of  evicted  tenants.  Your  inter- 
vention has  had  its  effect." 

The  fact  was,  and  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  sorry  to  declare,  that  it  was  only  by 
extra  legal  means  that  any  concession 
had  ever  been,  or  was  likely  to  be,  wrung 
from  the  Irish  Government.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  fatally  misconceived  the 
Irish  situation,  or,  if  he  had  not  miscon- 
ceived it,  had  acted  in  a  fatal  manner  so 
far  as  the  peace  and  quietude  of  that 
country  was  concerned.  No  comfort 
would  be  brought  to  the  minds  of  the 
sufferiog  Irish  tenants  by  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  It  would  have  been, 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  not  say  a 
generous,  but  a  prudent  thing  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them 
some  crumb  of  comfort.  ,  From  the 
beginning  to  the  end,  however,  the 
Chief  Secretary 's  speech  had  been  directed 
to  exasperate  still  more  the  people  of 
Ireland,  smarting,  as  they  were,  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  He  hoped  that  some 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown,  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  new  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  whose  letter  to ' 

dfr.  T.  M.  Ilialy 


Lord  Clanricarde  did  him  honour, 
would  endeavour  to  impress  upon 
the  Cabinet  that  Ireland  needed  some- 
thing else  than  the  continual  appli- 
cation of  the  cat-o'-nine-tails.  After  all, 
a  Government  had  another  duty  incum- 
bent upon  them  besides  the  enforcement 
of  penal  statutes.  Even  Bobespierre 
told  the  French  Convention  when  every 
scaffold  in  France  dripped  with  blood — 
''It  is  not  with  the  Criminal  Code  in 
hand  you  will  regenerate  your  country." 
It  was  not  "  with  the  Criminal  Code 
in  hand''  that  they  would  regene- 
rate Ireland,  and  it  was  not  by  such 
speeches  as  those  delivered  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  peace  would  be 
established  in  that  country.  He  mar- 
velled much  that  the  Tory  Party,  the 
"  Party  of  Order,"  should  have  entrusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  unchecked 
with  the  destinies  of  5,000,000  British 
subjects.  Disorder  might  exist  in  Ire- 
land, but  admittedly  distress  existed 
there,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
displayed  the  most  extraordinary  igno- 
rance of  the  very  A  B  C  of  the 
Irish  Question.  If  anything  was  cal- 
culated to  drive  the  people  in  Wood- 
ford and  Loughrea  into  still  more  reso- 
lute action  it  was  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  compelled  to  come  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  when  they  put 
the  case  of  their  suffering  people  as  well 
as  they  could  before  the  Government, 
they  were  met  with  gibes  and  floute  and 
sneers.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  took  England 
to  witness  that  if  the  Irish  people,  under 
the  lash  of  addresses  such  as  had  been 
delivered  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  re- 
mained peaceful  and  calm,  it  was  not 
because  they  had  not  many  sore  troubles 
and  grievances  to  endure,  but  because 
they  had  a  belief  and  a  hope  in  their 
present  alliance  with  the  Liberal  Party. 
He  had  himself,  in  former  times, 
doubted,  because  of  the  advantage 
the  landlords  took  of  their  efforts, 
whether  the  Irish  Party  should  at  all 
times  preach  calmness,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  have  to  say  that  even  now  the  fact 
that  men  like  Lord  Clanricarde  knew 
that  every  nerve  was  being  strained  by 
the  Irish  Party  in  the  direction  of 
peace,  and  that  anything  like  outrage 
and  crime  was  deprecated,  and  eveiy 
effort  used  to  repress  disorder,  was  a 
stroog  encouragement  to  creatures  of 
his     type.      He,     therefore,     trusted 
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that  the  English  people  would  not 
mistake  their  position.  He  said  to 
the  people  that  if  Lord  Olanricarde 
evicted,  and  they  had  no  hope  from 
English  administration  as  expressed  in 
the  mouth  of  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary, 
their  hope  did  not  lie  in  submitting 
like  slaves  to  the  lash  of  Lord  Clan* 
ricarde.  Their  hope  lay  rather  in  com- 
bination. Aye,  and  if  necessary  he  would 
say  it,  in  honest  resistance,  because  he 
believed  that  the  resistance  of  the  Olan- 
ricarde tenants  at  Loughrea  and  Wood- 
ford to  eviction  would  meet  not  with  the 
condemnation,  but  with  the  sympathy 
and  encouragement  of  the  English 
people.  The  Government  had  ab- 
stained from  bringing  to  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  one  states- 
manlike idea.  The  case  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  was  simply  a  repetition  of  that 
Nisi  Prius  fustian  delivered  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  in  Mr.  Blunt's  trial  last 
week.  That  was  the  only  argument  offered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  ap- 
pealed to  speeches  of  seven  or  eight 
years  ago.  Those  speeches  might  have 
been  foolish  or  wise,  but  they  had  had 
other  effects  than  that  of  leading  to  out- 
rage. It  was  the  speeches  of  agitators — 
of  whom,  he  was  proud  to  say,  he  was  one 
— which  led  to  the  passing  of  the  Land 
and  Arrears  Acts,  which,  to  a  certain 
extent,  constituted  the  charter  of  the 
Irish  tenant.  Their  demands  had  for- 
merly also  been  refused  time  after 
time,  with  speeches  as  defiant  as  the 
speech  of  the  Ohief  Secretary,  and 
yet  at  last  they  had  to  be  conceded.  He 
believed,  too,  that  in  spite  of  the  Go- 
vernment's refusal  to-night  to  deal  with 
this  Arrears'  Question  there  would  arise  a 
spirit  in  Ireland  which  would  sweep  from 
his  place  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  that,  just  as 
when  last  year  the  Government  first  de- 
clared it  to  be  outrageous  to  interfere 
with  the  judicial  rents  and  then  passed 
an  Act  to  reduce  them,  something  like 
reason  would  yet  be  brought  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  Arrears' 
Question  also.  But  if  they  refused  to 
deal  with  it  till  after  crime  and  outrage 
and  bloodshed  had  occurred,  should  they 
be  surprised  if  the  Irish  people  were  to 
attribute  the  benefit  they  at  length  re- 
ceived to  nothing  else  than  outrage  and 
crime  ?  As  things  went  on  in  Ireland 
from  bad  to  worse  the  Government  would 
deeply  regret  the  delivery  of  speeches 


like  that  of  the  Ohief  Secretary,  a  speech 
as  vain  in  dealing  with  the  question  as 
it  was  foolish  in  an  administrative  point 
of  view,  end  in  the  end  the  very  words 
of  the  Irish  Secretary  would  be  swallowed 
by  him  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  Lord 
Salisbury  and  his  own  Colleagues  had 
swallowed  theirs  with  regard  to  the 
judicial  rents.  This  was  an  unfortunate 
position — that  no  amount  of  argument 
seemed  to  affect  the  question;  and  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  called  upon  the  tenants  of 
Lord  Olanricarde  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  the  meantime  to  continue  the 
steadfast  action  which  had  won  for 
them  everything  that  had  been  won 
in  the  past ;  and  if  they  persevered  in 
that  action  they  were  not  only  certain  of 
moral  victories  in  Ireland,  but  certain 
also  to  see  in  that  House  their  demands 
approved  of,  sanctified,  and  solemnized 
by  the  very  enactments  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  yet  be  obliged  to  place  on 
the  Conservative  Statute  Book. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk. 
Eye)  thought  that  all  those  who  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land must  have  been  filled  with  sur- 
prise and  also  with  regret,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  feelings  of  regret  pre- 
ponderated over  those  of  surprise.  It 
was  felt,  after  the  clear  and  lucid  ex- 
position by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
ShawLefevre)  of  the  facts  connected  with 
the  Woodford  agitation,  and  connected 
also  with  that  broader  agitation  of 
which  the  Woodford  agitation  was  a 
type,  that  something  more  was  required 
in  reply  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  than  sneers  and  a 
reproduction  of  speeches  seven  or  eight 
years  old,  having  absolutely  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  present  circum- 
stances. The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land referred  to  certain  speeches  that 
were  delivered  seven  or  eight  years  ago 
by  Mr.  John  Eoche  and  Mr.  Francis 
Tully.  He  (Mr.  Stevenson)  asked  the 
House  to  consider  whether,  if  the  words 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ascribed 
to  Mr.  Francis  Tully  and  Mr.  John 
Hoche  had  actually  been  uttered,  they 
would  have  any  bearing  whatever  on 
the  charge  which  was  made  against  the 
present  action  of  the  Government  in 
supporting  the  action  of  Lord  Olanri- 
carde at  Woodford ;  and  whether  they 
were  not  speeches  that  ought  not  to  have 
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been  relegated  to  the  limbo  of  those  past 
utterances  whioh  ought  to  be  amply  for- 
gotten now  that  a  new  era  had  dawned 
upon  Ireland  ?  But  there  was  this  to  be 
said  further — that  they  had  no  guarantee 
that  those  speeches  were  accurately  re- 
ported. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  referred  to  a  speech 
which  had  been  ascribed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edst  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Harris)  ;  but  that  hon. 
Gentleman  had  indignantly  denied  that 
he  had  ever  uttered  the  speech  in 
question.  It  was  very  likely  that  had 
Mr.  John  Boche  or  Mr.  Francis  Tully 
been  in  the  House  they  would  have  got 
up  and  indignantly  denied  the  utterances 
placed  in  their  mouth  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  they  could  not  draw 
any  conclusion  from  speeches  delirered 
in  1881  or  1882,  and,  what  was  more,  if 
they  were  expected  to  draw  any  con- 
clusion from  those  speeches,  they  must 
first  be  certain  that  the  speeches  were 
accurately  reported.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  guarantee  that  the  shorthand  re- 
ports placed  before  the  House  were  at  all 
in  accordance  with  the  facts.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  also  filled  with  surprise  that 
after  the  demands  for  remedial  legisla- 
tion which  were  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fox 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
the  Chief  Secretary  made  no  proposal 
which  would  in  any  way  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  The  events  of 
the  last  few  weeks  and  months  ex- 
hibited in  the  dearest  manner  the 
necessity  of  an  amendment  of  the 
Land  Act  of  last  Session,  and  showed 
that  the  modus  operandi  of  the  Act 
had  not  been  of  a  nature  to  fulfil 
the  expectations  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  supported  that  Act,  and  had  not 
been  of  a  nature  to  fulfil  the  expecta- 
tion that  it  would  confer  great  benefits 
on  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  The  events 
of  the  last  few  months  had  exhibited 
that  the  Land  Act  of  last  Session,  like 
many  other  pieces  of  Tory  legislation, 
was  a  measure  which  merely  took  away 
with  one  hand  what  it  gave  with  the 
other.  That  Act  professed  to  be  an  Act 
to  stop,  or,  at  all  events,  to  stop  within  cer- 
tain limits,  evictions.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  There 
was  a  temporary  lull  in  the  carrying  out 
of  evictions ;  but,  from  a  Hetum  which 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  morning,  he  (Mr.  Stevenson) 
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noticed  that  3,352  notices  of  evictions 
had  been  filed  during  the  four  months 
ending  December  31,  1887.  No  doubt, 
there  had  been  many  more  notices  filed 
since  the  end  of  December.  Let  the 
Government  consider  what  would  be  the 
result  when  the  time  for  redemption 
had  expired,  and  what  would  be  the 
result  when  another  wave  of  eviction 
swept  over  Ireland,  reproducing  all  the 
horrible  scenes  of  Glenbeigh  and  Bodyke. 
Unless  the  Government  were  prepared 
with  some  legislation  to  step  in  between 
the  living  and  the  dead,  as  it  were,  the 
responsibility  would  lie  upon  their 
shoulders  of  having  passed  an  Act  last 
Session  under  the  pretence  and  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  likely  to  confer  cer- 
tain boons  on  the  tenants  of  Ireland — 
namely,  the  staying  of  evictions — ^while 
events  showed  that  it  had  merely  post- 

goned  the  evil  day,  and  not  only  that, 
ut  made  the  process  of  eviction  easier 
than  before.  For  the  two  clear  and  well- 
defined  processes  which  formerly  existed 
had  been  substituted  two  others.  The 
first  process  was  to  send  a  notice  of 
eviction  by  registered  letter  transform- 
ing the  tenant  into  a  caretaker;  and  the 
second  process  was  that,  after  the  period 
of  redemption  had  elapsed,  the  tenant 
ceased  even  to  be  a  caretaker,  and  was 
evicted.  Those  persons  who  quoted  the 
English  system  and  found  in  it  any 
analogy  to  the  land  tenure  of  Ireland 
left  out  altogether  in  the  calculation  the 
question  of  dual  ownership,  whioh  made 
all  the  difference  in  the  world  between 
the  two  systems.  One  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  one,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  eyen  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  spoke 
of  the  act  of  eviction  as  if  it  were  simply 
the  taking  back  by  the  landlord  of  what 
was  his  own.  But  it  was  the  taking  of 
more  than  his  own — it  was  the  taking 
back  that  tenant  right  which  the  law 
said  was  the  property  of  the  tenant. 
They  were  told  by  Lord  Salisbury,  and 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  and  others,  that 
although  a  landlord  took  back  by  the 
process  of  eviction  something  in  addi- 
tion to  that  which  was  actually  his  own, 
yet  the  tenant  was  entitled  to  receive 
compensation  for  the  improvements  he 
had  himself  effected,  which  property  con- 
stituted his  tenant  right.  But  those 
gentlemen  who  made  that  assertion 
were  not  able  to  prove  in  any  large 
number  of  instances,  in  five  out  of  100 
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cases,  that  the  tenants  had  ever  received 
compensation.     The  reason  why  a  ten- 
ant had  not  received  that  compensation 
was  that  what  compensation  he  would 
have  been  entitled  to  was  swallowed  up 
by  the  arrears  of  rent,  which  even  the 
Tory  Land  Commission   had  declared 
to  be  an  impossible  rent.     Surely  there 
was  cause,  not  ooly  for  inquiry  in  the 
matter,  but  also  cause  for  active  inter- 
ference.   The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land approached  the  question,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  with  a  mind  already  made 
up.      He     approached     the    question 
having,  as  he  told  the  House  to-night, 
on  two  previous  occasions  opposed  an 
Arrears  Bill.    That  was  not  a  favour- 
able frame  of  mind  in  which  to  approach 
a  question  of  this  kind  at  a  time  when 
arrears  were  swallowing  up  the  com- 
pensation the  tenants  were  entitled  to, 
and    were    making    the    working    of 
the  Land  Commission  ineffectual.     At 
such  a  time  as  this  it  ought  to  be  the 
work  of  statesmen  to  devise  legislative 
remedies,  and  not  merely  to  trust  to 
negative  criticism,   to    sneers,    and   to 
Tain  and  idle  reproduction  of  speeches 
uttered    seven  and    eight    years    ago. 
Now  that  brought  him  to  the  second 
question ;  there  were  the  two  questions, 
the  question  of  evictions  and  the  ques- 
tion of  arrears.    The  question  of  arrears 
was  at  the  present  time,  perhaps,  the 
most   prominent    question    before    the 
House  and  the  country.    It  had  been 
made    prominent,    perhaps,     by    what 
had  taken  place  on  Lord  Clanricarde's 
estate.     He  ventured  to  say,  from  what 
he  saw  recently  on  Lord  Olanricarde's 
estate,  that  great  as  was  the  misery  on 
that  estate,  due  to  the  action  of  the  land- 
lord, for  whom  even  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  find  no  word  of  excuse — great  as 
was  the  misery  on  that  estate,  it  was  no 
greater  than  the  misery  to  be  found  on 
other    estates.      The    tenants  on  that 
estate,   when  they  were   fighting    the 
battle  against  Lord  Clanricarde,  were 
also  fighting  the  battle  for  other  tenants 
in  similar  circumstances  in  other  parts 
of  the  country.    It  was,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  had  stated,  that  in  the  case  of 
liord  Clanricarde  they  had  exceptional 
circumstances,  because  he  derived  a  con- 
siderable income  from  other  sources  un- 
connected with  the  land,  and  in  that 
way  he  was  able  to  bring  more  pressure 
to  bear  in  fighting  the  battle  out  with 


his  tenants  than  other  landlords  wore 
able  to  do.  Lord  Cianricarde's  case  was 
not,  in  his  (Mr.  Stevenson's)  opinion,  of 
so  exceptional  a  nature,  but  it  was 
typical  of  many  estates  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland ;  and  therefore  what  happened 
on  Lord  Cianricarde's  estate  would,  to  a 
great  extent,  have  a  direct  bearing  on 
the  result  obtained  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland.  It  was  only  to-day  that  a 
telegram  had  been  sent — part  of  which 
had  been  read  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  —  stating 
that  Sir  Henry  Burke  had  given  in  to 
the  demands  of  the  tenants.  In  the  part 
of  the  telegram  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  quote,  it  was 
stated  that  every  landlord  in  that  part  of 
the  country,  with  the  exception  of  Lord 
Clanricarde  and  one  other  landlord, 
had  now  given  in  to  the  tenants.  When 
they  found  instances  of  that  kind,  when 
they  saw  the  straits  to  which  tenants 
had  been  reduced,  then  they  realized 
the  fact  that  it  was  only  the  stern  neces- 
sity of  self-preservation  that  had  induced 
the  tenants  to  have  recourse  to  methods 
which  in  the  abstract  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  approve,  but  which  in  the  con- 
crete was  the  only  remedy  the  tenants 
had  in  the  absence  of  remedial  legisla- 
tion. When  they  came  across  instances 
of  the  success  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
he  (Mr.  Stevenson)  asked  was  it  states- 
manlike on  the  part  of  Ministers  to 
ignore  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
tenantry  and  of  their  Representatives 
altogether,  and  instead  of  giving  them 
anything  in  the  shape  of  legislative 
amendments  and  proposals,  to  take 
refuge  in  mere  criticism,  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  indulged  in  to- 
night ?  He  had  one  consolation  in  the 
matter,  and  it  was  the  recollection  of 
the  scene  which  occurred  in  the  House 
of  Commons  not  so  very  long  ago — the 
scene  at  the  commencement  of  1886. 
The  Members  of  the  Ministry  were  at 
that  time  sitting  in  the  places  they  occu- 
pied now,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings)  brought  forward  an 
Amendment  respecting  the  Allotment 
Question  in  England.  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
rose  in  his  place  on  the  Government 
Bench  and  gave  a  most  emphatic  nega- 
tive answer  to  the  demand  put  forward 
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by  the  hon-  Member.  Before  the  de- 
bate came  to  an  end,  however,  the  Chief 
8ocrotary  for  Ireland,  who  was  then 
connected  with  the  Local  Qorernment 
Board,  threw  over  altogether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Bloaford  Diyision,  and  eaid  the  Oovem* 
ment  were  prepared,  under  certain  con- 
ditions, and  with  certain  qualifications, 
to  bring  in  a  measure  dealing  in  a 
modified  degree  with  the  question. 
\Crie9  of  "Question!"]  He  (Mr. 
Steven  son)  earnestly  trusted  something 
of  the  same  kind  might  occur  again. 
He  trusted  that  just  as  on  that  occasion, 
when  the  debate  was  being  brought  to 
a  close,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  [now 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  threw 
over  altogether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division,  so,  on  this  occasion,  they  might 
have,  before  the  close  of  the  debate,  an 
hon.  Gentleman  rising  from  the  Treasuiy 
Bench  and  throwing  overboard  the 
Chief  Secretary,  saying  that  although 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  given  an  em- 
phatic answer  to  the  demands  put  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford,  the  Go- 
vernment had  in  the  meantime  adopted 
somewhat  different  views,  and  modified, 
to  a  certain  extent,  the  opinions  that 
were  expressed  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  that  it  was  their  intention  during 
the  course  of  the  present  Session — per- 
haps under  cover  of  those  somewhat 
ambiguous  words  which  occurred  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  reference  to  the  in- 
troduction of  measures  relating  to  pea- 
sant proprietary  —  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  arrears.  They  might  avail 
themselves,  if  they  chose,  of  the 
words  in  the  Speech  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  They  might,  before  the  close 
of  the  debate,  see  the  uselessness  of  pure 
negation,  and  they  might  get  up  and 
say  they  had  a  remedy  of  some  sort  or 
other  for  the  evils  which  the  tenantry 
on  Lord  Clanricarde's  estate,  and  on 
other  estates  similarly  circumstanced, 
were  at  the  present  time  suffering.  It 
was  clearly  shown  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford,  with  special  reference  to  Mr. 
John  Eoche,  that  a  system  of  petty 
tyranny  and  persecution  had  been  going 
on.  That  tyranny  and  persecution  might, 
of  course,  from  one  point  of  view,  be 
oooneoted  with  the  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  rather  than  with  the  ad- 
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ministration  of  the  Land  Act ;  but  still 
what  had  been  going  on  during  the  last 
few  months  at  Woodford  had  been  so 
intimately  connected  with  the  suppres- 
sion of  combination  and  with  the  sup- 
pression of  free  speech,  that  the  in- 
stances given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
were  of  the  greatest  possible  value.  In 
the  case  of  Mr.  John  Boche  there  were 
no  fewer  than  four  arrests  following  on 
each  other.  He  (Mr.  Stevenson)  hap- 
pened to  be  at  Woodford  on  the  very 
day  Mr.  John  Boche  was  arrested  the 
second  time.  Mr.  Boche  was  just  re- 
turning from  Galway  Gaol,  where  he 
had  spent  three  weeks,  and  on  his 
arrival  at  Woodford  he  was  re-arrested 
for  having  taken  part  in  the  midnight 
meeting  which  took  place  at  Woodford 
some  days  before  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt's 
meeting.  He  (Mr.  Stevenson)  thought 
that  when  one  looked  at  such  facts  one 
could  not  help  coming  to  the  oondusion 
that  the  officers  of  the  Constabulary 
were  most  indignant  that  they  had  been 
baffled  in  regard  to  the  midnight  meet- 
ing, and  that  the  re- arrest  of  Mr.  John 
Boche  was  due,  not  so  much  to  a 
desire  to  maintain  law  and  order,  as  to 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  authorities  to 
avenge  themselves  for  the  way  in  which 
they  had  been  baffled.  The  agitation 
upon  the  estate  of  Lord  Clanricarde  was 
an  agitation  which  could  not  possibly 
be  put  an  end  to  by  the  mere  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.  The  present 
state  of  things  was  such  as  to  call  for 
urgent  remedy,  and  for  stringent  legis- 
lation, and  not  for  mere  negative  and 
barren  criticism.  He  earnestly  trusted 
that  before  the  close  of  the  debate  some 
Member  of  the  Government,  say,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
whose  re-entry  into  the  Cabinet  they  all 
rejoiced  at,  because,  judging  from  his 
recent  utterances,  they  expected  to  see 
a  new  departure  in  the  direction  of  more 
humane  legislation  respecting  Ireland 
— he  earnestly  hoped  that  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  they  might 
hear  some  word  of  hope  that  might  lead 
them  to  believe  that  the  policy  of  exas- 
peration and  provocation  which  was 
now  being  earned  out  in  Ireland  would 
come  to  a  speedy  termination. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  thankful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Leferre) 
for  having  put  the  situation  so  clearly 
before  them.  There  was  one  fact,  how- 
ever, to  which  he  did  not  think  suffioient 
importance  had  been  attached.  It  was 
the  fact  that  in  the  Return  which  had 
been  presented  this  week,  there  appeared 
a  figure  which  was  little  short  of  ap- 
palling— that  was  the  figure  •of  3»352 
notices  of  eviction  which  had  been  filed 
during  the  four  months  ending  Decem- 
ber 31  last.  Now  that  figure  repre- 
sented 3,300  heads  of  families,  tenants 
in  Ireland,  who  had  been  evicted  in  the 
sight  of  the  law  at  a  moment's  notice, 
and  whose  property  in  the  land  which 
had  been  oonmrmed  to  them  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  was  destroyed,  by  the 
very  fact  of  an  eviction  notice  having 
been  served  upon  them.  The  Land  Act 
of  1881  created  the  Irish  tenant  part 
proprietor  in  the  soil  with  the  landlord, 
and  that  property  of  the  tenants  had 
been  confiscated  by  one  stroke  of  the 
pen  in  3,352  cases  by  the  eviction  notices 
which  the  land  legislation  of  the  present 
Gk)yemment  had  established  as  one  of 
the  processes  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
This  was  the  beginning  of  a  very  serious 
agrarian  crisis  in  Ireland,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  would  have  to  face,  and 
face  immediately.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  to  decide  what  he 
was  going  to  do  in  the  3,300  cases,  and 
in  other  cases  which,  no  doubt,  had  oc- 
curred since  December.  He  would  have* 
to  decide  whether  he  was  giong,  as  he 
appeared  to  be  going  in  the  case  of 
Lord  Clanricarde,  to  lend  the  landlords 
the  aid  of  the  forces  of  the  Grown  to 
carry  on  a  war  of  wholesale  extermina- 
tion in  Ireland,  or  he  would  have  to 
decide  whether  he  was  going  to  stay 
that  calamity  by  legislation  in  that 
House.  If  he  did  not  introduce  legis- 
lation, was  he  going  to  champion  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  for  that  was  the 
only  remedy  which  the  people  would 
have  in  the  present  state  of  affairs?  In 
these  cases  eviction  was  rendered  a  very 
simple  process,  and  a  very  cheap  process, 
for  the  landlord.  The  landlord  had  no 
longer  to  wait  until  the  Sheriff  was 
ready  to  attend  him,  nor  was  he  to  pay 
the  fees  of  the  Sheriff,  nor  to  undertake 
any  of  that  great  expenditure  which, 
under  the  old  system,  attended  the  pro- 
cess of  eviction.  When  he  had  served 
his  notice  on  the  tenants,  all  he  had  to 


do  was  to  apply  six  weeks  afterwards  to 
the  Petty  Sessions  for  an  ordinary  sum- 
mons for  trespass,  and  he  could  at  any 
moment  subsequently  have  the  people 
cleared  off  the  land  as  trespassers.  This 
was  the  great  question  of  the  immediate 
future  which  the  Government  would 
have  to  make  up  their  minds  about  one 
way  or  the  other  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session.  He  was  yery  glad  that 
in  his  somewhat  rancorous  speech  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Irelandhaddweltupon 
the  condition  of  affairs  upon  the  Wood- 
ford property,  and  had  referred  to  the  mid- 
night meeting  on  the  16th  of  October. 
He  (Mr.  Gill)  was  one  of  those  who  was 
present  at  that  midnight  meeting,  and 
he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  with  the 
view  of  helping  the  House  to  arrive  at 
the  truth  respecting  that  meeting.  Nox\', 
the  midnight  meeting  was  held  for  tho 
distinct  and  express  purpose  of  allaying 
the  terrible  feeling  of  irritation  which 
was  being  worked  up  in  the  district  by 
Lord  Clanricarde  and  his  agent,  and  his 
Emergency  men,  and  the  police  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  seemed  to  have 
lent  to  his  Lordship,  as  if  they  were  his 
servants.  The  case  of  Mr.  Joyce,  the 
previous  agent  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  was 
a  notorious  one,  the  particulars  of  which 
had  been  faithfully  detailed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  But  the 
public  seemed,  as  yet,  to  have  but  little 
information  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
Mr.  Joyce's  successor  had  fulfilled  his 
duties  upon  the  Woodford  estate. 
Mr.  Joyce's  successor  was  Mr.  Tener, 
and  he  entered  upon  his  post  for  tho 
purpose  of  doing,  and  was  employed  for 
the  purpose  of  doing,  the  wor£  for  Lord 
Clanricarde  which  Mr.  Joyce  refused  to 
do,  and  which  had  been  described  by 
Lord  Clanricarde's  own  counsel  in  the 
Court  in  Dublin  as  **  this  Devil's  work." 
Such  was  the  phrase  used  by  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, the  counsel  who  defended  Lord 
Clanricarde  in  the  libel  action  which  his 
Lordship  lost.  Mr.  Tener  was  now, 
and  had  been  previous  to  the  midnight 
meeting,  actively  engaged  in  doing 
**  this  Devil's  work,"  and  a  portion  of 
<<  this  Devil's  work  "  had  been  sketched 
to  the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  In  sereral  hun- 
dred cases  ejectment  processes  and 
eviction  notices  had  been  served  upon 
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the  tenants.  The  whole  estate  now 
remained  in  a  condition  awaiting  evic- 
tion — ^probablj  awaiting  the  decision  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  as  to  whether  he 
wonld  lend  the  forces  of  the  Crown  to 
Lord  Clanricarde  for  purposes  for  which 
they  were  refused  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  his  Predecessor  in  Office  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks -Beach).  Lord  Clanri- 
carde's  tenants  had  been  put  under 
notices  of  eviction.  In  addition  to  that 
they  were  being  harassed  by  the 
Coercion  Act,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
appeared  to  have  lent  to  or  to  have  made 
a  present  of  to  Lord  Clanricarde  as  an 
appanage  to  his  machinery  in  his  cam- 
paign against  the  tenants.  The  case  of 
Mr.  Eoche  had  been  alluded  to  this 
evening  as  a  sample  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  tenants  of  Lord  Clanricarde 
were  being  harassed.  But  the  right 
hon.  Genueman,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  Mr.  Hoche  was  a  very  bad 
character,  quoted  a  speech  Mr.  Boohe 
was  alleged  to  have  made.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Eye 
Division  of  Suffolk  fMr.  F.  S.  Steven- 
son) had  just  said  that  if  Mr.  Eoche 
were  in  the  House  he  would  very  likely 
have  indignantly  denied  the  words 
attributed  to  him.  He  (Mr.  Gill)  noticed 
that  when  that  was  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr. T.W.Russell)  cried  "Hear,  hear!" 
He  perfectly  understood  the  meaning 
of  that  *'  Hear,  hear ! "  It  meant  that 
in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  every 
Member  of  Parliament  on  the  Irish 
Benches  and  every  Nationalist  advocate 
was  quite  ready  to  deny  an  inconvenient 
speech  whenever  it  was  attributed  to 
him.  That  was  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's cry  amounted  to.  But  he  asserted 
that  if  the  prosecutions  against  Members 
of  the  House  and  against  public  speakers 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  few  months 
were  gone  into  it  would  be  found  that 
the  notes  taken  of  their  speeches  by 
common  policemen  and  held  to  be  suffi- 
cient evidence  for  their  conviction  were 
of  the  most  grotesque  character.  It  was 
from  such  notes  that  the  quotation  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  what 
was  said  by  the  tenants  on  the  Clanri- 
carde estate  was  taken ;  for  it  was  not 
asserted  that  any  regular  stenographer 
was  present  at  the  meetings.  It  was 
upon  such  notes  that  hon.  Members  of 
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the  House  of  Commons  were  oonvioted. 
Mr.  Boche,  so  far  from  being  the  despe- 
rate character  he  had  been  pictured,  was 
one  of  the  most  respectable  men  in  the 
whole  of  the  county  of  Galway.  He  (Mr. 
Gill)  was  happy  to  have  his  acquaint- 
ance, and  knew  him  to  be  the  kind  of 
man  he  had  described.  He  certainly 
was  one  of  the  leading  spirits  among 
the  tenantry  on  the  Woodford  estate. 
He  (Mr.  Gill)  would  probably  be  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  or  by  somebody  else  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  that  Mr.  Hoche  was 
not  a  tenant  of  Lord  Clanricarde.  No ; 
he  was  not,  but  he  was  a  tenant  of  the 
landlord  whose  surrender  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  reported  to  the  House 
to-night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Central  Bradford  vexy 
properly  said  that  Lord  Clanricarde  was 
not  the  only  landlord  in  that  locality  who 
was,  as  he  expressed  it,  in  a  conspiracy 
to  disturb  this  part  of  the  countiy. 
There  were  others  there  who  were  in  a 
league— so  much  worse,  unfortunately, 
for  the  tenants — because  those  men, 
neighbours  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  shel- 
tered themselves  under  Lord  Clanri- 
carde^s  powerful  shield,  and  were 
encouraged  to  make  war  upon  the 
tenants  by  reason  of  his  co-operation 
and  his  great  wealth.  The  case  of  Mr. 
Eoche  had  been  described.  It  had 
been  shown  how  he  had  been  positively 
persecuted  by  prosecution  after  prosecu- 
tion, how  he  was  summoned  for  trespass 
when  he  dared  to  show  English  visitors 
over  evicted  farms,  and  how,  finally,  he 
was  prosecuted  for  taking  part  in  a 
meeting  to  welcome  home  from  gaol  one 
of  the  tenants  on  the  estate  who  had 
been  sent  to  prison  under  the  Coercion 
Act.  For  the  latter  offence  he  was  now 
undergoing  the  terrible  sentence  of 
three  months'  imprisonment.  But  Mr. 
Eoche's  case  was  only  one  of  the 
cases  on  this  estate  in  which  the  Coer- 
cion Act  had  been  used  for  the  pur- 
poses of  harassing  and  persecuting 
the  active  spirits  among  the  tenants, 
to  whose  public  spirit  and  courage  and 
ability  the  tenants  owed  their  sole  pro- 
tection against  this  powerful  landlord. 
Mr.  Boland,  another  respectable  man  in 
the  district,  a  Poor  Law  Guardian,  had 
been  sentenced  to  a  similar  term  of  im- 
prisonment as  Mr.  Eoche,  and  had  also 
served  other  terms  of  imprisonment  for 
similar  kinds  of  offences,  and  so  had 
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numerouB  other  tenants  on  the  estate. 
But  the  prosecation  of  these  men  under 
the  Coercion  Act  was  not  the  only  means 
of  exciting  the  district  and  of  inflicting 
punishment  and  oppression  upon  the 
tenantry.  Mr.  Tener,  the  new  agent 
of  Lord  Olanrioarde,  had  established 
himself  in  Portumna  Castle  like  some 
baron  of  the  middle  ages.  He  had 
surrounded  himself  with  police  and 
Emergency  men,  and  he  constantly 
sallied  forth  at  midnight  with  a  band  of 
these  Emergency  men  and  an  escort  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  police  to 
make  raids  on  the  cattle  of  the  tenants. 
His  doings  reminded  one  of  mediaaval 
barbarism.  Mr.  Tener  sallied  forth 
when  the  people  were  asleep  and  swept 
the  cattle  into  Lord  Clanricarde's  do- 
main instead  of  into  the  public  pound. 
Once  they  got  into  the  domain  the 
owners  were  not  permitted  to  view  them ; 
they  were  not  permitted  to  see  whether 
they  were  properly  cared  for,  or  whether 
any  loss  might  haye  been  incurred 
through  neglect  or  through  any  other 
cause  whatever.  He  (Mr.  Gill)  was  in 
Portumna  one  morning  after  one  of 
these  raids  had  been  made,  and  he  saw 
a  number  of  the  tenants  outside  the 
gates  of  Portumna  Castle  begging  to  be 
admitted.  A  policeman  was  there  acting 
as  porter  at  the  gate,  opening  and  shut- 
ting the  gate,  letting  in  and  out  the 
Emergency  men,  and  allowing  no  one 
else  to  cross  the  threshold ;  a  splendid 
occupation  for  the  police  and  the  guar- 
dians of  law  and  order.  In  the  town  of 
Loughrea  the  traders  had  had  for  a  long 
time  to  carry  on  their  business  with 
their  shops  shut  in  order  to  escape  the 
seizures  that  were  being  made  by  Emer- 
gency men  and  police,  who  were  in  the 
habit  of  rushing  into  shops  and  making 
whatever  seizures  they  could.  Now, 
such  a  state  of  things  ought  to  be  enough 
to  drive  the  most  peaceable  district  in 
the  world  into  turmoil.  Mr.  Tener  rode 
about  the  country  on  a  high  tax  cart, 
and  announced  publicly  that  he  had  in 
the  bank  £20,000  as  a  sort  of  war  fund 
to  enable  him  to  carry  on  the  campaign 
against  the  tenantry.  Mr.  Tener  began 
his  career  as  agent  to  Lord  Clanncarde 
by  levelling  some  of  the  evicted  houses 
to  the  ground,  and  he  had  said  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  level  every  house 
of  every  tenant  who  was  evicted.  Such 
were  the  scenes  that  were  enacted  pre- 
vious to  the  midnight  meeting.    These 


midnight  sallies ;  these  attacks  on  the 
traders  in  Loughrea  and  Portumna ; 
these  announcements  of  Mr.  Tener,  were 
being  made,  and  the  patience  of  the 
people  was  becoming  strained  to  a  most 
painful  and  dangerous  state  of  tension, 
and  in  such  a  state  of  things  it  was 
resolved  to  hold  a  meeting.  It  was 
announced  to  hold  a  meeting  in  Wood- 
ford, the  real  object  of  which  was  to 
allay  this  rising  feeling  of  impatience 
on  the  part  of  the  people,  and  to  en- 
courage them  to  have  hope  in  the  atti- 
tude of  peacefulness  which  they  had 
been  able  to  maintain  up  to  then.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  very 
horrible  picture  of  the  state  of  this 
estate  some  years  ago.  He  had  cited 
the  murders  that  were  committed,  the 
outrages  that  were  committed,  the  mur- 
der of  the  agent,  the  predecessor  of  Mr. 
Joyce;  he  had  cited  the  murder  of 
Finlay,  the  bailiff.  If  he  were  to  set 
out  to  justify  and  to  preach  the  success 
and  beneficence  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
in  this  district,  he  could  not  begin  with 
a  better  homily  than  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given.  That  certainly 
was  the  state  of  the  district  until  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  inaugurated 
there ;  until  the  people  saw  some  real 
method  by  which  they  would  be  enabled 
to  stand  out  against  the  exactions  of  the 
landlords,  and  to  protect  themselves 
against  them,  other  than  those  wild 
and  violent  and  criminal  methods  that 
they  had  in  their  distraction  been 
in  the  habit  of  resorting  to  previously. 
From  the  date  of  the  inauguration  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  up  to  this  hour 
he  defied  hon.  Gentlemen  to  name  a 
crime  that  had  been  committed  in  the 
district  of  Woodford  in  connection  with 
the  Clanricarde  estate.  That  was  the 
challenge  he  threw  down,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  make  some 
attempt  to  answer  it.  There  had  been 
no  crime  and  no  outrage  in  all  this 
blood-stained  district,  as  it  was  before 
this  Plan  of  Campaign  was  inaugurated, 
— there  had  been  no  crime  or  outrage 
since  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  adopted. 
Now,  that  blessed  peace  which  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  inaugurated  in  the 
midst  of  this  disturbed  district  and 
which  had  proceeded  to  October  last  was 
beginning  to  be  threatened  by  reason 
of  the  conduct  of  Lord  Clanricarde  and 
his  Emergency  men,  who  went  swagger- 
ing about  in  the  most  insolent  man- 
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ner  after  the  yerdiot  at  Ooolgreaney, 
when  it  was  established  beyond  doubt 
that  an  Emergency  man  in  Ireland  was 
perfectly  free  to  murder  a  tenant  if  he 
pleased,  and  that  the  Government  had 
not  only  the  power  but  the  will  to  save 
him  from  justice.  These  Emergency 
men  went  prowling  around  exhibiting 
the  coolest  impudence  with  impunity 
begotten  of  the  fact  of  that  verdict. 
This  blessed  peace  was  threatened,  and 
in  order  to  maintain  it  and  avert  the 
danger  that  seemed  gathering  this 
meeting  of  Sunday,  16th  October,  was 
announced  to  be  held.  Originally  it 
was  announced  that  it  would  take  place 
in  the  day-time — in  the  ordinary  time 
that  public  meetings  were  held  in 
Ireland.  Why,  then,  was  it  held  at 
midnight?  Because  those  who  were 
promoting  it  felt  pretty  certain  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  proclaim  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  proclaim  it,  but  its 
organizers  had  taken  the  precaution  to 
hold  it  at  midnight  to  prevent  the  blood- 
shed which  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Gill) 
and  to  everybody  who  knew  the  facts  of 
the  case  to  have  been  planned  for  that 
day.  They  had  had  the  Mitchelstown 
affair  only  a  few  weeks  previous,  and 
Woodford  was  to  have  been  another 
Mitchelstown.  The  proclamation  of 
the  meeting  was  not  issued  until  the 
very  day  before — until  the  advertise- 
ment and  placards  announcing  the 
gathering  had  been  published  a  week  or 
more.  The  people  dwelt  on  a  vastly 
scattered  estate  throughout  which  it 
took  some  days  to  spread  news  properly ; 
they  had  been  called  together  for  the 
Sunday,  and  only  on  the  Saturday 
morning  or  the  day  previous  was  the 
proclamation  posted  up  in  Woodford. 
Why,  he  (Mr.  Gill)  and  his  friends,  who 
were  going  down  to  the  meeting  did 
not  know  that  it  was  proclaimed,  and 
began  to  think  that  after  all  it  would 
not  be  proclaimed,  until  they  saw  the 
proclamation,  not  in  the  Nationalist 
papers  of  that  day,  but  in  The  Dublin 
Daily  Express.  Guessing  that  such  a 
proclamation  would  be  issued,  however, 
the  promoters  of  the  meeting  had  taken 
precautions  accordingly,  and  had  re- 
solved to  hold  it  at  midnight.  The 
Government  had  then  massed  at 
Portumna  and  Loughrea  and  had  set 
in  motion  from  Galway  an  immense 
number  of  police,    who,  if   they  had 
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arrived  and  found  the  meeting  going  on, 
certainly  would  have  done  as  they  did 
at  Mitchelstown,  and  there  would  have 
been  another  bloody  day  to  record  to 
the  credit  of  the  Government.  But  as 
the  meeting  was  held  in  the  absence  of 
the  police — or  in  the  presence  of  only 
half-a-dozen — it  was  perfectly  peaceful 
and  orderly,  though  it  was  held*  at  the 
unearthly  hour  of  midnight.  Not  a  hair 
of  the  heads  of  the  half-dozen  police 
was  hurt,  although  these  men  were 
practically  at  the  mercy  of  the  meeting. 
That  was  a  true  story  of  the  midnight 
meeting.  Well,  that  meeting  was  used 
by  the  Government  to  discredit  the 
meeting  that  Mr.  Blunt  held  on  the 
following  Sunday.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
stated  to-night  that  one  of  the  circum- 
stances that  rendered  Mr.  Biunt's 
meeting  a  different  thing  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  we  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  was  the  fact  that 
evictions  were  going  on  at  the  time.  But 
when  were  the  evictions  commenced? 
Immediately  after  the  midnight  meeting, 
and  as  Lord  Clanricarde's  reply  to  that 
midnight  meeting.  They  wore  commenced 
after  the  meeting  had  taken  place 
and  after  Mr.  Blunt  had  gone  back  to 
Dublin.  It  was  because  the  evictions 
were  commenced  and  because  he  saw,  as 
everyone  saw,  the  vindictive  character  of 
the  evictions  that  Mr.  Blunt  resolved  to 
go  back  and  hold  his  meeting  on  the 
Sunday.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  prosecuted  for 
that  meeting  a  number  of  the  tenants 
of  Lord  Clanricarde — prosecuted  them 
for  merely  standing  in  the  crowd  at  the 
meeting.  He  (Mr.  Gill)  wanted  to  know 
why  it  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  left  the  speakers  at  that  meet- 
ing alone?  He  (Mr.  Gill)  was  one  of 
them,  but  he  had  not  been  prosecuted, 
and  yet  the  poor  tenants,  whose  only 
fault  was  struggling  to  defend  them- 
selves against  a  powerful  landlord,  had 
been  prosecuted  and  punished  over  and 
over  again.  He  could  imagine  one 
reason  why  he  had  not  been  prosecuted 
and  why  others  of  the  speakers  at  the 
meeting  had  not  been  prosecuted,  and 
that  was  because  amongst  the  speakers 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  J.  Rowlands)  whom  it  also 
would  have  been  necessary  to  prosecute, 
and  iF^hom  it  would  have  been  necessary 
to  arrest  here  in  London  amongst  his  own 
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constituents,  which  would  not  have  been 
a  very  pleasant  undertaking  for  the 
Oovemment.  There  were  also  other 
English  Hadicals  at  the  meeting  who 
delivered  speeches  and  would  have  been 
equally  liable  to  prosecution  if  any  one 
had  been  prosecuted.  It  was  a  most 
unfair  and  unjust  and  rather  miserable 
proceeding  to  attack  the  people  who 
stood  in  the  body  of  the  meeting  and  to 
prosecute  them  while  the  speakers  were 
allowed  to  go  scot-free.  He  denied 
entirely  and  indignantly  that  there  was 
any  criminality  in  the  matter  or  any 
purpose  save  to  encourage  the  tenants 
to  keep  the  peace,  but  if  there  was  any- 
thing irregular  those  who  spoke  at  the 
meeting  certainly  were  guilty  in  a  far 
greater  degree  than  the  men  who  merely 
stood  in  the  crowd.  That  was  all  he  had 
to  say  about  the  midnight  meeting.  He 
had  mentioned  that  the  real  crux  of  this 
crisis  would  have  to  be  faced  when  these 
3,300  eviction  notices  came  to  be  carried 
into  efifect — when  the  landlords  came  to 
get  these  3,300  tenants  which  they 
had  transformed  into  trespassers  thrust 
off  their  estates.  The  magnitude  of  the 
£gure  he  mentioned  should  be  under- 
stood by  the  House.  The  average 
total  of  evictions  for  three  months  in 
Ireland  had  been  1,000,  but  in  three 
months  under  the  existing  Act  3,000 
eviction  notices  had  been  served.  Over 
3,000  men  had  been  deprived  of  their 
tenant  right,  and  over  3,000  caretakers 
were  all  at  the  mercy  of  the  landlords  to  be 

gut  out  whenever  the  landlords  chose. 
>n  Ldrd  Clanricarde's  estate  a  most 
singular  thing  was  to  be  witnessed,  and 
that  was  these  bundles  of  eviction 
notices  which  were  nailed  up  at  every 
police  barrack,  and  which  were  to  be 
Been  as  one  passed  through  the  dis- 
trict —  bundles  of  death  warrants 
dangling  in  the  winter  air.  They  had 
heard  of  oppression  in  Bulgaria  by 
Turkish  Pashas,  but  for  his  part  he  did 
not  think  any  country  could  present  a 
worse  picture  of  miserable  oppression 
and  of  a  hopeless  sense  of  ruin  and  de- 
vastation than  that  presented  in  the 
district  of  Loughrea  at  the  present  time. 
Whether  or  not  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Ohief  Secretary  was  going  to 
help  Lord  Clanricarde  to  carry  out  the 
ruin  he  had  threatened,  was  a  question 
l|he  hoped  the  Government  would  give  a 
-j|f  rank  answer  to  to-night.  He  hoped  the 
^xighthon.  Baronet  the  new  President 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  would  say  something  in 
this  debate,  and  would  give  them  some 
answer  on  behalf  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  prospects  of  the  Clanricarde 
estate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  had  to  deal  with  Lord  Clanricarde, 
certainly  did  his  very  best  to  prevent 
him  evicting  his  tenants,  and  he  cer- 
tainly exhibited  the  strongest  reluctance 
— to  put  it  in  no  more  forcible  language 
— to  lendicg  the  forces  of  the  Crown  in 
support  of  this  nobleman.  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary do  likewise  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  had  a  word  to  say  in 
defence  of  Lord  Clanricarde  to-night. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
say  '^  Well,  I  said  nothiug  against 
him.''  But  he  would  challenge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up 
and  defend  the  uoble  Lord's  action.  The 
Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer in  Ireland  had  condemned  Lord 
Clanricarde's  action  in  his  Court  during 
the  hearing  of  the  libel  action,  in  lan- 
guage quite  as  strong,  if  not  stronger, 
than  that  used  by  any  of  the  Nation^ist 
Members.  Not  even  The  Time8  had  a 
word  to  say  for  Lord  Clanricarde,  whose 
conduct  they  described  as  incredibly 
base.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lend  the  forces  of  the  Crown  to  Lord 
Clanricarde  to  enable  him  to  carry  out 
what  his  own. counsel  had  described  as 
his  **  devil's  work  ?"  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lend  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  to  precipitate  conduct  which 
ITis  Times  had  characterized  by  so  strong 
a  phrase — would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man do  that  in  face  of  the  great  crisis 
that  was  impending  when  these  3,000 
and  more  eviction  notices  came  to  frui- 
tion ;  or  would  he — recognizing  the  crisis 
— give  some  guarrantee  or  hold  out 
some  hope  that  the  Government  would 
meet  this  difficulty  both  of  arrears  and 
of  eviction  by  legislation. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  at  the  commencement  of  his 
address  to  the  House,  complained  that 
the  debate  had  somewhat  drifted  away 
from  the  question  of  arrears  and  the 
propriety  of  dealing  with  it  by  further 
legislation ;  but  I  presume  that  his  com- 
plaint was  rather  directed  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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Oentral  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
than  it  was  directed  against  us.    Be- 
cause, although  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  most  oarefullj  narrowed  his 
Amendment    so    as  to  deal  with    the 
question   of  arrears   only,   yet  almost 
the  entirety  of  his  speech  was  occupied 
with  quite  another  topic.    I  will  not 
follow  his  example  in  that  respect,  but  I 
will  invite  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  question  of  arrears,  and  I  will  do  so 
very  briefly.     We  have  been  asked  by 
the    hon.    and    learned    Member    for 
North    Longford    what    is   the    alter- 
native to  the  Plan  of  Campaign. '  That 
is  a  perfectly  fair  question  to  put,  and 
it  is  a  question  that  demands  a  plain 
answer.     The  alternative  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  in  my  humble  judgment,  is 
this — the  enactment  by  the  Legislature 
of  fair,  just,  and  equal  laws,  as  it  has 
done ;  and  a  fair  and  temperate  enforce- 
ment of  those  laws.     What,  Sir,  let  me 
remind  the  House,  is  the  position  of  the 
Irish  tenantry  at  this  moment  ?  The  hon; 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford has  asked  whether  such  a  state  of 
things  as  that  which  now  exists  should 
be  allowed,  when  one  man  can  desolate 
a  country.     How  can  one  man  desolate 
a  country  ?    By  the  20th  section  of  the 
Act  of  last  year  any  tenant  against  whom 
there  is  a  process  of  eviction  for  non- 
payment of  arrears  of  rent  can  prevent 
the  country  being  desolated  so  far  as 
he  is  concerned.     The  tenant  has  tho 
opportunity  of  going  into  Court,  and 
if  he  can  satisfy  the  Court  that  the 
non-payment  is  outside  his  own  fault, 
he  can  obtain  stay  of  process,  and  yet, 
in  the  face  of  that,  we  are  told  that  it 
lies  in  the  power  of  one  man  to  desolate  a 
country.      The  Legislature  has    taken 
very  good  care  already  that  no  such 
power  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  any  one 
man.     This  question  of  arrears  has  been 
during  this  debate  mixed  up  with  the 
question  of  the  management  of  one  single 
estate.    Lord  Claoricarde  has  been  held 
up  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  as 
a  typical    landlord,    and    Lord    Clan- 
ricarae's  estate  as  a  typical  estate ;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  any    fair-minded 
Member  of  the  House,  no  one  who  has 
followed  events,  or  who  is  acquainted 
with  recent  affairs,  will  bo  disposed  to 
acquiesce  in  the  statement  that  Lord 
Clanricarde  is  a  typical  Irish  landlord. 
Any  man  who  is  acquainted  with  recent 
trials  will   most  assuredly  not  accept 
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the  statement  that  Lord  Clanricarde  is  a 
typical  Irish  landlord.    In  proof  of  this, 
I  need  not  go  beyond  the  faot  stated  to 
the  House  that  his  able  counsel,  in  the 
action  for  libel  brought  against  him  by 
his  former  agent,  used  in  reference  to 
his  own  client  the  exceptional  language 
which  has  been  referred  to.    I  womd 
desire  to  point  out  what  has  already  been 
done  by  the  Legislature  with  regard  to 
leaseholders  and  arrears.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  has  ad- 
vised the  Irish  tenantry  to  look  for  their 
protection,  not  to  the  law,  bat  to  a 
policy  of  resistance,  which  he  describes 
as  their  only  hope.      I  cannot  hope 
that  my  words  will  reach  the  ears  of 
my  fellow  countrymen,  as  the  words  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford    will;    if  I    could  I  would 
implore  them  to  avoid  those  evil  and 
perilous  courses  that  have  desolated  so 
many  Irish  homes,  and  delivered  so  many 
of  my  fellow  countrymen  to  a  punish- 
ment which  is  none  the  less  lamentable 
because  it  is  just  and  inevitable.     With 
reference  to  the  present  position  of  Irish 
tenants,  the  Act  of  last  year  placed  the 
Irish  leaseholders  almost  on  an  equality 
with  those  tenants  who  held  under  the 
fair  rent  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
As  to  the  tenants  who  have  kept  wholly 
outside  the  Court  which  is  established 
for  the  fixing  of  fair  rents,  they  have 
done  so  because  their  rents  are  about 
the  average  of  the  rents  that  are  being 
fixed  by  the  tribunal  on  adjoining  es- 
tates.   When  it  is  said  that  the  Qovern* 
ment  refuse  to  legislate  on  the  question 
of   arrears,  I  ask — has  the  history  of 
last  year  been  forgotten?      It  is  for- 
gotten that  the  Government  Bill  in  its 
original  form  contained  a  proposal  for 
relieving  the  heavily-weighted  tenants 
of  Ireland,   not  only  from  arrears    of 
rent,  but  from  their  debts  generally. 
Is  it  forgotten   that  the  Chief   Secre- 
tary said  that  the  Q-overnment  had  no 
particular  affection  for  the  terai  bank- 
ruptcy, or  for  the  particular  clauses  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  and  that  they  were 
ready  to  accept  more  simple  machinery 
and  more  direct  procedure  ?    The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City-o£Oork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  however,  as  the  cSh^^  Secretary 
said,  put  his  foot  down  anam!firii^^that 
relief  should  be  given  only  in  reapL 
one  form  of  indebtedness.    The  Q-ovo*^ 
ment  last  Session  invited  any  hon.  A[« 
her  who  was  anxious  to  briug^  ^orwt 
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any  proposal  with  regard  to  arrears 
generally  to  do  so,  and  promised  to  give 
any  such  Amendment  favourable  con- 
sideration. But  it  was  pressed  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  pressed  most 
strongly,  that  relief  should  be  given 
against  one  particular  form  of  indebted- 
ness, and  one  particular  form  of  in- 
debtedness only,  and  that  was  against 
arrears  of  rent.  That  is  a  principle  that 
is  rather  novel  in  the  application  of  the 
law,  and  the  more  so  as  lawyers  had 
been  rather  accustomed  to  the  excep- 
tional position  of  landlords  in  regard  to 
the  recovery  of  rent.  It  is  naturally  asked 
why  that  particular  form  of  indebtedness 
shoiild  be  treated  exceptionally.  The 
arrears  that  are  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
case  of  judicial  tenants  embrace  arrears 
which  have  been  declared  by  proper 
tribunals  to  be  fair  rents ;  and  how  can 
it  be  contended  that  debts  so  incurred 
should  be  treated  as  less  obligatory  than 
other  debts  incurred  under  contracts 
with  tradesmen  and  money  lenders? 
If  there  is  no  provision  under  the  Act 
of  1 887  for  the  relief  of  the  tenant  from 
his  indebtedness,  including  these  arrears 
of  rent,  the  fault  rests  with  those  who 
deliberately  resisted  the  suggestion  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  The  Government 
threw  out  the  most  clear  suggestion  that 
they  were  willing  to  give  the  most 
favourable  consideration  to  any  general 
scheme  of  relief  to  the  Irish  tenant 
from  his  load  of  indebtedness.  Although 
the  Act  of  last  year  did  not  allow  any 
abatement  to  be  made  on  arrears,  yet  it 
contained  provisions  the  substance  of 
which  were  that,  when  under  notice  of 
ejectment  proceedings  were  pending 
which  would  result  in  eviction  or  in  the 
sale  of  the  holding  under  a  writ  o{Jl.fa., 
a  tenant  might  apply  to  the  Court,  and, 
if  he  could  satisfy  the  Court  that  he  was 
unable  to  pay,  he  might  obtain  not  only 
a  stay  of  proceedings,  but,  in  respect  of 
arrears  of  rent,  relief  by  spreading  their 
payment  by  instalment  over  any  number 
of  years.  It  is  said  that  protection  is 
not  given  against  seizures  of  stock  under 
a  writ  of  yf .  fa.  But  the  object  of  the  Act 
is  to  protect  the  tenant  in  his  holding.  By 
I  the  process  referred  to  any  of  the  other 
[  creditors  besides  the  landlord  can  take 
I  his  stock  and  implements.  The  object 
LjB  to  give  him  reasonable  protection  in 
Z^^  holding  where  he  can  show  that  his 
1^  m- payment  of  rent  is  due  to  no  fault 
y.    '  his  own ;  and  the  most  substantial 


protection  is  afforded  him.  If  few  ap- 
plications have  been  made  for  protec- 
tion, does  not  that  show  that  tenants 
are  deterred  irom  going  to  the  Court  by 
the  belief  that  they  cannot  satisfy  the 
Court  that  non-payment  is  not  due  to 
their  own  fault?  It  is  said  that  the 
rights  of  tenants  are  destroyed  by  the 
eviction  notice,  under  Section  7.  But  a 
period  of  six  weeks  is  given  to  the  ten- 
ant, in  addition  to  the  six  months  for 
redemption,  and  that  is  a  clear  gain 
to  the  tenant.  I  again  repudiate  the 
suggestion  that  the  landlora  of  the  es- 
tate that  has  been  so  often  referred  to  is 
a  typical  Irish  landlord ;  but  I  contend 
that  even  on  that  estate  the  protection 
given  by  legislation,  and  especially  by 
the  Act  of  last  year,  has  been  most 
substantial  and  most  beneficial  to  the 
tenants. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.):  The  House  and  the 
Government  find  themselves  to-night 
face  to  face  with  two  distinct  'g^ups 
of  facts.  The  first  relate  to  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  as  it  has  been  exposed 
to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre). 
The  second,  brought  before  them  by  the 
Amendment,  show  that  the  great  ques- 
tion of  arrears  was  practically  untouched 
by  the  legislation  of  last  year,  and  that 
arrears  still  remain  a  heavy  burden  upon 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  a  source  of 
constant  mischief  and  disturbance.  I 
am  not  going  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  or  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  into  the  whole  history  of  the 
Clanricarde  estate.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  a  brilliant  and  eloquent  speech ; 
but  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  marred  by 
something '  that  was  in  it  and  by  the 
absence  of  something  that  was  not  in  it. 
There  was  the  inevitable  reference  to 
Lord  Spencer ;  there  were  the  invariable 
iu  quoques  and  long  quotations  of  violent 
things  said  by  Nationalists  in  Ireland. 
But  I  would  really  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  expect  by  per- 
sonal recriminations  and  quotations  nom 
stale  speeches  to  advance  their  policy 
or  to  commend  it  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House?  But  the  House  must  have  noticed 
two  remarkable  omissions  in  the  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  at- 
tempt to  explain  any  part  of  the  conduct 

?  U  2 


1319    Address  in  AfUWiT  io  the      {OOMMONS(       Qu&m' $  8p0$eh.—Itfpofi.  n20 


of  the  Executive  Qovemment  in  Ireland 
in  the  administration  of  the  law,  though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher 
for  Central  Bradford  mentioned  case  after 
case  in  which  explanation  is  ohvionsly 
required.  I  think  it  is  a  very  unfortunate 
thing  that  there  should  be  a  suspicion  of 
anything  unfair  and  underhand  in  the 
dealings  of  the  Qoyernment.     Granting 
eyerything  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  as  to  the  cause  of  the  mischief  in 
Ireland,  we  are  obliged  to  inquire  into 
the  particulars  of  the  methods  in  which 
he  deals  with  that  mischief.     No  doubt 
the  Goyemment  can  produce  some  tech- 
nical plea  and  defence  for  the  steps  they 
have  taken.    They  are  surrounded  by  in- 
genious lawyers.    The  Irish  Government 
is,  in  my  opinion,  too  much  in  the  hands 
of  lawyers ;  and  these  ingenious  lawyers 
will  be  able  to  furnish,  in  their  trium- 
phant way,  some  excuse  for  everything 
they  have  done.    But  I  tell  the  Govern- 
ment that  no  technical  plea  will  satisfy 
the  opinion  of  this  country  or  even  of  this 
House ;    and  I  doubt  whether  it  will 
satisfy  the  conscience  of  the  Govern- 
ment themselves.     What  is  the  busi- 
ness the  Gtovemment  are  about  ?    They 
are  endeavouring  to  oppose  to  the  best 
of  their  power  those  who  seek  to  alter 
the  system  of  government  in  Ireland. 
They  wish  to  commend  the  present  system 
of  government  in  Ireland.    They  wish 
to  reconcile  the  Irish  people  to  the  law ; 
and,  therefore,  the  first  thing  they  ought 
to  do  in  their  administration  of  justice 
is  to  avoid  anything  like  the  appearance 
of  partiality  or  strategy.     They  should 
be  transparently  impartial.  They  should 
try  to  disabuse  the  public  mind  in  Ire- 
land of  the  idea,  which  now  possesses  it, 
that  the  law  and  the  whole  administra- 
tion of  justice  are  worked  as  a  political 
engine,   at    the    bidding  and   for  the 
purposes  of  the  Executive.    It  is  their 
business  not  only  to  do  right,  but  to 
seem  to  do  right.    It  is  thus  peculiarly 
necessary    that    such    cases    as    have 
been    mentioned    to-night    should    be 
explained.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member    for    Central    Bradford    has 
quoted  several  transactions  in  regard 
to    these    Woodford    and     Loughrea 
occurrences,    and    he    asked    for    ex- 
planations ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  did 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  give  any 
explanation.     I  should  have  thought 
that  these  were  matters  worUiy  of  the 
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attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary.    The  second  omis- 
sion in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  very  remarkable.    We 
do   not   want   to  know  the  past   his- 
tory of    that    estate   nearly  so   much 
as  what  the  Government  are  going  to 
do  in  regard  to  it.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the  Chief  Secretary   went 
back  into  its  past  history.  He  quoted  old 
speeches,  and  he  denounced  old  crimes. 
We  are  all  as  ready  as  he  is  to  denounce 
crime ;  but  let  me  point  out  that  though 
those  crimes  took  place  before  the  recent 
depression  in  agriculture,  they  did  not 
take  place  before  the  causes  of  which 
we  complain  existed.     There  was  then, 
as  there    is   now,   an    absentee   land- 
lord    conducting     his     property     for 
selfish    purposes.      And   what    is    the 
difference  now?     There  are  no  such 
crimes  now  in  the  Loughrea  district. 
Instead  of  those  crimes  we  have  open 
combination,  which  you  may  call  illegal 
if     you     like,     but    which    has    the 
great  advantage  of  being  open.    We 
were  all  amazed  to  hear  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  England 
rSir  Richard  Webster)  claiming  for  the 
Government  as  one  of  the  merits  of  their 
policy  that  they  would  drive  the  con- 
spiracy underground.    Are  the  Govern- 
ment going  to  join  in  the  new  Cam- 
paign of  evictions  ?    Are  they  going  to 
steel  their  hearts  against  the  grievances 
of  the  tenants  and  use  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  for  the  purpose,  not  of  extermi- 
nating— I  will  not  say  that — ^but  re- 
ducing  largely   the    number    of    the 
peasantry  in  that  district,  reducing  to  ruin 
theoountry  side,  andthatontheestateof  a 
man  for  whom  the  Government  have  not 
a  word  to  say?    But  now  as  to  the 
second  group  of  facts  to  which  I  have 
referred.    The  Amendment  directs  the 
attention  of  Parliament  to  the  question 
of  arrears.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  said  little  or  nothing 
as  to  that,  and  his  silence  means,  I  pre- 
sume, that  he  is  content  to  leave  the 
question  as  it  was  left  by  the  legislation 
of  last   year.     Therefore   it    becomes 
necessary  to  inquire  how  it  was  left  by 
the  legislation  of  last  year.      Now,  1 
cannot  deny  that  on  this  side  of  the 
House  we  have  a  strong  motive  for 
raising  that  question.  We  can  recall  with 
perfect  complacency  all  the   critiaisms 
and  predictions  in  which  we  indulged 
last  Session  on  the  Bill  then  before  the 
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Honee.  There  is  hardly  one  of  them  that 
has  not  been  amply  justified  by  events.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  most  confident  and 
most  ardent  admirer  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  can  look  back  with  pride 
and  satisfaction  on  that  measure.  We  all 
remember  its  fantastic  course;  during 
which  provisions  were  introduced  at  one 
stage  only  to  be  dropped  at  another, 
and  then  inserted  again.    Then  lofty 
doctrines  were  pompously  proclaimed, 
only  to  be  summarily  abandoned,  and 
the  Bill  was  cut  about  and  altered  with 
no  pretence  of  altered  convictions  on  the 
part  of  its  authors,  but  merely  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  temporary  political  necessities 
of  their  situation.    I  was  amazed  at  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  quoting  as  something  to  be 
proud  of  the  Bankruptcy  Glauses  of  the 
Bill.     Why,  they  were  abandoned  amid 
almost  universal  ridicule.  Then  the  Go- 
vernment was^  forced,  not  by  their  own 
conviction  of  what  was  right,  still  less 
by  the  arguments  of  Iris^h  Members, 
but  by  the  pressure  of  the  Party  in  the 
House  to  wnich  they  owe  their  existence, 
to  concede  the  revision  of  judicial  rents ; 
but  they  succeeded  in  mutilating  that 
concession  by  two  qualifications.   In  the 
first   place,    they  prescribed    that  the 
alteration  of  rent  should   be  exactly 
governed  by  the  difiference  in  prices  in 
recent  years ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
they  withheld  from  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners  and  the  Courts  of    Law   any 
power  to  modify  the  amount   due  as 
anrears  of  rent.    These  were  both  of 
them  serious,  and  even  fatal,  blemishes 
in  the  scheme,  if  it  was  intended  to  be 
a  satisfactory  settlement ;  but  it  is  with 
the  second  only  that  we  are  now  deal- 
ing.    The  House  will  recollect  that,  in 
what  were    called   the  equitable  pro- 
visions   of   the    Act,   the   Government 
themselves    practically    admitted    the 
necessity     of    affording    some     relief 
with  regard  to  arrears;  but  they  con- 
fined tms  relief  to  affording  in  some 
cases  longer  time  for  payment.  No  power 
was  given  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
touch  them,   but,   in  the  case  of  the 
smaller  class  of  tenants,  the  Court  before 
which  proceedings  for  eviction  may  be 
pending,  received  power  to  stay  execu- 
tion and  order  the  arrears  and  costs  to 
be  paid  by  instalments.    But  no  discre- 
tion was  given  as  to  the  whole  amount. 
The  Government  proceeded  on  the  extra- 
ordinary idea — I  would  even  say  the 


grotesque  idea — that  while  the  annual 
rent  might  be  exorbitant,  and  might 
therefore  demand  modification,  yet  if 
two  or  three  years'  rent  were  due,  and 
thus  became,  as  it  were,  consolidated  into 
a  sum  of  arrears,  the  sum  thereby  lost 
its  exorbitant  quality,  it  ceased  in  fact 
to  be  rent,  and  became  a  mere  ordinary 
debt,  of  exactly  the  same  nature  as  a 
debt  due  to  a  tradesman  or  shopkeeper. 
Our  contention  on  the  other  hand  is  that 
rent  is  rent,  whether  it  be  due  for  one 
year  or  for  half  a  dozen  ;  and  that 
if  the  yearly  rent  is  excessive,  the 
multiple  of  it  which  we  call  arrears, 
and  the  fraction  of  it  which  we  call 
an  instalment,  are  equally,  in  their 
proper  proportion,  excessive.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  advantage  to  the 
tenant  from  the  provision  in  the  Act  of 
last  year  with  regard  to  arrears  has 
proved  utterly  and  entirely  useless.  As 
the  House  will  observe,  the  tenant  must 
be  insolvent  before  the  Court  can  deal 
with  him  at  all.  This  insolvent  tenant 
is  expected  to  pay  his  rent  and  at  the 
same  time  to  pay  in  punctual  instalments 
the  accumulations  of  the  very  same  rent 
which  has  caused  him  to  be  insolvent ; 
and  if  at  any  time  he  fails  in  the  punctual 
payment  of  those  instalments  he  is  at  once 
ousted  from  his  tenancy.  It  so  happens 
that  we  are  not  left  to  conjecture  with 
regard  to  the  working  of  this  provision, 
because  I  find  that  the  Judges  them- 
selves have  informed  us  of  their 
opinions.  The  County  Court  Judge  for 
County  Carlow,  on  the  10th  of  January, 
stated  that  the  County  Court  Judges 
had  been  considering  this  question,  and 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  a 
man  was  in  a  hopeless  state  of  insolv- 
ency it  was  useless  to  give  him  time. 
But  it  was  for  these  very  insolvent 
tenants  that  the  provision  was  passed. 
Another  Judge,  the  County  Court  Judge 
for  County  Waterford,  went  at  con- 
siderable length  into  the  case  of  one 
claimant.     He  said — 

<*I  would  be  doing  the  man  no  service 
whatever  by  making  an  order  that  the  arrears 
should  be  spread  over  the  half-yearly  payments. 
His  rent  is  too  much  already ;  he  is  not  able  to 
pay  it,  and  if  I  put  an  instalment  of  £4  on  it  in 
addition,  will  that  help  him?  Of  course  it 
won't,  and  the  moment  he  fails  to  pay  any 
instalment  he  ceases  to  be  a  tenant.  It  is 
the  next  best  thing  to  getting  rid  of  tenants 
that  could  possibly  be  conceived.  It  is  like 
putting  a  stone  round  a  man's  neck  in  order  to 
make  him  more  buoyant.  If  he  fails  to  comply 
with  tbe  order  of  the  Court  the  stay  upon  tho 
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abundantly  dear  to  anyone  who  looks 
with  any  care  into  the  matter  that  these 
arrears  really  lie  at  the  root,  if  not  of 
all  certainly  of  a  large  part,   of  the 
agrarian  disturbance   now  existing  in 
Ireland.     Arrears  lie  at  the  root  of  the 
Plan  of  Oampaign,  for  the  frustration 
of  which  the  Goyernment  have  invoked, 
and  to  a  large  extent  in  vain,  all  the 
powers  of  their  Coercion  Act.    Arrears 
are  the  cause  of  that  shower  of  notices, 
3,352  in  number,  by  which  many  a  ten- 
ant has  found  himself  silently  and  un- 
wittingly transformed  into  a  caretaker, 
and  deprived  of  his  status  and  rights. 
And  if  arrears   form  the  larger  part 
of  the  dispute  as  to   agrarian  afifairs 
in  Ireland,  I  would  put  it  to  the  Q-o- 
vemment  whether  they  would  not  think 
it  better  even  at  this  late  hour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  necessity  of  applying  some 
legislative  mitigation  to  the  cause  of  all 
this  mischief?    The  Qovemment  have 
consented  to  revise  the  rents  of  which 
the  arrears  are  composed.    The  Land 
Oommissioners  have  revised  and  greatly 
reduced  rents,  and  yet  the  Government 
regard  those  rents  as  sacred  and  invio- 
lable the  moment  they  are  crystallized 
into  the  form  of  arrears.    Let  the  House 
consider  what  the  result  of  a  large  and 
generous  dealing  with  arrears  would  be. 
The  Gt>vernment  have  been  engaged  for 
some  months  in  proceedings  for  which 
they  may  think  tney  can  produce  some 
justification,  but  which  we  condeom  as 
cruel  and  tyrannical.  The  circumstances 
which,  in  the  estimation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  have  called  for  these 
proceedings  would  not  exist  if  this  ques- 
tion of  arrears  was  dealt  with.    Un- 
questionably there  would  have  been  no 
Mitchektown,  no  Woodford,  no  meet- 
ings out  of  which  disorder  could  be 
manufactured,  and  few,  if  any,  cases  of 
the  arrest  or  imprisonment  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.      There  certainly 
would  have  been  no  case  of  Mr.  Blunt. 
Having  made  the  great  concession  of  last 
year,  will  not  the  Gt)vemment,  for  the 
sake  of  peace  and  order  and  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Iceland,  extend  that  concession 
to  the  rents  due  for  past  years  in  addi- 
tion to  the  rents  already  dealt  with? 
Kight  hon.  Gentlemen  will  say  that  they 
are  engaged  in  vindicating  the  authority 
of  the  law.  On  a  broad  view  of  the  case, 
I  allege  that  what  they  have  been  doing 
has  tended  to   discredit  the  law   and 
seriously  to  injure  its  authority.    But 


execution  of  the  ejectment  wiU  be  removed, 
and  although  he  may  have  paid  nine  instal- 
ments, if  he  fails  to  meet  the  tenth  he  ceases 
to  be  a  tenant,  and  may  be  put  out  of  posses- 
sion, and  in  six  months  his  right  of  redemption 
will  be  exhausted.*' 

I  think,  therefore,  the  House  will  con- 
clude that  an  arrangement  of  that  sort  is 
not  worth  much.    It  is  impossible  to  see 
with  what  consistency  or  logical  force  the 
Government  can  maintain  a  condition  of 
things  such  as  now  exists,  while  at  the 
same  time  they  have  themselves  ad- 
mitted that  the  judicial  rents  ought  to 
be  revised.    Now,  I  have  said  that  if 
rents  fall  into  arrears,  the  arrears  may 
naturally  be  presumed  to  be  excessive 
in  the  same  degree  as  the  proportion  of 
the  rent.    But  the  case  is  even  stronger, 
because  I  am  not  sure  by  any  means 
that  the  precise  proportion  in  which  rents 
are  excessive  forms  an  accurate  standard 
by  which   to    gauge    the  injustice  of 
arrears.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  put  aside  the  case  of 
Scotland  and  the  Crofters'  Commission ; 
but  though  there  is  some  force  in  what 
he  said,  that  the  dealing  with  arrears 
was,  so  to  speak,  the  first  clearing  of  the 
ground  preliminary  to  the  fixing  of  new 
rents,  yet  the  facts  which  have  been  dis- 
closed by  the  Crofters'  Commission  are 
very  difficult  facts  indeed  to  get  over. 
The  general  result  of  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission down  to  the  end  of  last  year  is 
that,  while  they  have  reduced  rents  by 
nearly  31  per  cent,  they  have  cancelled 
arrears  to  the  extent  of  61   per  cent. 
And  since  the  Beport  which  was  issued 
to-day  was  drawn  up — that  is  to  say, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  year — the 
Commission  have  completed  the  settle- 
ment of  a  particular  estate  in  Caith- 
ness, the  estate  of  Clyth,  the  figures 
of   which    are  so  remarkable  that    I 
will  quote  them  to  the  House.     The 
rents  were  reduced  by  50  percent,  while 
the  arrears  were  reduced  by  no  less 
than  79  per  cent;  that  is  to  say,  the 
arrears  were  £1,891,  of  which  £1,495 
were  wiped  out  altogether.    I  do  not 
say  that  the  case  is  exactly  on  all- fours 
with  the  situation   in  Ireland,  but  it 
intensifies  the  argument  in  favour  of 
treating  arrears  and  rents  with  some 
similarity  of  method.    Now,  the  facts 
with  regard  to  arrears  in  Ireland  to 
which    the    Government    have    persis- 
tently shut  their  eyes  during  last  year 
have  been  brought  before  us  in  a  forcible 
way  to-night.     It  seems  to  me  to  be 
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if  they  mean  that  in  a  technical  sense  it 
is  their  duty  to  furnish  protection  to  the 
officers  engaged  in  carrying  out  evic- 
tions, then  they  are  themselves  directly 
responsible  for  the  scenes  of  disorder 
which  ensue,  because  though  they  them- 
selyes  recognized  in  the  Statute  of  last 
year  that  the  rents  which  compose  those 
arrears  were  unfair,  yet  they  are  content 
to  use  the  power  of  the  Executive  for 
the  purpose  of  enforeing  them.  There- 
fore it  is  that  in  the  name  familiar  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — in  the  name 
of  law  and  order,  as  well  as  on  the 
ground  of  reason  and  justice,  that  I 
would  urge  the  Government  to  deal 
immediately  and  generously  with  the 
question  of  arrears,  and  it  is  on  that 
account  that  I  give  my  cordial  support 
to  the  Amendment. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Lord  Geoboe  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Before  I  answer 
certain  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  should  like  to  place,  as 
clearly  as  I  can,  in  two  or  three  sen- 
tences what  is  the  legislatiye  position 
which  the  House  occupies  towards  Ire- 
land in  respect  to  the  Land  Question. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  have  said  that  the  one 
thing  which  is  required  to  restore  peace 
and  order  is  some  settlement  of  the 
question  of  arrears.  Now,  for  the  last 
seven  years  the  time  of  this  House  has 
been  continually  occupied  by  the  Irish 
Land  Question ;  and  what  has  been  done 
during  that  time  ?  I  ask  the  question 
because  no  Member  on  the  opposite  side 
has  taken  full  cognizance  of  the  various 
Acts  which  have  been  passed.  In  1881 
we  passed  an  Act  which,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
was  to  be  a  final  Act,  in  which  the  power 
was  taken  from  landlords  of  regulating 
their  own  rents.  Within  a  year  of  that 
Act,  a  further  Act  was  passed  which 
dealt  with  all  questions  of  arrears  in  all 
tenancies  in  Ireland  under  £30.  And 
we  had  a  further  Act  which  dealt  with 
the  case  of  tenants  whose  rents  had 
been  fixed,  but  who,  in  consequence  of 
the  fall  in  prices,  might  find  a  difficulty 
in  paying  mose  rents ;  and  we  associated 
with  that  Act  certain  powers  which 
gave  the  County  Courts  authority  to 
deal  with  and  spread  over  a  number  of 
years  the  arrears  of  tenants  who  might 
be  unable  to  pay.     Such   being    the 


position  which  the  tenant  occupies  in 
Ireland — a  position  immeasurably  supe- 
rior to  that  of  the  occupier  of  land  in 
any  other  country — why  should  we  be 
asked  to  postpone  useful  legislation  for 
Great  Britain  in  order  to  pass  fresh  land 
laws  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  ?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
should  indulge  in  personal  recrimina- 
tion.    But  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman term  personal  recrimination  ?  He 
described  by  those  words  simple  quota- 
tions from  the  speeches  delivered  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  when  in  Office. 
I  know  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  ad^ 
mit  that  nothing  which  they  have  said 
in  the  past  is  worthy  of  credence,  and 
that  they  do  not  hold  themselves  respon- 
sible for  anything  which  they  may  have 
said  or  done  in  former  years.     But  that 
is  a  dangerous  argument  to  use,  be- 
cause  if  right  hon.  Gentlemen  think  so 
badly  of  their  past  words  and  actions, 
should  we  be  wrong  in  thinking  equally 
badly  of  their  present  utterances  and 
deeds  ?      The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
found  fault  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  not  noticing 
a  number  of  specific  cases  of  alleged 
harsh  treatment  under  the  Crimes  Act 
which  were    brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre). 
I  listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member,  and  I 
will  now  tell  him  something  which  he 
does  not  seem  to  have  borne  in  mind. 
England,  in  past  times,  conquered  Ire- 
land, and,  to  put  the  matter  coarsely, 
now  holds    Ireland  in    subjection   by 
physical  force.      Now,    Ireland  being 
unable  to  take  a  complete  revenge,  in- 
dividual Irishmen  take  their  revenge  in 
a    very  wicked    way   upon  individual 
Englishmen.     The  natives  of  Ireland 
enjoy  nothing  so  much  as  befooling  a 
gullible  Saxon.      With  intuitive  per- 
ception the  peasants,  especially  in  the 
South,  find  out  what  it  is  that  an  Eng- 
lishman wishes  them  to  say  and  what  he 
wishes  them  to  leave  unsaid,  and  they 
take  their  cue  accordingly.      I   think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
thoroughly  gulled.     In  the  past,   this 
plan  of  individual  revenge  by  Irishmen 
did  little  harm ;  but  now  it  is  other* 
wise,  for  it  seems  to  be  necessary  that 
every  Member  of  the  Badical  Party 
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who  wishes  to  qualify  for  Office  should 
make  a  tour  in  Ireland,  and  publish  to 
the  world  the  extent  to  which  he  has  been 
misled.  When  I  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
recount  the  story  of  the  man  who  was 
sentenced  to  a  month's  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  for  intimidating  his 
mother  into  resisting  the  law — 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  For  inciting  his  mother  to 
resist  the  law.  I  maintain  that  the  case 
is  a  true  one. 

Lord  QEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Of 
course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  case  is  a  true  one,  or  he  would 
not  have  put  it  before  the'  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  Does  the 
noble  Lord  say  it  is  untrue  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  I  will  answer  the  question  by 
saying  that  I  belieye  the  statement  to 
be  every  bit  as  true  as  the  statement 
made  the  other  night  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  who  described  how  there  had 
been  an  elaborate  system  of  voting  in 
a  certain  suppressed  branch  of  the 
National  League,  and  how  the  votes 
were  far  too  evenly  divided  for  Irish- 
men ever  to  have  taken  part  in  such 
proceedings.  It  appears  to  me  that 
whenever  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  goes 
away  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
materials  for  a  case  against  his  oppo- 
nents he  lends  a  too  willing  ear  to  any 
nonsense  that  is  told  him.  But  to  leave 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  to  come 
to  the  question  which  is  under  discus- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  his  speech  made  per- 
fectly clear  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
conflict  between  Lord  Clanricarde  and 
his  tenants.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
made  it  evident  that,  however  much  we 
may  deplore  the  differences  between 
Lord  Clanricarde  and  his  tenantry.  Lord 
Clanricarde  is  not  the  main  sinner.  A 
series  of  gross  and  barbarous  atrocities 
were  committed  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Woodford  and  Loughrea.  They  were 
committed  before  agricultural  prices 
began  to  fall,  and  they  were  directed 
against  what  is  known  as  the  landed 
interest,  and  those  who  thus  provoked 
the  conflict  are  to  a  large  extent  re- 
sponsible for  the  consequences  which 
we  now  have  to  face.  If  Lord  Clanri- 
carde has  retaliated,  I  think  it  may  be 
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fairly  said  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
which  has  been  denounced  by  Judges 
of  the  highest  authority  in  Ireland  as 
illegal,  has  found  in  him  a  very  tough 
customer  when  fighting  with  legal  wea- 
pons, and  we  are  not  disposed  to  do 
anything  which  will  interfere  with  the 
operation  of  the  law.  When  we  are 
asked  to  deal,  as  we  have  been  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  with  this  ques- 
tion of  arrears,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
there  is  upon  the  Irish  Land  Question 
a  difference  which  has  grown  and  de- 
veloped itself  during  the  past  two  years 
between  the  two  Front  Benches  in  this 
House.  Only  last  week  we  listened  to 
an  eloquent  speech  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  which,  while  alluding  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  he  said  nothing  whatever  in 
condemnation  of  it,  and  in  reviewing 
the  proceedings  of  the  National  League 
he  likewise  uttered  no  condemnation  of 
their  past  action.  Now,  Sir,  what  is 
the  real  difficulty  in  dealing  with  this 
question  of  arrears  in  Ireland  ?  What 
has  been  the  object  of  the  National 
League  ever  since  it  has  been  in  exist* 
ence  ?  Its  object  has  been  to  depreciate 
the  value  of  land  in  Ireland,  because 
they  believe  that  by  ruining  the  land- 
lords they  can  get  rid  of  those  whom 
they  call  the  British  garrison  in  Ireland 
and  carry  out  the  chief  political  objects 
which  they  have  in  view.  Every  move, 
every  speech,  no  matter  whether  made 
by  a  high  official  or  by  one  of  the 
humbler  members  of  the  League, 
has  been  directed  to  that  end  and 
to  that  end  alone.  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Now  what  is  the  Plan  of 
Campaign?  It  is  a  movement  by 
which  persons  who  can  afford  to  pay 
their  rents  are  forced  to  combine  with 
those  who  cannot  pay  their  rents,  the 
whole  object  of  the  movement  being  to 
compel  the  well-to-do  tenants  who  are 
able  to  pay  to  combine  with  those  who 
are  not,  and  the  object,  of  course,  is  to 
put  undue  and  improper  pressure  on  the 
landlords.  There  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  denunciation  of  land-grabbers.  Now 
what  is  the  main  object  of  what  is  called 
land-grabbing  ?  There  are  two  classes 
of  land-grabbers,  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant.  I  put  aside  the  first  class,  and 
I  take  the  class  of  the  tenant  land- 
grabber.  A  tenant  land-grabber  is  a  man 
possessed  of  industry,  thrift,  and  energy, 
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and  who  in  consequence  of  these  quali- 
ties is  willing  to  take  up  land  and  to 
pay  rent  for  it,  which  the  persons  who 
preTiously  held  it  were  unable  to  do. 
The  whole  object  of  denouncing  land- 
grabbers  and  holding  them  up  to  public 
hatred  is  to  take  away  from  men  those 
qualities  of  industry  and  thrift,  because 
the  landlords  are  thus  put  in  a  worse 
position  than  before.    These  are  the  two 
main  instruments  by  which  the  National 
League  was  worked  in  Ireland.     Oan 
any  one  doubt  that  among  the  causes  of 
the  large  arrears  which  exist  in  Ireland 
are  the  Flan  of  Campaign  and  the  de- 
nunciation of  land-grabbers?     If  that 
is  BO,  we  oan  understand  why  pressure 
is  brought  to  bear  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  in  order  to  get  a 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question.    Last 
year,   when  the  Land  Bill  was  before 
this  House,  a  general  objection  was  ex- 
pressed to  the  bankruptcy  clauses,  and 
in  consequence  the  Goyernment  with- 
drew  them.      The    Government    then 
made  not  only  a  fair  but  a  most  gener- 
ous proposal  to  the  House,  and  especially 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
They  stated  their  willingness  to  deal 
with  this  questiou  of  arrears,  and  to  put 
such  clauses  in  that  Bill  as  might  wipe 
off  the  indebtedness  of  the  tenant,  pro- 
vided that  all  other  creditors  were  treated 
in  a  similar  manner,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  took   a  public    opportunity  of 
announcing  that  he  was  ready  to  bring 
in  clauses  to  that  effect  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  would  accede 
to  them.     But  there  was  no  sign  or  indi- 
cation of  such  being  the  case.     Why  ? 
Because  the  doctrine  of  the  National 
League,  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the 
other,   has  been  that  the  last  person 
whom  the  tenant  is  called  upon  to  pay 
is  the  landlord ;  that  the  tenants  have 
duties  towards  themselves  and  towards 
the  shopkeeper,  but  that  it  is  better  to 
go    about  with  their  hands    in   their 
pockets  than  to   do  anything  towards 
paying  the  landlord.    That  doctrine  has 
prevailed    through    Ireland,    and    the 
Goyernment  declined  before,  and  they 
decline  now,  to  assent  to  any  proposal 
which  places  the  landlord  in  a  worse 
position  than  other  creditors.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  denounced  our 
action  of  last  year,  but  ignored  the  pro- 
posal which  we  made  and  the  manner  in 
which   that  proposal  was  dealt  with. 
NoWy  there  is  one  question  which  ought 


never  to  be  absent  from  the  mind  of 
this  House,  and  especially  of  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  it.     If  you  deal  hastily 
and  precipitately  with  the  question  of 
arrears,  with  a  view  of  assisting  those 
who  have  not  paid  their  rents,  what 
are  you  going  to  do  with  those  who 
have    paid    their    rents  ?      I    had     a 
conversation  lately  with  an  Irish  tenant, 
a    man    who     had    been    in    arrear, 
and  he  said  to  me,   ''What  will  the 
Government  do  for  me  and  the  likes  of 
me,  who  pay  our  rent,  if  it  ever  takes  up 
this  question  ? ''    When  this  House  has 
placed  the  Irish  tenant  in  a  position  so 
superior  to  that  of  an  occupier  in  any 
other  part  of  the  world,  it  is  not  too 
much  for  us  to  expect  him  to  respond 
by  making  a  real  hondfide  effort  to  com- 
ply with   his  legal  obligations.      The 
right    hon.  Gentleman  who    proposed 
this  Amendment  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefeyre)does 
not  pretend  that  he  can  distinguish  be- 
tween  those  who  are  able  and  those  who 
are  unable  to  pay  their  arrears  of  rent. 
The  result  of  the  teachings  and  doctrines 
of  the  National  League  is  that  it  is  al- 
most impossible  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
to  distinguish  between  those  who  are 
able  and  those  who  are  unable  to  pay.    I 
say  that  so  long  as  those  doctrines  are 
preached,  so  long  as  it  is  impossible  to 
distinguish  between  those  who  can  and 
those  who  cannot  fulfil  their  legal  obli- 
gations, so  long  is  there  a  permanent 
obstacle  to  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. We  were  asked  to-night  to  facilitate 
legislation,  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  because 
there  has  been  a  landlord  in  Gal  way,  who 
has  made  strong,  and  possibly  extreme, 
exercise  of  his  rights.    There  are  no 
men  who  suffer  more  than  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  do  from  the  acts  of  those 
who    make  an  extreme    use  of   their 
rights  as  landlords  in  Ireland,  and  if 
I  am  ever  asked  by  an  Irish  landlord 
how  can  he  help  the  Government  in  the 
great  task  they  have  before  them  of 
strengthening  the   existing  union  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  I  always 
reply,  ''By  treating  as  liberally  and  as 
generously  with  your  tenants  as  circum- 
stances will  permit,  and  not  only  so,  but 
by  preaching  the  same  to  others."    We 
are  asked  to  generalize  hastily  from  one 
particular  case,  and  from  that  to  pass  a 
general  law.      After    the    Address   is 
voted,  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  will 
ask  the  House  to  oonsider  the  Rules  for 
the  system  of  Procedure  in  this  House. 
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There  is  one,  and  probably  more  than 
one,  hon.  Member  of  the  House  who 
may  make  use  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  obstruct  the  General  Business 
of  the  House,  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
the  House  should  infer  that  every  man 
who  makes  use  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  is  abusing  them.  Last  year  Her 
Majesty's  Government  said  that  they 
wero  determined — so  far  as  they  were 
concerned — that  Ireland  should  not 
*'  block  the  way  "  for  legislation  for  the 
rest  of  the  Kingdom  in  1888.  That 
statement  we  keep  to  in  the  main.  We 
offered  last  year  generous  terms  for 
dealing  with  the  arrears  of  rent ;  they 
were  not  accepted,  and  we  now  decline 
for  the  present — [^Cheers'] — hon.  Gentle- 
men who  cheer  should  wait  till  I  have 
got  a  little  further — we  decline  in  any 
way  to  touch  the  Irish  Land  Question — 
either  as  regards  arrears  or  purchase — 
until  we  have  made  ffood  our  promise 
to  deal  first  with  the  legislative  wants 
of  Great  Britain.  That  is  the  under- 
taking we  gave  last  year;  that  is  the 
work  into  which  we  embarked  last  year, 
and  to  that  undertaking  we  intend  to 
adhere. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  the 
speech  just  delivered  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  conceived 
in  a  spirit  which  he  believed  a  great 
majority  of  that  House  would  consider 
to  be  utterly  unsuitable  to  the  subject ; 
but,  whatever  the  House  might  say,  he 
knew  perfectly  well  what  the  majority 
of  the  country  would  say  with  regard  to 
the  speech  when  they  read  it.  Because 
at  the  opening  of  his  speech,  the  noble 
Lord  had  indulged  in  what  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  must  characterize  as  most  un- 
deserved sneers  in  approaching  a  subject 
of  the  utmost  gravity.  The  noble  Lord 
also  declared  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  woula  stand  side  by  side 
with  Lord  Olanricarde  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  would  do  nothing  and  say 
nothing  to  embarrass  him  in  carrying 
out  the  law  on  his  estates  in  that 
country.  He  thanked  the  noble  Lord 
for  that  declaration,  because  he  believed 
that  nothing  could  be  said  in  that  House 
more  likely  to  damage  the  reputation  of 
the  Government.  He  would  make  the 
noble  Lord  a  present  of  Lord  Glanricarde 
and  of  law  and  order.  Being  as  he 
was  an  old-standing  and  determined 
enemy  of  maladministration,  he  would 
wish  his  enemies  in  Dublin  Castle  a  no 
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more  unhappy  fate  than  that  of  carrying 
on  war  against  the  National  League  in 
Ireland  during  the  next  year.  The 
noble  Lord  had  tried  to  minimise  the 
specific  cases  which  had  been  brought 
forward,  but  had  utterly  failed ;  and  he 
had  been  asked  what  the  Government 
proposed  to  do  in  this  case,  and  the 
only  answer  given  was  that  they  were 
determined  to  see  the  law  carried  out. 
He  himself  had  been  accused  of  en- 
couraging lawlessness  in  Ireland.  It 
was  possible  that  he  might  on  some 
occasions  have  done  what  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Oourt  had  characterized  as 
encouraging  illegal  associations ;  but  it 
was  a  very  doubtful  question  whether 
that  was  unlawful,  and  he  must  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  juries  in 
Ireland  had  not  agreed  with  that  de- 
scription. He  had  been  arraigned  and 
stood  his  trial  before  a  packed  jury  in 
Dublin  with  a  most  unfavourable  panel, 
and  had  not  been  found  guilty.  But 
his  utmost  efforts  to  encourage  lawless- 
ness in  Ireland  would  fade  into  utter 
insignificance  compared  with  those  of 
the  Government  in  undertaking  to  en- 
force evictions  on  the  Olanricarde 
estate.  There  was  on  the  Olanricarde 
estate,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oentral  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lef  evre)  had  admirably  explained  to  the 
House,  an  absolute  deadlock,  and  unless 
that  House  interfered  with  legislation, 
or  unless  the  Executive  interfered  in  a 
way  different  from  that  in  which  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  now  in- 
terfering, he  saw  no  way  out  of  the 
struggle,  and  nothing  except  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  agrarian  war  in  South 
East  Galway  on  a  scale  which  he  could 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
attract  the  attention  of  the  civilized 
world.  Did  the  Government  imagine 
that  the  people  of  England  or  the 
civilized  worla  would  look  on  quietly 
and  patiently  while  an  Army  corps  was 
engaged  in  clearing  a  district  21  miles 
long  and  23  miles  broad,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  2,000  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  approached  this 
subject  in  a  spirit  as  unbecoming  as  that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  he  had  gone  out  of  ms  way 
at  the  beginning  of  the  speech  to  make 
a  bitter  and  personal  attack  upon  a  man 
who  was  now  a  prisoner  in  Galway  Gaol. 
It  had  been  suggested  to  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  that  it  would  be  an 
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ungenerous  thing  not  to  exercise  the 
power  in  his  hands  to  liberate  his  poli- 
tical opponent,  in  order  that  he  might 
take  part  in  the  election  at  Deptford. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
deny  that  it  was  in  his  power  to  release 
Mr.  Blunt,  in  order  that  he  might  fight 
his  battle  in  that  House,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  extremely  unwise  and  ungenerous 
that  he  should  have  refused  to  exercise 
his  discretion  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  made  no 
attack  on  Mr.  Blunt,  except  to  accuse 
him  of  extreme  ignorance  of  the  country 
in  which  he  was. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  accused  Mr.  Blunt  of 
associating  with  men  in  the  county  of 
Galway  whom  he  proceeded  to  accuse 
on  grossly  insufficient  evidence  of  having 
committed    the    crime    of   inciting    to 
assassination.    That  was  a  very  serious 
charge  to  make,  and  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  re- 
peated that,  in  his  opinion,  an  attack  had 
been  made  on  the  character   of    Mr. 
Blunt.     That  was  the  charge  brought 
against  Mr.  Eoohe,  but  for  which  the 
Chief     Secretary    gave    no    adequate 
foundation.     He  knew  Mr.  Eoche  as  a 
man  of  irreproachable  character,  but  he 
was  nevertheless  accused  of  inciting  to 
assassination.    The  words  of  Mr.  Boche, 
on   which  the    right    hon.   Gentleman 
relied  to  support  the  accusation,  were — 
'<  We  have  had  our  Baladaya,  and  we 
shall  have  our  Fontenoy."  Those  words, 
whatever  they  meant,  and  it  was  not 
clear  what  they  did  mean,  were  spoken 
two    months   before    the    murder    of 
Finlay,  yet  such  was  the  impartial  spirit 
of  hon.  Gentlemen   opposite  that  they 
accepted  these  words  as  amounting  to 
incitement  to  assassination.     Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stand  up  and  read 
the  Charge  of  Ohief  Justice   Palles? 
That  Judge  did  not  make  any  charge 
aeainst  Mr.  Hoche ;  he  said  that  the  de- 
plorable   calamity   that    followed    his 
speech  ought  to  be  a  warning  to  all  men 
against  using  exciting  language  in  a 
disturbed  district.     But  it  was  a  very 
different  thing  to  say  that  a  man  had 
used  exciting  language,  and  to  say  that 
he  had  incited  to  murder  and  assassina- 
tion.   Probably  there  was  no  Member 
of  the  House  that  had  not  at  one  time 
or  another  used  exciting  language,  and 
therefore  he  said  that  the  charge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the 
xHQst   cowardly  things   that  any  man 


could  possibly  do.  He  must  say  that  the 
sneers  levelled  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  his  best  style  at  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
were,   to  his  mind,   peculiarly  out  of 
place.     He  appeared  to  insinuate  that 
the  mission  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was   extremely  ridiculous.    The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  pardon  him 
(Mr.  Dillon)  if  he  and  others  who  lived 
in  the  disturbed  district  which  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  (Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre) 
visited  took  precisely  the  reverse  view 
of  the  matter.    Whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  who  now  governed  Ire- 
land, hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
believed  that  the  mission  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  Loughrea  would  en- 
title him  to  the  gratitude  of  the  people 
of  the  district.    It  was  well  known  that 
he  went  with  a  two-fold  purpose,  and, 
despite  the  sneers  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, he  went  at  the  risk  of  his  position 
in    England.    He   went   there    at   no 
physical    risk,    but    there  were    other 
reasons  which  many  men  did  not  like  to 
face.     He  went  to  Loughrea  to  bring 
about  a  settlement  in  the  district  on 
account  of  which,  had  he  succeeded,  the 
Government  ought  to  have  been    his 
most  grateful  debtors.     One  result  of 
the  mission  had  been  that  on  the  Burke 
estate,   in  connection  with  which  the 
murdered  man  Finlay  was  employed, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  en- 
abled to  efifect  a  settlement  at  the  request 
of    the    landlord    himself,     and    the 
dispute     on    that     estate    had    been 
brought    to    a    termination,    all    the 
evicted  tenants  had  been  restored,  and 
an    agreement    had    been    arrived    at 
which  would  probably  not  be  disturbed. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed 
on  the  Olanricarde  estate — and  he  had 
failed — ^it  was  because  Lord  Clanricarde 
was  a  man  deaf  to  the  voice  of  reason. 
There  was  nothing  that  could  be  con- 
sidered ridiculous  in  the  mission  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford ;  and  if  his  feelings  had 
suffered  at  all,  which  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
doubted  very  much,  in  consequence  of 
the  sneers  of  the  noble  Lord  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  would  find  ample 
compensation  in  the  affectionate  remem- 
brances which  would  remain  among  the 
people  of  South  Galway.    It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.   Member  for 
Bradford  had  made  a  speech  couched  in 
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an  extremely  temperate  tone,  considering 
the  subject  with  which  he  had  to  deal. 
The  subject  was  one  on  which  English 
gentlemen  found  it  difficult  to  speak  at 
all  in  temperate  language  when  they 
had  mastered  the  history  of  the  business. 
He  had  known  many  Englishmen  who, 
having  mastered  the  circumstances  on 
the  estate,  had  spoken  in  stronger  lan- 
guage even  than  ne  had  used,  and  that 
was  giving  a  large  margin.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  certain  specific 
charges  against  the  Administration  in 
Ireland,  to  not  one  of  which  had  a  reply 
been  given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  He  said  it  was  still  possible 
for  landlords  in  Ireland  to  commit  in- 
justice with  regard  to  their  tenants; 
that,  taking  the  case  of  the  Clanricarde 
estate  as  an  example  of  the  general  state 
of  things,  a  most  monstrous  and  whole- 
sale perpetration  of  injustice  was  about 
to  take  place.  To  the  first  of  these 
charges  the  Chief  Secretary  made  no 
reply,  and  to  the  second  he  gave  an  an- 
swer which  was  utterly  lame  and  im- 
potent, inasmuch  as  he  made  no  attempt 
to  touch  the  point.  The  third  charge 
was  that  the  Government  had  used  the 
Coercion  Act  more  actively  to  support 
Lord  Clanricarde  than  in  any  other 
way,  and  to  that  no  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  attempted  to  reply.  They 
had  listened  over  and  over  again  to  the 
statement  of  the  Irish  Secretary  that 
the  law  must  be  enforced.  But  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forgotten  that  the 
other  day  at  Bodyke  35  families,  acting 
under  his  advice,  broke  the  law,  and 
took  forcible  possession  of  the  houses 
from  which  they  had  been  evicted  ? 
Why  did  not  the  Government  enforce 
the  law  in  that  case  ?  The  fact  was  that 
they  were  afraid  to  do  so,  because  the 
Home  Eule  Party  had  won  three  elec- 
tions in  England  in  consequence  of  the 
Bufferings  of  the  Bodyke  tenantry.  The 
name  of  Bodyke  was  a  terror  to  the 
Government.  Would  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary stand  up  and  say  it  was  not  true 
that  85  tenants  did  not  hold  possession 
of  their  houses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  rested 
entirely  with  the  landlords  to  turn  them 
out. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  now  delivered  himself 
into  the  hands  of  the  Philistines.  It  did 
not  rest  with  the  landlords.  These 
people  broke  the  law  of  the  land ;  they 
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held  their  houses  in  forcible  possession 
for  six  months ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  according  to 
his  version  of  the  law  of  the  land,  to 
have  punished  them  for  doing  so.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  landlord  appealed 
over  and  over  again  to  Dublin  Castle. 

tMr.  A.  J.  Balfottb  dissented.]     The 
rish  Members  protested  against  the  in- 
sertion in  the  Bill  of  the  provision  re- 
lating to  the  taking  of  forcible  posses- 
sion ;  but  no  notice  had  been  taken  of 
their  protests,  and  now  that  these  fami- 
lies had  taken   forcible  possession  of 
their  houses,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not    punish  them.      What  was  it 
that  stood    between   the    Government 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  law  ?  It  was 
the    Election    at    Spalding,    and   the 
Northwich  Election,  which  was,  in  fact, 
won  partly  by  the   sufferings  of    the 
tenantry  of  Bodyke.      The   name   of 
Bodyke  stank  in  the  nostrils  of  the  Go- 
vernment,  and  they  were  determined 
not  to  raise  the  question  again;  while 
Colonel  O'Callaghan,  who  was  going  to 
resist  the  Plan  of  Campaign  for  20  years, 
had    fallen    back  on  it  and    accepted 
£1,000.    In  Woodford  the  Coercion  Act 
had  been  turned  into  an  engine  of  the 
most  fearful  persecution,  and  all  for  the 
benefit  of  Lord  Clanricarde.     He  asked 
the  House  to  consider  the  excuses  put 
forward  by  the  Chief  Secretary.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  back  when 
charged  with  straining  the  law  in  the 
Woodford  district,  and  recalled  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House  what  was  the 
condition  of  the  district  two  or  three 
years  ago ;  but  ii^  was  noticed  that  his 
catalogue  of  outrages  stopped  in  March, 
1 886.  No  doubt  the  district  was  in  a  very 
bad  condition  when  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment had  control  of  it ;  but  as  soon 
as  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  the  con- 
trol of  it,  crime  and  outrage  ceased. 
The  Chief  Secretary  wanted  it  to  be 
believed  that  Irish  Members  were  re- 
sponsible for  all  the  outrages  and  crimes 
which    occurred.       In    1880   he   (Mr. 
Dillon)  had  gone  down  to  the  Wood- 
ford district  and  got  up  a  combination 
among  the  tenants;   that  combination 
lasted  for  two  or  three  weeks,  during 
which  there  were  no  murders  or  crime. 
By  the  action  of  the  agent  of  Lord 
Clanricarde  that  combination  was  broken 
up,  and  when  he  was  at  Portumna  the 
tenants  informed  him  that  it  was  broken 
up,  and  in  October  they  came  and  told 
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him  they  had  paid  their  rents.    Upon 
that,  he  told  them  that  he  cast  them  off, 
and  that  he  lefc  the  tenants  and  the  Qo- 
vemment  to  settle  the  question  between 
them.    What  was  the  result?     They 
had  evidence  that  between   1880  and 
the  date  of  the  unhappy  murder  of 
Finlay,  nine  men  were  murdered  in  the 
district,  not  one  of  whose  murderers  did 
the    Executive    Government    bring   to 
justice.    The  duty  of  civilized  govern- 
ment was  two-fold — first,  to  protect  the 
property  of  people,  poor  as  well  as  rich ; 
and,  secondly,  to  protect  the  lives  and 
liberties  of  the  people.    The  Govern- 
ment had  had   the  Woodford  district 
under  their  charge  for  five  years  with- 
out interference  from  Irish  Members, 
and  they  had  done  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other.    They  allowed  the  tenants  to 
be  robbed  by  the  landlords,  and  they 
allowed    the  landlords'   agents  to    be 
murdered.    That  was  the  condition  of 
Woodford  in  March,  1886;  and  in  the 
autumn  of  that  year  some  of  the  most 
respectable    inhabitants  came   to  him 
(Mr.  Dillon)  and  asked  him  to  go  down 
to  the  district  and  interfere,  and  he  did 
BO.      He  went  down  on  the   14th  of 
October,  1886,  on  which  day  they  held 
a  meeting  in  the  town  of  Woodford. 
Why  could  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
produce  any  crimes  after  the   14th  of 
October,  1886?    His  catalogue,   as  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  had    shown,  stopped   in 
March,  and  he  was  utterly  unable  to 
show  that  the  adoption  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  had  brought  crime  into  the 
district,  or  to  disprove  that  its  adoption 
had  brought  peace  to  the  neighbour- 
hood by  affording  to  the  people  some 
other  means  of  protection  than  that  of 
secret  societies,  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  wished  to  drive  them.    To  his 
mind,  the  idea  of  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Government  appeared  to  be  to 
bringback Ireland  to  the  condition  in  for- 
mer times  of  struggles  and  disturbance 
in  which  the  country  was  placed  before 
the  formation  of  the  National  League 
and  Plan  of  Campaign.     To  listen  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  one  would  sup- 
pose that  the  Irish  Members  inrere  a  set 
of  foreign  mercenaries,  who  had  put  an. 
end  to  prosperity  and  stirred  up  dissen* 
sion  in  the  country.     It  was  amusing — 
although  sometimes  exasperating  —  to 
receive  long  lectures  from  the  present 


Chief  Secretary  and  his  Predecessor  in 
Office,  for  whom  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  enter- 
tained very  different  feelings,  on  the 
subject  of  his  duty  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  based  upon  his  want  of  knowledge 
of  the  people  amongst  whom  he  was 
bom  and  lived.  What  was  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  in  times  of  former  agri- 
cultural distress?  He  would  use  no 
words  of  his  own  to  describe  it ;  but,  in 
justifying  their  present  policy,  which 
had  been  so  desperately  and,  he  might 
say,  so  ferociously  attacked,  he  would 
refer  to  the  description  given  by  a  tra- 
veller in  Ireland  in  1849,  who,  after  re- 
flecting upon  the  terrible  outrages  which 
were  from  time  to  time  committed,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  cause  lay  in 
the  refusal  of  the  law  to  do  its  duty,  to 
the  denial  of  their  rights  to  the  people, 
and  to  the  fierce  competition  for  land. 
These  people,  the  writer  observed,  were 
driven  to  the  laws  of  Nature,  and  they 
believed  it  was  only  by  those  acts  of 
vengeance  that  they  could  hold  in  sus- 
pense the  hands  of  the  landlord  and  the 
agent,  and  that  a  fierce  and  relentless 
war  was  being  waged  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireluid.  Those  were  the 
words  of  John  Bright,  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham.  The  condition  of 
things  which  he  described  in  1849  went 
on  still,  and,  instead  of  being  mitigated, 
had  grown  worse.  The  crime  of  Irish 
Members  was  that,  paralyzed  and  pained 
by  this  condition  of  things,  they  had  en- 
deavoured to  discover  some  method  by 
which  they  could  bring  peace  to  the 
people,  and  carry  on  this  war  against 
injustice  without  recourse  to  outrage. 
He  contended  that  they  had  discovered 
such  a  method,  which,  whether  it  was 
legal  or  not,  had  served  their  purpose, 
and  would  continue  to  serve  their  pur- 
pose. It  had  served  their  purpose  in 
several  ways.  It  had  withdrawn  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland  from  recourse  to 
crime,  and  afforded  protection  without 
those  acts  of  vengeance  which  Mr. 
Bright  had  said  were  formerly  neces- 
sary to  stay  the  hands  of  the  evicting 
landlords,  and  had  opened  out  a  path 
which  the  people  would  be  able  to  fol- 
low. With  respect  to  the  Clare  estate, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  exhibited  the  most  extraordi- 
nary ignorance.  They  both  urged  that 
the  tenants  oould  have  gone  hdto  the 
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Land  Oourt,  and  that  the  fact  of  their 
not  doing  so  was  proof  positive  that 
their  rents  were  reasonable. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  it  had 
been  stated  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  one  of  the  reasons  the  tenants  did 
not  go  into  the  Land  Court  was  beoause 
their  rents  were  very  nearly  on  a  level 
with  those  the  Commissioners  were 
fixing. 

Ms.  DILLON  said,  he  would  give  the 
House  his  ezperience  of  the  rents.  As 
soon  as  the  Land  Act  was  passed,  and 
the  combination  he  endeavoured  to  get 
up  in  1880  broke  down,  the  tenants  did 
try  to  go  to  the  Land  Court.  But  no 
one  who  had  not  laboured  in  East  Gal- 
way  could  form  any  conception  of  what 
the  influence  of  Lord  Clanricarde  with 
the  tenantry  was  before  that  influence 
was  broken  down  by  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  tenants  found  to  their  dis- 
may that  the  Sub-Commissioner  and  their 
own  solicitor  were  lunching  every  day 
at  the  Castle  with  the  agent  of  the 
landlord.  The  unfortunate  tenants  with- 
drew their  cases  and  went  home,  because 
they  lost  all  faith  in  the  justice  of  the 
Commissioners  and  in  the  solicitor  they 
had  employed.  Every  engine  of  oppres- 
sion in  the  hands  of  the  landlords  was 
used  to  punish  those  who  came  into  the 
Land  Court.  They  were  served  with 
ejectment  notices  for  the  payment  of 
arrears.  Every  decision  was  appealed 
against,  and  the  tenants  were  brought 
up  to  Dublin  and  put  to  great  expense. 
He  admitted  that  on  that  occasion  the 
reductions  granted  by  the  Land  Court 
were  not  very  great ;  but  he  would  draw 
attention  to  what  happened  when  a 
combination  arose  on  the  Clanricarde 
estate.  The  first  combination  to  demand 
reductions,  after  the  one  in  1880,  was 
formed  at  Woodford  in  1885,  and  the 
tenants  asked  for  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  on  the  rents  of  Lord  Clanricarde. 
At  the  same  time  50  or  60  tenants 
plucked  up  courage  and  went  into  the 
Land  Court  at  Fortumna.  What  was 
the  result?  The  Chief  Secretary  said 
the  reductions  left  the  rents  very  much 
as  they  were  before.  He  might  have 
accepted  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) ;  but,  if 
he  did,  it  only  proved  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  understated  the 
case  of  the  Clanricarde  tenants.    When 
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the  cases  came  up  at  Fortumna  the  first 
rent  was  reduced  from  £30  to  £15;  and 
others  from  £10  to  £7;  £18  to  £11; 
£30  to  £14  5<. ;  £6  10«.  to  £3  15«;  and 
£15  to  £9  109.  The  average  reductions 
all  round  were  35  per  cent,  whereas  the 
tenants  had  combined  to  ask  a  reduction 
of  25  per  cent.  In  dealing  with  this 
matter,  perhaps  it  would  be  as  well  to 
request  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  get  some  of  the 
clerks  in  the  Irish  Office  to  make  mar- 
ginal notes  in  the  Blue  Books,  and  give 
him  the  facts  instead  of  taking  them 
from  anyone. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Not  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mb.  DILLON :  No ;  for  he  was  not 

Said  £4,000  a-year  to  govern  Ireland, 
'oming  to  another  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  he  had  made  a 
sweeping  attack  on  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. He  (Mr.  Dillon)  was  not  anxious 
to  boast  about  the  Flan,  although  it  had 
served  its  purpose  very  well,  and  had 
acquired  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Not  all  the  power  of  the  Ad- 
ministration could  destroy  that  Flan  of 
Campaign.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  with  his  usual 
omniscience,  gave  for  the  benefit  of  the 
House  an  awful  picture  of  the  distress 
caused  to  all  the  tenants  who  had  adopted 
the  Flan  of  Campaign.  Well  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  would  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman some  information  on  this  subject, 
as  it  was  some  time  since  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  hearing  what  had  oc- 
curred in  regard  to  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign. In  all,  the  tenants  on  about  95 
estates  adopted  this  method  of  obtaining 
justice.  He  had  procured  a  settlement 
with  regardto  42  of  those  estates,  and  he 
found  that  there  had  been  only  two  evic- 
tions, that  no  kind  of  suffering  had  been 
inflicted  on  the  tenants,  and  that  they 
had  got  what  they  had  originally  de- 
manded and  had  been  refused.  Thus  it 
appeared  that  the  dreadful  picture 
drawn  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  sufferings  of  all  who  trusted  to  his 
(Mr.  Dillon's)  advice  was  rather  highly 
coloured.  He  did  not  know  what  kind 
of  authority  was  to  be  accepted  in  that 
House  as  to  the  sufferings  of  the  tenants. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
greatest  misery  prevailed  among  the 
Brooke  tenants.  The  Brooke  estate  was 
one  on  which  no  settlement  had  been 
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arrived  at  yet;  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  assured  the  House  that 
misery  and  despair  were  prevailing 
there.  Now,  it  happened  that  he  re- 
ceived yesterday  a  letter  from  the  parish 
priest  couched  in  the  following  terms : — 

"  I  see  in  The  Freeman,  Balfour  states,  that 
the  people  here  are  in  a  had  way.  Thia,  like 
many  ouier  of  his  statements,  is  ahsolately  false. 
I  met  most  of  the  tenants  to-day  and  yesterday, 
and  I  am  ahle  to  say  they  were  never  in  hotter 
spirits  than  at  the  present  moment,  and  many 
of  their  neighhours  envy  their  good  fortune  in 
being  under  the  Plan  of  Oampaign.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  tenants  on  a  neighbouring 
estate,  numbering;  30,  waited  on  me  to-day,  ana 
on  three  other  different  occasions,  askin^c  me  to 
take  their  money  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  I  refused  to  do  so,  because  I  consider  the 
landlord  a  fairly  good  man,  and  they  can  get 
terms  from  him  without  having  recourse  to  iSna 
policy." 

Under  these  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  advised  Father  O'Neill  not  to 
take  the  money,  as  he  had  done  in  every 
case  where  the  landlord  was  a  good  man. 
He  had  received  another  letter  from  a 
priest  in  the  Oounty  Glare,  who  said — 

"I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  inform  you  the 
tenants  on  the  Burton  estate  have  got  all  they 
asked  for —namely,  7«.  reduction  on  judicial,  and 
10«.  reduction  on  non-judicial,  rents,  the  land- 
lord agreeing  to  pay  all  costs  and  to  withdraw 
all  legal  proceedings.  The  tenants  on  the 
Vandeleur  estate  are  in  excellent  spirits,  and 
have  not  the  slightest  intention  of  abating  their 
demands." 

The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  might  say  that  he  knew  the 
condition  of  the  tenants  better  than  the 
priest  of  the  parish  in  which  they  re- 
sided. Of  course,  when  they  met  with  a 
conflict  of  testimony  like  that,  they  would 
leave  the  landlord  and  Father  O'Neill 
to  settle  it.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  just 
received  news  from  the  Bodyke  tenantry, 
whom  he  met  two  years  ago  in  a  state  of 
absolute  despair,  whose  condition  was  os 
desperate  that  it  excited  the  compassion 
of  an  English  gentleman  (who  was  not 
a  sympathizer  of  theirs)  so  deeply  that  he 
put  his  hand  in  his  pocket  and  ofiPered 
£300  to  appease  Colonel  O'Callaghan,  but 
Colonel  O'Callaghan  was  fool  enough  to 
refuse  that  £300,  and  they  sent  it  back 
to  Mr.  Tuke,  and  the  landlord  never  saw 
it  again.  They  had  settled  that  estate 
without  taking  Mr.  Tuke's  £300. 
Although  they  were  told  that  the  Irish 
tenants  were  beggars  and  dishonest, 
they  had  settled  it  without  that  £300, 
and  he  had  a  letter  from  Father  Murphy, 
who  had  received  high  encomiums  from 


Colonel  Turner,  Mr.  Tuke,  and  many 
other  gentlemen  who  did  not  sympathize 
with  their  movements,  as  a  high-minded 
and  honourable  gentleman.  In  that 
letter  Father  Murphy  stated — 

"I  have  met  the  tenants  to-day,  and  I  have 
been  commissioned  to  thank  you  on  their  be- 
half :  but  1  cannot  find  words  to  convey  to  you 
what  they  would  wish  to  say  for  all  you  have 
done  for  them.  I  have  dismbuted  the  money 
amongst  them  in  order  that  they  may  be  able 
to  settle  down  more  comfortably  and  happily 
than  they  otherwise  would  do,  and  they  are  woU 
satisfied  with  their  position." 

That  was  his  experience  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  and  ne  had  found  as  a  rule, 
that  time  generally  justified  their  state- 
ments. It  did  not  justify  the  statements 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.  That  was  the 
condition  of  things  on  the  estates  where 
there  had  been  a  struggle.  On  the  40 
estates  where  he  had  effected  a  settle- 
ment he  had  secured  the  demands  of  the 
tenants  without  any  struggle  at  all.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  selected  an  ex* 
tremely  bad  instance  when  he  sneered 
at  him,  because  in  the  town  of  Bally- 
haunis,  in  his  own  constituency,  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  told  the  people  that  if  they 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign  they 
would  be  better  off.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  go  down  and  ask  Lord 
Dillon  and  LordDe  Freyne,  and  the  10  or 
11  neighbouring  landlords,  covering  a 
district  extending  over  30  square  miles 
— every  single  man  of  whom  had  yielded 
to  the  Plan,  and  who  had  dismissed 
their  agents  if  they  were  unpopular  at 
his  (Mr.  Dillon's)  request,  and  who  had 
accepted  rents  accoiding  to  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Plan.  Let  him  ask  them 
whether  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  in- 
fiioted  sufferings  on  the  tenants,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alleged. 
What  had  been  effected  in  the  town  of 
Ballyhaunis  and  its  neighbourhood  ? 
He  (Mr.  Dillon)  could  take  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  30 
miles  around  the  neighbourhood,  in 
Mayo  and  Boscommon,  over  estates  « 
where  the  Plan  of  Oampaign  had  been 
successful  without  a  blow  being  struck. 
He  should  think  that  at  the  very  lowest 
estimate  there  were  12,000  families  in 
his  own  constituency  and  the  neighbour- 
ing parts  of  Boscommon,  where  ihe  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  been  adopted  without 
the  loss  of  half-a-crown  over  the  whole 
transaction.  By  the  exertions  of  his 
agents  in  the  district  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Plan  they  had  reduced  the 
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rents  by  many  thousanda  of  pounds. 
And  as  to  crime,  how  many  crimes  had 
been  committed  in  East  Mayo  ?  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  turn  to  his 
record  of  crime  and  see  how  East  Mayo 
came  out  on  the  list  ?  He  ventured  to 
say  that  even  in  Ulster  they  would  not 
find  better  accounts  of  the  peacef  nlness 
of  the  district  than  the  reports  from 
their  Besident  Magistrates  in  regard  to 
East  Mayo.  They  had  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  challenge  the  other 
day  which  he  had  passed  over  in  silence. 
They  had  put  it  to  him  to  mention  a 
single  case  of  crime  arising  through  the 
operation  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Aad  what  was  the  answer  they  received  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  England  (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  pro- 
duced, out  of  the  whole  length  and 
breadth  of  Ireland,  one  solitary  case  of 
crime,  which,  he  said,  was  presumed  by 
the  police  to  have  arisen  out  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  and  it  was  an  attack  on  a 
tenant  of  Mr.  Worthington,  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Castlerea  in  Boscommon. 
There  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
prove  that,  except  that  the  estate  of  Mr. 
Worthington  was  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  The  case  had  not  been  in 
Court,  and  there  was  no  evidence  to 
show  that  the  man  had  been  attacked 
for  anything  he  had  done  in  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  He  (Mr.  Dillon), 
when  he  had  heard  of  the  case,  had 
telegraphed  over  to  his  agent  to  make 
inquiries,  and  from  the  answer  he  had 
received  it  seemed  that  the  man  was 
attacked  while  on  his  way  to  market  to 
seU  some  pigs,  in  order  to  get  the  money 
to  complete  his  contribution  to  the 
organization  ;  so  that,  if  they  looked  at 
the  probabilities  of  the  case,  the  injuries 
were  more  likely  to  Ijave  been  inflicted 
on  the  man  by  the  landlord's  bailififs. 
There  had  been  some  insinuations  as  to 
where  the  money  taken  under  the  Plan 
had  gone.  Let  them  ask  the  landlords 
who  had  settled  under  the  Plan  whether 
they  had  lost  a  single  half-crown  ?  Over 
£10,000  had  been  paid  to  the  landlords 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  he 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  produce 
the  testimony  of  a  single  landlord  to 
show  that  under  any  settlement  made 
with  him  under  that  organization  the 
terms  had  not  been  honourably  carried 
out  to  the  last  farthing.  So  much  for 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  seemed 

Mr.  DiOon 


to  gloat  over  the  condition  of  the  estates 
on  which  the  great  struggle  was  pro- 
ceeding.  He  said  that  war  could  hairdly 
bring  more  havoc  and  desolation  on  the 
country  than  they  were  bringing  by  the 
Plan  on  these  unhappy  people.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  gone  into  the  move- 
ment with  a  full  sense  of  responsibility; 
but  they  had  learnt  by  bitter  experience 
in  Ireland  that  they  got  nothing  with- 
out fighting  hard  for  it.  Indeed,  he  was 
free  to  admit  that  there  were  very  few 
things  in  this  world  which  were  worth 
having  to  be  got  without  stem  and  stiff 
fighting.  He  knew  it  was  the  policy  of 
certain  Members  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  to  avail  themselves  of  every 
benefit  the  Nationalist  Members  won 
for  the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  and  then 
boast  that  they  had  done  nothing  to 
obtain  those  benefits.  They  were  the 
law-abiding  citizens  of  Ireland,  who 
generally  rushed  into  the  Land  Court, 
and  availed  themselves  of  the  Arrears 
Bill  which  the  Nationalists  had  fought 
for  and  won  at  the  risk  of  imprisonment 
— yea,  at  the  risk  of  their  lives.  This 
he  would  say,  that  it  was  true  that  this 
struggle  had  on  certain  estates  like  those 
of  Olanricarde,  Massereene,  Brooke, 
Ponsonby,  and  Standish,  inflicted  con- 
siderable suffering  on  the  people.  To 
those,  however,  who,  like  the  Irish 
Members,  knew  the  true  condition  of 
the  Irish  peasantry,  the  sufferings  of 
the  tenantry,  mitigated  as  they  were  by 
the  fact  that  they  had  at  their  back  a 
mighty  organization  which  had  secured 
for  them  the  shelter  of  a  roof  and  a 
comfortable  meal  on  their  table,  were 
but  as  a  drop  in  the  ocean  compared  to 
the  sufferings  and  misery  of  generations 
of  Irish  tenants  who,  for  the  want  of 
such  an  organization  as  now  existed,  had 
been  driven  out  of  their  homes.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  sneered  at  £1  a- week,  but 
many  people  would  have  been  unable  to 
keep  a  roof  over  their  heads  but  for 
such  grants.  Great  as  the  sufferings  of 
the  people  were,  they  were  but  as  a  drop 
in  the  ocean  to  the  sufferings  of  genera- 
tions of  other  people.  Were  the  Irish 
to  be  alone  amongst  all  the  nations  of 
the  world  when  they  saw  a  great  objeot 
before  them — the  emancipation  of  the 
country — who  were  to  submit  to  the 
slavery  and  degradation  to  which  tkey 
had  been  condemned?  Were  they  to 
slink  back  and  be  terrified  by  some 
little  suffering  which  stood  in  the  way 
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while  other  nations  were  willing  to  spill 
their  blood  and  see  their  children  lay  on 
battle  fields  in  mangled  heaps  in  the 
struggle  for  emancipation — were  they 
to  hang  back  because  men  at  such  places 
as  Bodyke  had  been  driven  from  their 
homes  ?  He  told  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  people 
of  Ireland — and  he  spoke  the  sentiments 
of  the  Irish  peasantry  when  he  said  this 
— the  people  of  Ireland  counted  these 
sufferings  as  a  light  thing  in  the  great 
struggle  they  were  carrying  on,  and  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  imagined 
be  was  going  to  make  a  successful 
appeal  for  the  confidence  of  the  people 
01  Ireland  against  the  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers by  exaggerating  the  sufferings  of 
these  tenants  he  would  find  himself 
sadly  and  painfully  mistaken.  For  his 
part,  if  he  found  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  frightened  or  turned  back 
from  this  struggle  by  the  knowledge  of 
the  few  evictions  which  had  taken  place 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign  he  would 
utterly  scorn  them.  He  should  say  the 
Government  had  done  right  to  deny  the 
Irish  people  liberty,  because  they  were 
unworthy  of  liberty.  He  assured  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  unless  he  could  devise  a  much 
stronger  Coercion  Act  than  he  carried 
through  the  House  last  Session  he  would 
find  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was  a  great 
deal  too  strong  for  him.  Let  them  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  was  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  stated  just  now 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  for 
seven  years  been  passing  legislation  in 
regard  to  land  in  Ireland.  That  was  per- 
fectly true,  and  why  so  ?  Because  the 
Government  would  not  take  the  advice 
of  Irish  Members  seven  years  ago,  and 
would  persist  in  doing  the  business 
piecemeal,  inch  by  inch,  as  the  Irish 
Representatives  dragged  it  from  them 
by  fierce  agitation.  If  the  Government 
had  taken  the  Irish  Members'  advice  in 
1881  they  might  have  earned  the  gprati- 
tude  in  some  measure  of  the  Irish 
people.  That  they  had  ignored  that 
advice  was  the  secret  of  their  failure. 
They  had  passed  four  Land  Bills,  and  in 
every  single  instance  the  Irish  Members 
said  that  the  Bill  would  not  cover  the 
whole  of  the  ground,  and  in  no  single 
instance  did  the  Bill  cover  the  whole  of 
the  ground.    He  detected  in  the  speech 
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of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) a  partial  admission  that  thev  were 
right,  for  the  noble  Lord  said  the  Go- 
vernment declined  at  present  to  deal 
with  this  question.  Would  the  noble 
Lord  kindly  inform  them  how  high  they 
must  make  the  pot  in  Ireland  boil  before 
the  Government  would  listen  to  them  ? 
If  he  would,  he  would  save  a  ereat  deal 
of  time  and  trouble  and  anxiety  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, for  believe  him  it  would  come  up  to 
the  required  boiling  point  yet.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  learned  the  lesson 
well,  and  they  knew  what  refusals  of' 
Ministries  like  this  were  worth.  About 
30,000  or  40,000  families  in  Ireland  could 
not  obtain  the  benefits  of  the  land 
legislation,  and  it  was  idle  and  absurd 
and  a  mockery  of  statesmanship  to  be 
quibbling  and  casting  tu  quoques  across 
the  Table  when  the  fate  of  30,000  or 
40, 000  families  was  involved.  That  was  a 
serious  factor  in  the  case,  and  no  amount 
of  rhetoric  or  quibbling  argumentation 
would  change  the  case.  These  thousands 
of  families  had  learnt  the  secret  of 
agitation,  and  would  continue  to  agitate 
until  they  got  the  protection  which  had 
been  afforded  their  more  fortunate 
neighbours.  So  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment kept  these  men  out  of  the  benefits 
of  the  land  legislation  they  would  have 
disturbance  and  disorder  in  Ireland. 
The  Government  had  got  two  roads 
open  to  them.  He  admitted  frankly 
and  openly  that  he  could  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary — if  he  were  taken  into  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  confidence, 
though  he  did  not  mean  to  give  him 
any  instruction — he  could  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Coercion 
Bill  by  which  he  could  put  down  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  But  what  would  be 
the  result  ?  The  old  system  of  murder- 
ing landlords  and  agents  would  be  re- 
sorted to  by  desperate  people  in  Ireland, 
and  they  would  be  just  exactly  where 
they  were  1 5  years  ago  and  would  have 
gained  nothing.  The  Government  had 
oefore  them  the  choice  of  dealing  either 
with  an  open  organization  which  would 
do  everything  in  the  light  of  day  and 
which  would  act  with  care,  because  its 
leading  men  would  have  to  account  for 
their  acts,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
could  adopt  the  policy  suggested  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  of  com- 
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pelling  the  braDcbes  of  the  National 
League  to  meet  in  holes  and  comers.  If 
they  adopted  the  latter  policy  he  did  not 
know  but  that  after  great  industry  and 
after  some  time  they  might  succeed  in 
turning  some  of  the  branches  into 
Bibbon  Lodges.  It  they  wanted  to  try 
that  policy  let  them  try  it.  If  they  did, 
he  could  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  present 
Coercion  Act  would  not  suit  his  purpose : 
lie  must  have  something  a  great  deal 
more  stringent.  In  conclusion,  let  him 
say  he  earnestly  hoped  the  Government 
would  apply  their  minds  in  a  more 
serious  and  different  mood  to  the  case  of 
the  Clanricarde  estate  than  they  had  up 
to  the  present.  They  had  on  that  estate 
an  epitome  of  the  situation  in  Ireland. 
It  was  false  to  the  agrarian  situation  to 
say  that  Lord  Clanricarde  was  an  excep- 
tion to  the  rule  of  Irish  landlords.  He 
was  a  bad  specimen,  but  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
knew  worse.  He  said,  without  hesitation, 
that  Colonel  O'Callaghan  of  Bodyke  was 
worse  in  the  respect  that  his  rents  were 
more  exorbitant.  Lord  Clanricarde  was 
a  specimen  of  the  Irish  landlords,  and  it 
was  only  because  his  private  character 
was  so  unpleasant  that  he  was  looked 
on  as  worse  even  than  others  of  his 
class.  What  made  his  case  so  im- 
portant was  that  it  affected  nearly  half  the 
county — it  affected  1,500  families.  Lord 
Clanricarde  was  a  man  of  large  means,  a 
man  of  desperate  resolution,  a  man  who 
had  announced  the  deliberate  intention 
of  turning  Eastern  Galway  into  a 
desert  unless  the  tenants  paid  their 
rents  to  the  last  farthing.  The  tenants 
would  not  pay  unless  they  got  fair 
terms.  That  was  the  task  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  had  got  before  them  in  Ireland, 
and  they  ought  to  realize  it  as  it  was  ? 
If  they  made  up  their  minds  to  stand 
by  Lord  Clanricarde,  they  would  have 
to  march  an  Army  Corps  into  Eastern 
Galway,  desolate  the  country,  and  ex- 
terminate the  inhabitants.  The  Na- 
tionalists had  great  resources  ;  and  if 
the  Government  carried  out  a  policy  of 
that  kind,  their  resources  would  be 
quadrupled  and  quintupled.  The  Na- 
tional raitj  would  appeal  on  behalf  of 
the  Clanricarde  tenantry  to  the  millions 
of  the  Irish  race  aU  over  the  world; 
and  allow  him  to  tell  the  Government — 
great  and  mighty  as  it  was— that  they 
were  prepared  to  carry  on  this  war  for 
two,  three,  four  years,  and  even  longer. 
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They  would  support  these  people,  and 
they  would  see  how  long  the  public  of 
England  would  stand  patiently  by  while 
English  soldiers  and  the  Executive  in 
Ireland  were  engaged  in  this  glorious 
war. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  186  ; 
Noes  261  :  Majority  75.— (Div.  List, 
No.  11.) 

Address  agreed  to : — ^To  be  presented 
by  Privy  Councillors. 

MOTIOJ^S  . 


SUPPLY. 

Reeohedf  That  this  House  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. — (1/r.  William  Menry 
Smith.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow,  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the 
Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty." 
—{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  upon  what  grounds  the  Motion 
was  moved  without  any  Notice?  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  a  very  bad 
precedent  was  being  established.  He 
understood  it  would  not  be  regular  to 
make  this  Motion  until  after  the  Heport 
of  the  Address  had  been  agreed  to ;  but, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  a  very  strange 
thing,  an  unconstitutional  thing,  to 
make  the  present  Motion  without  Notice. 
He  should  like  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
— who,  he  understood,  had  made  the 
Motion — to  tell  where  there  was  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  Motion.  If  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  intended,  as  he  saw  they  did,  to 
take  to-morrow,  surely  there  was  no 
necessity  for  them  to  make  this  Motion 
in  this  peculiar  way.  He  knew  ^ere 
were  cases  in  which  Motions  had  been 
made  without  any  explanation  whatever 
by  the  Government ;  but  if  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  compelled  the  Government 
to  put  down  Supply  to-morrow,  surely 
they  should  fi^ve  Notice. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seems  to  think  this 
is  an  exceptional  proceeding.  The 
Standing  Orders  require  that  Committer 
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of  Ways  and  Means  should  be  set  up 
immediately  after  the  Address  is  voted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  the  Standing 
Orders  require  this,  there  is  no  need  of 
a  Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  a  Motion  to 
carry  out  the  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  My  point  is, 
that  if  the  Standing  Orders  require  it 
there  is  no  need  of  a  Motion.  lE  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  should  give  us  some  explana- 
tion  

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
cannot  permit  that.  This  is  merely  a 
formal  proceeding,  and  I  am  acting 
under  the  obligations  of  the  Standing 
Orders. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 

PAUPER  LUNATICS  ASYLUMS  (IRE- 
LAND) (OFFICERS';^  SUPERANNUA- 
TION) BILL.-[BiLL  135.] 

{Mr,  Johnston,  Mr,  Chanee.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  making  any  observations  in 
explanation  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year,  ana  would 
have  passed  through  the  Upper  House 
but  for  a  misunderstanding.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  South  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  Chance)  had  backed  the 
Bill,  and  both  sides  of  the  House  were 
agreed  as  to  its  advisability. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — (Mr,  Johnston,) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.):  I  merely  rise  to  assert  my 
right  as  a  Member  of  this  House  to 
address  the  House  upon  any  Question 
put  from  the  Chair,  whether  the  Ques- 
tion is  called  formal  or  not. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  in  Order  in  making  that 
protest,  nor  do  I  know  what  he  refers 
to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  I%urtdaf/  next. 


MOTIONS. 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

NOMINATION  OF   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  Speaker  called  upon  Mr.  Jack- 

SON. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  if  tJiis  is  a  formal 
Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  This 
is  a  usual  Motion  to  make. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  understand 
there  are 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  now  disputing  the  ruling  of  the  Chair, 
and  he  is  out  of  Order  in  doing  so.  This 
is  a  usual  Motion  to  make.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  can  take  excep- 
tion to  it,  if  he  thinks  proper. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  did  not  com- 
plete my  sentence. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  challenged 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  I  told  him — 
and  I  tell  him  again — that  that  was  dis- 
orderly. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  think  it  right 
to  say  I  had  not  concluded  my  sentence 
when  you  spoke. 

Committee  nominated  oi, — Sir  John  Lubbock, 
]^ir.  Barran,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Sir  George 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Mr.  Jackfloni  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Salt,  Sir  Richard  Temple, 
and  Mr.  Wodehouse. — {Mr,  Jackson.) 

EAST   INDIA    [PURCHASE    AND    CON- 
STRUCTION OF  RAILWAYS]. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  to-morrow  a  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  of  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  of  India  to  raise  money  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  purchase  of  the  Oudh  and 
Rohilcund  Railway,  and  for  the  construc- 
tion, extension,  and  equipment  of  Railways  in 
India  through  the  agency  of  Companies 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified)."  —  {Sir 
John  Oorst.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  upon  what 
grounds  the  Motion  was  made  without 
Notice?  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  say  whether  this  was  a 
formal  Motion  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  it  had  been  the  practice 
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for  a  gpreat  number  of  years  to  make 
this  Motion.  It  was  merely  a  Motion 
for  setting  up  to-morrow  a  Committee 
in  which  he  snould  move  that  a  Bill  be 
brought  in.  When  the  Committee  was 
set  up  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  matter  if  he  thought  fit.  The 
practice  of  setting  up  Committees  in 
this  way  was  one  which  had  been 
pursued  possibly  for  centuries. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  BiLis^Seeond  Reading^ 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  (13). 
Seleet  Committee— Truio  Cathedral  Fabric  and 

Services  •  (3),  nominated, 

THE  ROYAL  MILITAEY  COLLEGE, 
SANDHURST,  AND  THE  ROYAL  MILI- 
TARY ACADEMr,  WOOLWICH— RE- 
COMMENDATIONS OF  THE  BOARD 
OF  VISITORS.- QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  STEAFFORD  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  Board  of  Visitors  in  1887  at  the 
Boyal  Military  College,  Sandhurst,  and 
the  Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich, 
have  been  or  are  in  course  of  being 
carried  out  ?  The  points  to  which  he 
drew  special  attention  were  the  desira- 
bility of  making  provision  for  the  cata- 
loguing of  the  library  at  Sandhurst,  the 
insufficient  accommodation  at  Woolwich, 
where  there  were  232  students,  or  32 
above  the  normal  number,  and  the 
urgent  need  of  establishing  at  that 
Academy  some  sort  of  hospital  for  in- 
fectious diseases. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Lord  Habris),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  question  of  the  cata- 
loguing of  the  library  at  Sandhurst 
had  come  before  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, and  after  reading  their  Report 
he  must  say  he  was  not  of  the  same 
opinion  as  the  Board  of  Visitors.    He 
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thought  that  there  was  an  ample  staff  at 
San&urst  for  carrying  out  the  cata- 
loguing there  without  calling  in  ex- 
traneous aid.  As  to  providing  hospital 
accommodation  at  Woolwich  in  case  of 
infectious  disease,  he  understood  there 
was  no  room  available  for  that  purpose. 
With  respect  to  the  suggested  altera- 
tions and  additions  to  Woolwich  Aca- 
demy, including  hot  water  apparatus, 
it  was  estimated  that  they  would  cost 
£24,000 ;  and  the  Secretaxy  of  State, 
looking  at  the  requirements  of  other 
Public  Services  at  the  present  time,  did 
not  consider  the  alterations  of  a  charac- 
ter sufficiently  urgent  to  justify  so  large 
an  expenditure. 

PHARMACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(The  Earl  of  MiUtoum,) 

(no.  13.)      SECOND   BBADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  one  or  two  altera- 
tions had  been  made  in  its  provisions 
since  it  was  introduced  last  Session. 
Public  hospitals  and  dispensaries  had 
been  put  in  the  clause  as  places  where 
the  qualification  of  three  years'  appren- 
ticeship might  be  obtained.  The  dis- 
cretionary power  of  the  Council  of  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society  of  Ghreat  Britain 
to  dispense  with  that  qualification,  pro- 
vided they  were  satisfied  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  instruction  which  the 
candidates  had  obtained  elsewhere,  had 
been  done  away  with.  Another  altera- 
tion was  that  tiie  Bill  should  not  come 
into  operation  until  three  years  after 
next  January,  the  object  being  that  no 
wrong  should  be  inflicted  upon  those 
who  were  now  going  through  their 
apprenticeship  course.  But  power 
would  be  given  to  make  bye-laws  which 
would  come  into  operation  next  January. 
The  Bill  had  received  the  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Pharmaceutical  Society, 
and  it  was  entirely  approved  by  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  (Viscount  Cranbrook),  who 
was  unable  to  be  present  that  evening. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
^{The  Earl  ofMilltown.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 
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TBUJIO  CATHBDBAL  FABBIO  AND   SEBYIOES 

BILL  [h.L.] 

Select  Committee  on:  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  ; — 

li.  Abp.  Canterbury.        L.  Bp.  London. 
D.  Richmond.  L.  Bp.  Truro. 

D.  Bedford.  L.  Sudeley. 

£.  Mount  Edgcumbe.      L.  Northboume. 
{X.  Steward,)  L.  Lingen. 

E.  Sfcaohope.  L.  Grimthorpe. 

£.  Kimbeney.  L.*  Maghoramome. 

V.  Halifax.  L.  Baaing. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at 
half -past  Three  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their 
own  Chairman. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
li-tday,  2ith  February,  1888.    ' 


Q  UERTIONS. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  —  TRIAL  OF 
REV.  J.  M'FADDEN,  P.P. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  oould  state  the  cost  of 
the  Military  and  Constahulary  on  the 
occasion  of  the  trial  of  the  Bev.  James 
M'Fadden,P.P.,  at  Dunfanaghy,  County 
Donegal,  on  27th  January  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  cost  of  the  Military  through- 
out the  period  they  were  employed  on 
the  duty  referred  to,  including  the  ex- 
penses of  the  return  journey  to  oarracks, 
was  £615  9#.,  and  of  the  Constabulary 
£480  I4#.  2d. 

Mb.  BLANE:  What  was  the  daily 
cost? 

Colonbl  KING-H ARMAN  :  This  ex- 
tended over  a  period  of  about  three 
weeks. 

POST  OFFICE  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
—STAMPS  FOR  CHEQUES,  &c. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  can  give  any  Estimate  for  the  year  end- 
ing 31st  March,  1887,  or  that  ending  dlst 


March,  1 888,  of  the  value  of  the  Post 
Office  stamps  which  are  used  as  Inland 
Eeyenue  stamps  for  cheques,  receipts, 
agreements,  &c. ;  and,  if  he  can,  whether 
he  will  lay  the  Estimate  upon  the  Table ; 
and,  if  he  cannot,  in  what  way  he  can 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  Post  Office 
produces  a  large  annual  surplus,  or  any 
surplus  at  all  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs}  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  value  of  the  postage  stamps  used  as 
Inland  Revenue  stamps  for  receipts, 
agreements,  &c.,  during  the  year  encune 
the  3 1st  of  March,  1887,  was  estimated 
at  £488, 120.  This  amount  was  paid  by 
the  Post  Office  to  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  and  is  not  included  in  any 
published  statement  of  Post  Office 
Revenue.  The  stamps  sold  for  Post 
Office  purposes  during  the  year  ending 
the  3l8t  of  March,  1887,  amounted  to 
£10,213,000. 

PUBLIC  RECORD  OFFICE— USE  OF  INK 
IN  TRANSCRIBING. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  literary  men  engaged  in 
the  Public  Record  Office  have  been  pre- 
vented from  using  ink  in  transcribing, 
on  the  ground  that  the  public  have 
damaged  the  records  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  of  any  actual  case  of  such  damage ; 
whether  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  last 
year  received  an  influentially  signed 
Petition  on  the  subject;  and,  whether 
any  decision  has  been  arrived  at  on  such 
Petition  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Websteb)  (tsle  of  Wight) :  It 
is  true  that  all  persons  using  the  public 
search  rooms  in  the  Public  Record  Office, 
either  as  taking  extracts  from  or  making 
notes  of,  or  transcribing,  the  public  re- 
cords, are  by  Rules  forbidden  to  use  ink. 
Indelible  Qoncils  are  now  directed  to  be 
supplied  to  every  person  using  those 
rooms,  to  be  used  By  them  Instead  of 
pens  and  ink.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls 
has,  after  careful  consideration,  resolved 
to  adhere  to  those  Rules;  because  he 
has  himself  seen  many  valuable  ancient 
rolls  which  have  been  injured  by  ink, 
and  has,  after  inquiry,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  serious  injury  has  been 
caused  by  accident,  or  want  of  care, 
while  the  rolls  were  being  used  in  the 
public  search  rooms — the  Master  of  the 
KoUfl  has  no  means  of  ascertaining  by 
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whom}  Anxious  as  he  is  to  afford  every 
safe  facility  to  the  frequenters  of  the 
public  search  rooms,  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls,  after  carefully  considering  the 
safety  of  the  records  on  the  one  side,  and 
inconvenience  to  the  public  on  the  other, 
and  after  having  personally  visited  the 
rooms  and  conversed  with  various  fre- 
quenters of  them,  has  thought  himself 
bound  to .  adhere  to  the  Bules ;  he  has 
received  a  Petition,  signed  by  64  per^ 
sons,  advocating  a  return  to  the  use  of 
ink ;  and  a  Petition,  signed  by  84  per- 
sons, in  favour  of  continuing  the  existing 
Bule. 

LUNATIO  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)— CORK 
DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM  —  AP- 
POINTMENT   OF    REV.    MR.     KERR. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
authorities  in  Dublin  Castle  have  refused 
to  sanction  the  appointment  of  the  Bev. 
Mr.  Kerr  as  Presbyterian  chaplain  to 
the  Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum  ;  and, 
what  reasons  have  been  given  for  the 
alleged  decision  ? 

The  PABUAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SECBBTABY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy 
Council  made  an  Order  on  the  Ist  of 
February  authorizing  the  appointment 
of  a  I^esbyterian  chaplain  to  Cork 
Asylum.  They, have  not  refused  to  sanc- 
tion the  appointment  thereto  of  the  rev. 
gentleman  named. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  MACROOM 
UNION— PROTESTANT  INMATES. 
Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  were  the 
number  of  Protestant  inmates  of  the 
Macroom  Union  in  the  past  12  months; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  t^e  Protes- 
tant chaplain  receives  £10  per  annum 
for  ministering  to  the  religious  wants  of 
one  poor  old  woman  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SECBBTABY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  There  were  now  two  Protestant 
inmates  of  the  Macroom  Union,  and 
that  number  has  not  been  exceeded 
during  last  year.  The  salary  of  the 
Protestant  chaplain  is  £10;  and  the 
duties  of  the  chaplain  are  not  confined 
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to  the  workhouse,  but  he  has  to  visit 
any  Protestant  patients  who  may  be 
temporarily  admitted  into  the  work- 
house hospital. 

Db.  TANNEB :  May  I  ask,  as  there 
are  only  two  Protestant  persons  in  the 
Macroom  Union,  how  there  can  be  any 
extra  attention  to  any  other  Protestant 
persons  ? 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN:  ITiere 
are  only  two  persons  on  the  regular 
number  of  inmates  in  the  Union;  but 
it  may  be  possible  that  persons  may  be 
brought  into  the  workhouse  hospit&d  as 
temporary  inmates. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSION  (COUNTY  DONEGAL)  — 
UNION   OF   STRANORLAR. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  the  Sub-Com- 
mission for  County  Donegal  will  hear 
the  fair  rent  applications  entered  from 
the  Union  of  Stranorlar  ;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  large  number  of 
tenants  residing  in  this  Union  had  their 
originating  notices  serred  on  the  Land 
Commission  before  the  gale  day  at 
November  last,  and,  although  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  reduced  rent  in 
respect  of  the  half-year  expiring  on  the 
gale  day  next  previous  to  the  passing  of 
''The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," 
they  will  be  obliged  to  pay  the  old  rent 
up  to  the  date  of  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners  ? 

The  PABUAMENTABY  UNDER 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kiko-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  have 
promised  to  supply  me  with  a  detailed 
answer  to-morrow. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  aRELAND)  ACT, 
1885-ARREARS  OF  INSTALMENTS  OF 
THE  PURCHASE  MONEY. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
clifie)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, What  was  the  sum  of  arrears 
of  instalments  of  purchase  money  under 
"  The  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act, 
1885,"  on  the  31st  January,  1888? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  total  amount 
of  instalments  due  up  to  the  3 Ist  of 
January  last  was    £50,910.      Of  this 
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amount  £2,702  was  uncollected  on  that 
day;  but  £417  has  eince  been  col- 
lected, and  the  balance  is  in  course  of 
collection.  The  arrears  on  account  of 
gales  due  before  the  gale  day  in  Novem- 
ber last  are  under  £70. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— RE- 
TURNS OF  THE  JUDICIAL  RENTS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Kush- 
diffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the 
Keturns  of  Judicial  Bents  decreed  since 
August,  1887,  will  bo  distributed  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Returns  in  question  were 
laid  on  the  Table  the  day  before  yester- 
day. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLISHTREES  IN 
ST.    JAMES'S    PARK. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) asked  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  condition  of  the  trees 
in  and  round  St.  James's  Park ;  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  with  reference 
to  them ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to 
remoTO  those  which*  are  dying  or  have 
lost  their  leader,  and  replace  them  by 
younger  and  healthier  trees  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University):  It  is, 
unfortunately,  true  that  some  of  the 
trees  about  Birdcage  Walk  and  the  Mall 
are  not  in  a  healthy  condition.  As  we 
see  occasion  we  remove  those  which  seem 
to  be  dying,  and  replace  them  by  younger 
and  more  vigorous  ones.  But  the  soil 
18  not  very  favourable,  and  the  trees 
when  originally  planted  were  not  skil- 
fully treated. 

In  reply  to  Dr.  Farquhabson  (Aber- 
deenshire, W.)  as  to  the  cutting  down  of 
trees  on  Constitution  Hill  in  1880, 

Mb.  (PLUNKET  said,  he  could  not 
answer  it,  as  he  was  not  an  eedile  at 
that  time. 

COLONIZATION -COLONIAL  CON- 
FERENCE. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  taken  into  their  con- 
sideration the  question  of  holding 
another    Colonial  Conference,   for  the 
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purpose  of  discussing  matters  of  Imperial 
interest,  and  especially  the  question  of 
Colonization ;  and,  if  not,  whether  they 
will  do  so  at  as  early  a  date  as  con- 
venient ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  to 
hold  another  Colonial  Conference  at  an 
early  date  would  put  the  Colonies  to  very 
great  inconvenience,  which  could  only  be 
justified  by  the  necessity  of  discussing 
urgent  questions  not  capable  of  being 
otherwise  dealt  with.  Colonization, 
though  a  subject  of  great  importance,  is 
one  which  can  be  conveniently  dealt 
with  by  correspondence ;  and,  therefore. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  con- 
sider that  a  Conference  should  be  sum- 
moned for  the  purpose  of  discussing  this 
question. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS   ACT,  1875— 
AMENDMENT— EMIGRATION. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  in- 
tends to  introduce  the  Bill,  promised 
last  Session,  to  amend  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act  of  1875,  so  as  to  give  greater 
facilities  to  the  managers  of  Industrial 
Schools  for  emigrating  those  children 
whose  cases  appear  to  be  suitable  for 
emigration  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  intend  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  con- 
solidate and  amend  the  Industrial 
Schools  Acts,  and  have  now  under  con- 
sideration the  provisions  of  that  Bill.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  state  what  those 
provisions  will  be  until  the  Bill  is  pre- 
sented to  the  House. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT— REFUSAL  OF 
GUN  LICENCE— MR.  W.  COTTER. 

Mr.  QILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  William 
Cotter,  who  resides  at  Breenymore,  near 
Bantry,  County  Cork,  has  been  refused 
by  Mr.  Warburton,  R.M.,  for  a  licence 
to  keep  and  carry  a  gun  on  his  farm, 
though  recommended  by  a  local  magis- 
trate ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Cotter  holds  a  farm  of  170  acres,  and  re- 
quires a  gun  to  protect  his  crops  from 
vermin ;  and,  on  what  ground  Mr. 
Cotter  was  refused  a  licence  ? 
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The  PAELTAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Resident  Magistrate  has  been 
absent  from  the  district  on  duty,  and  I 
have  not  been  able  to  get  materials  of  a 
detailed  answer  to  the  (Question.  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  answer  the  Question  in  a 
day  or  two. 


POST   OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  SORT- 
ING OFFICE,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lonrford,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Why  the 
Rule  of  the  Service  was  not  carried  out 
in  the  recent  promotions  in  the  Sorting 
Office,  Dublin,  when  a  second  class  sorter 
was  promoted  to  the  first  class  over  28 
seniors,  some  of  whom  are  at  the  maxi- 
mum of  their  class  for  years  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  Question  implies  that  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman refers  the  Rule  of  the  Service 
was  departed  from;  but  such  was  not 
the  case.  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
that  I  am  always  extremely  reluctant  to 
supersede  seniors  by  their  juniors  in 
cases  of  promotion  unless  there  is  good 
reason  for  so  doing.  I  was  assured,  on 
this  occasion,  that  not  one  of  the  second 
class  officers  senior  to  the  one  promoted 
was  fully  qualified  to  perform  the  dif- 
ferent duties  which  had  to  be  provided 
for. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  expression 
''was  not  fully  qualified"  has,  doubtless, 
reference  to  the  suitability  of  such  per- 
sons ;  but  do  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  out  of  the  large 
number  of  persons  of  the  same  rank  not 
one  of  those  persons  was  so  qualified  ? 

Mb.  raikes  :  That  was  declared  to 
be  the  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  How  was  the 
qualification  to  be  tested  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES:  The  superior  officers 
have  always  to  make  a  Report  to  the 
Postmaster  General  with  a  view  to  these 
promotions ;  and,  of  course,  in  so  large 
a  Service  it  is  impossible  for  the  Post- 
master General  to  be  personally  ac- 
quainted with  the  particular  qualification 
of  every  clerk.  He  must  be  guided  in  a 
great  measure,  almost  entirely,  by  the 
advice  of  those  who  are  responsible  to 
him.  But  I  am  always  ready  to  investi- 
gate any  of  these  Questions  if  there 
appears  to  be  reason  to  do  «o. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY—REFUSAL OP  BAIL. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Lreland, 
Whether  Lrish  Eesident  Magistrates  have 
power  to  refuse  bail,  as  they  have  done 
to  the  hon.  Members  for  West  Water- 
ford  and  West  Cork ;  would  an  indict- 
ment lie  against  Justices  for  refusing 
bail  in  the  case  of  prisoners  entitled 
under  section  16,  sub-section  2,  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  Act,  as  of  right  to  bail ; 
and,  is  it  the  law,  under  the  sub-section 
quoted,  that  any  ordinary  Justice  of  the 
Peace  of  the  county  may  attend  the  gaol 
and  take  bail  for  prisoners  awaiting 
trial,  except  in  cases  of  the  serious 
offences  therein  specified  ? 

The  SOLIOITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  In  the  cases  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  the 
granting  or  refusing  of  bail  was  in  the 
discretion  of  the  magistrates,  and  this 
was  recognized  by  the  Oourt  of  Uueen's 
Bench  in  the  case  of  the  application  to 
that  Court  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cork  (Mr.  Gilhooly).  The  Oourt,  while 
admitting  the  hon.  Member  to  bail, 
stated  that  the  mi^strates  had  a  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter,  and  that  they  had 
exercised  it  rightly.  The  section  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  Act  referred  to  in  the 
Question  deals  with  the  case  of  com- 
mittal to  trial  for  an  indictable  offence, 
and  has  no  reference  to  remand  or  ad- 
journment before  committal  or  sentence, 
in  which  cases  bail  is  discretionary  with 
the  magistrates.  The  legal  questions 
contained  in  the  second  and  third  para- 
graph do  not  arise  in  relation  to  the 
particular  cases  referred  to;  but,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
I  may  say  that  a  Justice  illegally  re- 
fusing to  accept  bail  in  the  case  of  a  pri- 
soner entitled  to  bail  does  not  commit  a 
misdemeanour  if  he  acts  under  a  bond- 
fide  mistake  of  the  law.  The  law  is  as 
suggested  in  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question  in  the  case  of  persons  com- 
mitted to  trial  for  indictaole  offences; 
but  not  in  the  case  of  prisoners  com- 
mitted to  gaol  under  remand. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  ask  the 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  whether 

these  cases  were  not  indictable  offences 

capable  of  being  tried  by  juries,  but 

I  which,  instead  of  beingtried by  juriesi  are 


1361         Th0  Magiitracy  {February  24,  1888} 


{Ireland). 


1362 


tried  by  Resident  Magistrates;  and, 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  aware  that  bail  up  to  £5,000  was 
ofiPered  and  refused  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's (Mr.  Pyne's)  case,  and  that  the 
same  magistrates  who  refused  bail 
afterwards  dismissed  the  charge  as  un- 
sustainable ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Even  if  the  case 
came  within  the  category  of  indictable 
offences,  and  came  under  the  section  re- 
ferred to,  in  cases  of  remand  bail  is  al- 
ways discretionary.  I  know  nothing  as 
to  the  amount  of  bail  tendered. 

THE  MAGISTKAOY  (IRELAND)  — MR. 
CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Has  his  attention  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  on  charges  where  Besident  Magis- 
trates have  no  special  jurisdiction  (such 
as  the  preliminary  hearings  at  Tralee 
into  the  murder  of  Quirke),  the  police 
are  bringing  prisoners  solely  before 
Besident  Magistrates;  did  the  Quirke 
investigation  at  Tralee  begin  in  Petty 
Sessions ;  if  so,  has  he  any  information 
to  show  why  all  the  unpaid  Oounty  Jus- 
tices were  absent;  has  his  attention 
been  called  to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche,  B.M.,  at  Tralee,  to  the  unpaid 
Justices  sitting  in  Court  there,  that  he 
would  direct  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  their  conduct,  in  refusing 
to  give  priority  to  the  hearing  of  cases 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act;  on  what  principle  was 
this  demand  made  for  the  postponement 
of  the  ordinary  Court  business;  has 
Mr.'Boche,  B.M.,  made  any  representa- 
tion in  the  matter,  or  will  any  notice  be 
taken  by  the  Government  of  the  lan- 
guage reported  to  have  been  used  by 
Mr.  Boche;  how  long  has  Mr.  Boche 
been  himself  a  Besident  Magistrate ;  can 
he  state  the  circumstances  under  which 
Mr.  Boche  went  to  Tralee  Gaol  and  ob- 
tained from  a  prisoner  the  statement 
to  which  he  deposed  in  the  Quirke  case ; 
had  Mr.  Boche  previously  sat  in  this 
case  as  one  of  the  Besident  Magistrates 
before  whom  the  prisoners  were  ori- 
ginally brought;  did  he  adjudicate 
theieon,  refusing  remands,  &c. ;  if  so, 
how  does  it  occur  that  Mr.  M'Dermott, 
II.M.,  now  sits  alone  in  the  case;  is 
there  any  precedent  for  an  adjudicating 
magistrate  becoming  a  witness  before  a 


Court  of  which  he  is  a  member,  as  to 
matters  occurring  between  remands ; 
how  many  different  Besident  Magis- 
trates have  dealt  with  this  case  since  the 
crime  was  committed ;  and,  in  what  way, 
and  by  whom,  is  it  decided  that  cases 
cognizable  either  by  Besident  Magis- 
trates or  Justices  of  the  Peace,  such  as 
an  assault  on  a  policeman,  are  to  be  tried 
by  Besident  Magistrates  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  unpaid  Justices  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  I  cannot  find  that  there  is 
any  ground  for  the  allegation  contained 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  Question. 
With  reference  to  the  Quirke  case,  it 
appears  that  Mr.  Boche,  having  held 
a  magisterial  investigation,  and  having 
satisfied  himself  that  the  case  was  one 
for  further  inquiry  as  against  the 
accused,  remanded  them  to  Petty  Ses- 
sions, where  the  case  was  heard  in  the 
usual  way.  It  was  open  to  the  unpaid 
magistrates  to  attend,  and  I  am  unable 
to  say  why  they  did  not  do  so.  As 
to  the  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  para- 
graphs of  the  Question,  Mr.  Boche 
never  had  any  controversy  whatever 
with  the  local  magistrates  at  Tralee  as 
to  the  priority  of  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act;  but  a  question  of  the  kind  did 
arise  at  Bathmore.  If  this  be  the 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  make  inquiries  if  he  repeats  this  por- 
tion of  his  Question.  Mr.  Boche  was 
appointed  on  the  23rd  of  October,  1886. 
With  reference  to  paragraphs  7  to  II,  I 
have  to  state  that  it  was  at  the  urgent 
request  of  the  prisoner,  conveyed  to  him 
through  the  Governor  of  Tralee  Gaol, 
that  Mr.  Boche  visited  him  and  ob- 
tained from  him  the  statement  that  had 
appeared.  Mr.  Boche  had  previously 
heard  some  of  the  evidence ;  but  after 
his  interview  with  the  prisoner  he  took 
no  further  part  in  the  case,  except  to 
take  the  prisoner's  depositions.  Three 
magistrates  acted  in  the  case.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  decides 
before  what  tribunal  important  cases 
should  be  tried ;  and  in  less  important 
cases  the  directions  are  given  by  the 
Divisional  Magistrates. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Who  gave  the 
direction  in  the  case  of  the  Mayor  of 
Cork? 
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Mr.  madden  :  The  prosecution  in 
that  case  was  directed  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
"BLUNT  V.  BYRNE"— PRISON 
CLOTHING. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  on 
coming  to  Dublin  for  his  recent  trial, 
permission  to  wear  his  own  clothes 
while  attending  Court  was  (unasked) 
offered  to  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt ;  by  whose 
instructions,  and  on  whose  authority, 
this  offer  was  made ;  why  a  similar 
permission  (though  asked  for)  was  re- 
fused to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Galway  (Mr.  Sheehy)  when  brought  up 
as  a  witness  on  Mr.  Blunt's  trial  at 
Fortumna;  and,  whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  the  Press,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  driven  six  miles  between  Birr 
and  Fortumna  (a  distance  of  12  miles) 
bareheaded,  on  an  open  car,  during 
inclement  weather  ? 

The  FARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  General  Prisons  Board  inform 
me  that,  at  the  instance  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  they  accorded  to 
Mr.  Blunt  the  priyilege  of  wearing  his 
own  clothes ;  but  that  he  declined  to 
avail  himself  of  it,  with  the  exception 
of  wearing  his  private  overcoat.  The 
Governor  of  Clonmel  Prison  states  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Galway  (Mr. 
Sheehy)  did  make  application  to  him 
for  permission  to  wear  his  own  clothes 
on  tne  occasion  referred  to ;  but  that  he 
did  not  consider  that  he  had  authority 
to  sanction  it,  and  accordingly  refused 
the  request.  The  Governor,  however, 
permitted  him  to  wear  his  private  over- 
coat. The  allegation  referred  to  in  the 
last  paragraph  is  not  true.  The  hon. 
Member  was  driven  each  time  in  a 
covered  carriage.  He  was  also  provided 
with  a  cap. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Will  the 
riffht  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say 
why  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
interfered  in  one  case  and  did  not  inter- 
fere in  the  other  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN  :  I  cannot 
Bay. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man say  whether  it  is  the  invariable 


practice  in  England  to  bring  up  prisoners 
who  are  witnesses  in  oases  in  their  own 
private  clothes? 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN  :  That 
Question  should  be  put  to  an  English 
Minister. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Arising  out  of  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
would  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
be  able  to  tell  us  whether  the  Governor 
ofiTralee  Gaol  in  my  case  applied  for 
permission  to  send  me  in  my  own  clothes 
down  to  the  Court  House ;  and  whether 
an  answer  did  not  come  back  that  if  I 
resisted  going  in  the  prison  clothes  I  was 
to  be  bound  hand  and  foot  and  forcibly 
taken  down  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  Notice  of 
that  Question  I  will  answer  him. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  this  country, 
and  in  London  especially,  prisoners  un- 
dergoing their  sentences,  and  brought 
up  as  witnesses  at  trials,  are  invariably 
brought  up  in  their  own  private  clothes  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  the  Question  with 
precision ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  practice 
IS  invariable 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Galway  (Mr.  Sheehy)  was 
driven  out  with  a  cap ;  because'  I  saw 
him  carried  by  the  police,  and  he  was 
without  a  cap  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

POST    OPFIOE— MAIL    CONTRACTS  — 
SUBSIDIES  TO  STEAM  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  he ATON  (Canter- 
bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
it  is  approximately  true  that  the  Penin- 
sular and  Oriental  Company  receive  a 
subsidy  at  the  rate  of  Ba.  S^d.  per  mile  for 
carrying  the  mails  to  India  at  the  aver- 
age rate  of  12-50  knots  per  hour,  and 
the  Royal  Mail  Company  a  subsidy  at 
the  rate  of  d#.  i^d.  per  mile  for  carrying 
the  mails  to  the  West  Indies  at  the 
average  rate  of  11*87  knots,  and  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  and  Orient  lines 
together  a  subsidy  at  the  rate  of  3«.  8if. 
a-mile  for  oarryiug  the  mails  to  Aus- 
tralia at  the  average  rate  of  11*^  knots 
per  hour,  whilst  Ihe  Union  and  Castle 
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lines  are  only  paid  at  the  rate  of  1«.  8^. 
a-mile  in  the  new  contract,  now  practi- 
cally concluded,  for  carrying  the  mails 
to  the  Gape  at  the  average  rate  of  12} 
knots;  and  what  is  the  explanation  of  this 
great  discrepancy ;  and,  whether  ocean 
postal  rates  could  be  very  much  reduced 
if  all  the  mail  services  were  paid  at  the 
same  rate  as  the  Cape  Mail  service  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
hon.  Member's  figures  are  approximately 
correct  as  regards  the  first  three  Ser- 
vices he  mentions;  but  as  regards  the 
new  Cape  Mail  Contract,  which  is  stated 
to  have  been  made  by  the  Government 
of  the  Cape  Colony,  I  have  no  official 
information.  I  really  do  not  see  how  it 
would  be  possible  to  fix  a  standard  scale 
of  speed  and  price  for  all  ocean  mail 
contracts  alike.  The  Post  Office  makes 
its  contracts  after  open  tender ;  and  has 
no  more  power  to  prescribe  universal 
rates  for  the  carriage  of  mails  to  all 
parts  of  the  world  than  merchants  have 
to  fix  a  universal  tariff  for  the  convey- 
ance of  goods.  I  think  this  must  be 
obvious  to  the  general  intelligence  of 
the  House. 

I'OST     OFFICE  —  AUSTRALIAN    MAIL 

CONTRACTS— PRIVILEGES    TO 

FOREIGN  STEAMERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HE  ATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
during  the  discussion  on  the  Mail  Con- 
tracts to  and  from  Australia,  Was  the 
attention  of  the  Government  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  Messageries  Maritimes 
(French)  and  North  German  Lloyd 
(German)  Steamers  have  privileges  al- 
lotted to  them  in  the  Adelaide,  Mel- 
bourne, and  Sydney  Harbours  not 
granted  to  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
and  Orient  Companies ;  and,  has  any,  or 
is  it  proposed  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter  in  order  to  remedy  the  ano- 
maly? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  duly  considered  in  making  the  new 
Australian  Mail  Contracts ;  and  it  has 
been  arranged  that  the  two  British 
Steamship  Companies  carrying  the  mails 
shall  be  placed  on  equally  favourable 
terms  with  the  French  and  German 
Companies  as  regards  the  privileges 
conceded  to  them  in  Australian  ports. 


Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON :  Will 
the  Postmaster  General  state  if  any  steps 
are  being  taken  in  regard  to  giving  the 
same  privileges  to  English  mail  steamers 
at  Ceylon  and  other  Crown  Colonies  as 
are  given  to  foreign  semi -Government 
vessels  ? 

Mb.  RAIEES  :  Tes ;  the  matter  is 
now  engaging  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AfiPairs  and  the 
Colonial  Office. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-SALARIES— 
DELAY  IN  PAYMENT. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  Postmasters  and  letter  receivers  in 
Ireland  were  not  paid  the  salaries  due 
to  them  for  money  order  business  for 
the  quarter  commencing  1st  September, 
1887,  until  the  21st  instant;  and,  if  the 
Government  intend  to  adopt  any  means 
by  which  this  great  delay  will  be 
avoided,  and  which  will  insure  the  pay- 
ment of  their  salaries  when  due  to  these 
hard- worked  officials? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  state  that  sub-Postmasters  and 
letter  receivers  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
are  paid  for  money  order  business  by 
commission,  and  that  the  computation 
of  the  commission,  applying,  as  it  does, 
to  a  very  large  number  of  transactions 
at  several  thousand  offices,  necessarily 
occupies  a  good  deal  of  time ;  but  I  will 
see  whether  the  interval  between  the 
end  of  the  quarter  and  the  payment  of 
the  remuneration  can  be  shortened  in 
any  way. 

ADMIRALTY— COASTGUARD  STATION 
ON  BERE  ISLAND. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther the  preliminaries  for  the  erection  of 
a  Coastguard  Station  on  Bere  Island 
have  been  completed ;  and,  if  so,  when 
the  building  of  the  same  will  com- 
mence ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Lord  Georob 
Hamiltok)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in 
reply,  said,  the  negotiations  which  com- 
menced some  time  back  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  the  Coastguard  Station  from 
Bere  Island  to  a  more  convenient  situa- 
tion had  not  yet  much  advanced ;  and 
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until  the  conditions  which  the  Admi- 
ralty considered  necessary  were  ful- 
filled he  could  not  undertake  that  the 
building  would  be  commenced. 

Mb.  GILUOOLY  was  understood  to 
ask,  was  the  noble  Lord  aware  that  the 
delay  arose  owing  to  some  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord  to  the  granting 
of  the  proposed  site  for  the  new  Coast- 
guard Station  ? 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  re- 
peated that  the  negotiations  were  pro- 
ceeding. 


COMMITTEE    OF    PUBLIC    ACCOUNTS, 
SESSION  1887. 

Mr.  B.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Treasury  Minute,  by  which 
the  recommendations  and  decisions  of 
the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  Ses- 
sion 1887,  are  rendered  operative,  has 
been  issued ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
reason  of  the  delay;  and,  what  is  the 
ordinary  date  of  issue  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jaoksow) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Treasury  Minute  deal- 
ing with  the  Eeport  of  the  FubHc  Ac- 
counts Committee  of  1887  is  dated  the 
2drd  of  January,  1888;  the  decisions 
contained  in  it  have  been  communicated 
to  the  Departments  concerned;  and  it 
will,  according  to  custom,  be  laid  before 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  of  this 
year  at  its  first  meeting.  The  last  two 
Minutes  bore  the  dates  of  the  3rd  of 
November,  1885,  and  the  27th  of  De- 
cember, 1886. 

ADMIRALTY  —  MR.    F.    W.    SMITH,    A 
LOWER  DIVISION  CLERK. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  Mr.  F.  Werter 
Smith,  the  paid  Secretary  of  the  Con- 
servative Association  and  Secretary  of 
Mr.  Darling's  Committee,  is  a  Lower 
Division  clerk  in  the  Admiralty;  and, 
whether  the  only  difference  between  Mr. 
Werter  Smith  and  Mr.  C.  H.  Andrews 
is  that  the  former  is  paid  for  his  services 
to  the  Conservative  Party,  and  the  latter 
acts  in  an  honorary  capacity  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  (Jeobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Mr. 
Werter  Smith  is  the  Secretary  of  the 
Conservative  Association  in  Deptford, 
and  he  is  also  a  Lower  Division  clerk  in 
the  Admiralty.    The  second  part  of  the 

lj>rd  Oewrge  Hamilton 


hon.  Gentleman's  Question  shows  that 
he  did  not  understand  the  answer  which 
I  gave  on  Tuesday  last  in  reference  to 
certain  Dockyard  Eegulations  laid  down 
for  the  guidance  of  officials  employed  in 
those  Departments.  The  object  of  the 
Eule  which  I  then  read  out  is  not  to 
prevent  persons  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government  from  voting  or  taking  part 
in  political  contests.  It  is  to  restrain 
officials  who  are  placed  in  positions  of 
authority  over  employii  in  Government 
establishments  from  taking  such  a  part 
in  political  elections  as  would  enable 
them  to  politically  influence  those  over 
whom  they  have  official  authority. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  prepared  to 
proceed  against  such  a  Head  of  a  Depart- 
ment who  unduly  used  his  politico  in- 
fluence ? 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Un- 
doubtedly. Any  official  connected  with 
the  Admiralty  who  infringes  the  Dock- 
yard Eegulations  will  be  liable  to 
punishment,  quite  irrespective  of  poli- 
tical Party. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  wished  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  in  reference  to  the  last 
answer,  whether  the  same  Eules  ob- 
tained in  all  the  Departments  of  the 
Public  Service  as  obtained  in  the  Admi- 
ralty ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  must 
have  Notice  of  that  Question.  I  can 
only  say,  from  my  general  knowledge, 
that  the  same  principle  absolutely  and 
impartially  prevails  in  all  Government 
Departments. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOB :  In  the 
Inland  Eevenue  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  believe  so. 


PA  RLIAMENTARY     ELECTIONS— WIK. 
CHESTER  ELECnON. 

Mb.  moss  (Winchester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  at  the  recent  election  for 
Winchester,  the  Conservatives  were 
allowed  to  canvass  the  military  at  the 
barracks,  while  the  Liberals  were  pre- 
vented doing  so  ? 

Thk  SECulETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E  STANHOPB)(Linoolnshire,Hormcastle): 
The  officer  commanding  the  troops  at 
Winchester  reports  that  the  Serviee 
Sules  regarding  the  admission  of 
strangers   to    barracks   wero    strictly 
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oarried  out  at  the  last  election,  and  that 
no  distinction  was  made  between  one 
political  Party  and  another. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperaiy,  8.) 
asked,  whether  it  was  not  the  case  that 
when  the  orderly  sergeant  came  to  him 
with  orders  irom  the  Commanding 
OMcer  not  to  canvass  the  soldiers,  and  he 
desisted  from  doing  so,  the  Conservative 
Party  had  already  canvassed  every 
soldier  in  the  barracks  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  aware 
that  certain  persons,  both  male  and 
female,  of  both  political  Parties  obtained 
entrance  to  the  barracks,  and  began 
canvassing.  The  Commanding  Officer 
thought  that  they  were  a  great  nuisance, 
and  gave  orders  that  they  should  be 
kept  out  without  distinction. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  certain  persons,  both  male 
and  female,  were  allowed 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  did  not  say 
«  allowed."  I  said  certain  persons  '*  ob- 
tained" entrance. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  all  the 
persons  who  obtained  entrance  repre- 
sented the  Tory  Party;  and  that  the 
prohibition  to  further  entrance  of 
strangers  did  not  begin  until  that  Parly 
had  completed  their  canvass  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 
not  aware  of  it. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  am. 

Mb. SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  officer 
commanding  makes  no  inquiry  with 
reference  to  political  Parties;  but  ex- 
cludes them  indifferently. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)-THE  RIVER  BARROW. 

Mb.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  8.)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  That  since 
it  appears  that  the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  make  the  free  grant  towards 
the  cost  of  the  drainage  of  the  Eiver 
Barrow  more  than  about  one-fifth  nart 
of  the  cost  of  the  works  recommended  by 
the  Eoyal  Commission  on  Public  Works 
in  Ireland,  how  is  it  proposed  that  the 
balance  is  to  be  provided ;  and,  what  is 
the  estimated  sum  per  acre  per  annum 
which  will  be  assessed  upon  the  lands 
to  be  benefited  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SEOEBTAEY  pob  IEELAND  (Colonel 
Ejko-Habman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) 


(who  replied)  said :  I  do  not  think  any 
public  advantage  will  be  gained  by 
entering  into  preliminary  statements  of 
the  estimated  expenses  of  carrying  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— KAN- 
TURK  PETTY  SESSIONS  COURT. 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  If  it 
is  a  fact  that  a  young  man  named 
Patrick  Hongan,  within  the  past  fort- 
night, applied  for  a  summons  to  the 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk  at  Kanturk  against 
Constable  Egan  of  that  town,  and  that 
the  clerk  refused  to  issue  a  summons 
without  the  directions  of  a  magistrate  ; 
whether  Hongan  then  applied  to  Mr. 
Crawford,  J.P.,  who  refused  to  grant  a 
summons  until  Hongan  went  before  the 
Petty  Sessions  Bench  and  formally  there 
applied  for  same;  whether  Mr.  Crawford, 
at  Kanturk  Petty  Sessions,  on  Saturday 
last,  the  18th  instant,  stated  from  the 
Bench  that  it  was  always  the  custom  not 
to  issue  summonses  against  policemen 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Bench  ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  legal  foundation 
for  such  a  custom  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  pob 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University):  I  have  caused  inquiries 
to  be  made ;  but  I  have  not  yet  received 
a  Eeport.  I  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  his  Ques- 
tion. 

STATE-AIDED  EMIGRATION  (IRELAND 
-.CHARGES  AGAINST   MR.  STONEY. 

Mr.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  inquired  into  the  charges 
against  Mr.  Stoney,  who  he  stated  in 
September  last  was  guilty  of  gross  dere- 
liction of  duty,  or  something  more,  in 
connection  with  the  money  entrusted  to 
him  in  carrying  out  the  Government 
emigration  scheme ;  whether  Mr.  Stoney 
is  still  on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace ; 
and,  what  steps  the  Government  are 
taking  in  the  matter? 

Thk  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Koxq-Uxemajx) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  charges  against  Mr.  Stoney 
were  fully  inquired  into  by  a  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Inspector,  who  found 
that  the  irregularities  were  attributable 
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to  a  want  of  administratiye  foresight  on 
the  part  of  the  committee.  In  one  case, 
however,  he  attributed  personal  miscon- 
duct to  Mr.  Stoney  for  having  permitted 
a  girl  to  emigrate  with  a  family  to  which 
she  did  not  belong,  contrary  to  a  Bule 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  then  inquired  fully  into 
the  case  and  all  its  circumstances,  and 
has  censured  Mr.  Stoney  for  having 
yielded  to  the  girl's  entreaties,  thereby 
transgressing  the  Bules  laid  down  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  also 
for  not  having  taken  sufficient  steps  to 
prevent  the  irregularities  which  had 
occurred.  The  Lord  Chancellor  saw  no 
reason  for  removing  Mr.  Stoney  from 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace ;  and  the 
Government  did  not  contemplate  taking 
any  further  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  would  like,  ^s  he  now  saw  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  his  place,  to  refer  him  to  the  ex- 
traordinary language  he  used  last  year 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Stoney  in  the  debate 
on  the  Estimates;  and  when  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Mayo  was 
dealing  with  the  question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  interrupting  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Deasy) — 

"  Perhaps  it  may  shorten  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's case  if  I  say  that  the  evidence  he  has 
quoted  is  admitted,  and  that  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  make  any  defence." 

And  he  continued — 

'*  I  cannot  pledge  myself  to  go  as  far  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  " 

— who  wished  to  institute  a  criminal 
prosecution — 

*'but  1  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that  Mr. 
Stonoy  has  been  guilty  of  grave  dorolictiou  of 
duty,  and  possibly,  in  some  cases,  of  something 
more."— (3  Hazard,  [3«o]  794.) 

He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he,  when  that  gentleman 
had  been  guilty  of  gross  dereliction  of 
duty,  and  something  more  in  some  cases 
^—namely,  peculation  of  hundreds  of 
pounds — ^transmitted  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, with  the  Beport  of  the  Inspector 
of  the  Local  Government  Board 

Thb  chief  8ECRETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  It  is  not  my 
function  to  convey  anything  whatever  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  You  promised 
to  do  it. 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  the  last  part  of 
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his  Question,  appears  to  have  misquoted 
me — [Mr.  T.  M.  Hkaly  :  I  quoted  from 
Mansard.'} — because  in  the  fast  part  of 
the  Question  he  said  that  I  had  ex- 
pressed a  distinct  opinion  that  the  gen- 
tleman in  question  was  g^lty  of  pecula- 
tion. I  beg  to  say  that  I  never  accused 
him  of  peculation.  I  do  not  understand 
the  quotations  which  he  has  read  from 
ITansard,  and  which  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  looking  at. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  per- 
haps, as  the  matter  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  the  persons  concerned,  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  repeat  the 
quotation  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  again 
read  the  quotations,  pointing  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  twice  inter- 
rupted the  hon.  Member  for  West  Mayo 
in  order  to  make  the  statement  which  he 
had  read.]  He  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, whether  he  expressed  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  the  Chief  Law  Adminis- 
trator in  Ireland,  an  opinion  that  Mr. 
Stoney  was  **  guilty  of  grave  dereliction 
of  duty  and  something  moro;"  and, 
whether  he  would  state  what  ''the 
something  more  "  was  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  again  say 
that  it  is  not  my  duty  to  give  my  views 
as  to  Mr.  Stoney  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  is  perfectly  capable 
of  drawing  his  own  deductions  from  the 
Report;  and  I  maintain  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  now  see 
that  it  is  so—that  I  never  went  the 
length  of  accusing  the  gentleman  in 
the  House  of  peculation.  It  has  been 
already  stated  that  the  only  charge  sus- 
tained against  Mr.  Stoney  was  that  ho 
allowed  a  young  woman  to  be  emigrated 
as  a  member  of  a  family  to  which  she 
did  not  belong. 

Mb.  deasy  wished  to  put  a  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
one  of  the  charges  which  he  admitted 
was  brought  against  Mr.  Stoney  was 
that  he  used  the  public  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  evicting  his  own  tenants, 
and  in  order  to  get  possession  of  their 
farms ;  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  considers  Mr.  Stoney  a  fit 
and  proper  person  to  hold  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Feace  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Give  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

Mb.  deasy  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  move  a  Resolution  on  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Stoney  upon  the  House 
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going. into  Oommittee  on  the  Supple- 
mentary EBtimateB. 

CHARITY  COMMISSION— CHHIST'S 
HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Oom- 
mittee of  Oooncil  on  Education,  Whether 
any  steps  are  being  taken  to  give  effect 
to  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Oommission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  matters  con- 
nected with  the  Boyal  Foundation  of 
the  Blue  Coat  School,  presented  more 
than  10  years  ago,  and  which  concluded 
with  the  unanimous  recommendation 
that, 

"  For  a  thorough  reform  in  the  management 
and  discipline  of  ChrisVs  Hospital,  we  think 
that  its  removal  from  London  is  indispensable ;" 

whether  it  is  true  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners have  satisfied  themselves  that 
the  funds  of  the  Charity  are  sufficient 
for  the  education  of  1,300  boys,  900 
girls,  and  120  infants,  in  all  2,320  chil- 
dren,  1,320  of  them  as  boarders,  or 
more  than  double  the  number  at  present 
benefited;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
opposition  to  the  official  scheme,  issued 
two  years  ago,  is,  in  a  large  measure, 
due  to  the  action  of  the  Aldermen  of 
the  City  of  London,  and  others,  in  re- 
spect of  their  '*  vested  interests  "  in  such 
Charity;  and,  whether  he  can  state  to 
the  House  when  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  of  the 
Charity  Commission,  providing  increased 
accommodation  for  more  than  1,000 
children,  urgently  needing  such  educa- 
tional advantages  as  Christ's  Hospital 
affords,  will  be  carried  into  effect,  so  as 
to  facilitate  increased  accommodation 
being  provided  at  St.  Bartholomew's 
Hospital,  which  is  so  sorely  needed,  and 
which  has  been  so  long  delayed  ? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir  Wil- 
UAH  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  I>artford): 
The  scheme  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, involving  the  removal  of  Christ's 
Hospital  from  its  present  site,  and  largely 
extending,  as  the  hon.  Member  cor- 
rectly states,  the  benefits  of  the  Institu- 
tion, is  DOW  engaging  the  attention  of 
the  Department  with  a  view  to  progress 
being  made  with  it.  The  scheme  can 
scarcely  be  said  to  be  opposed  on  grounds 
80  restricted  in  their  character  as  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  suppose ;  but  I 
hope  before  long  to  be  in  a  position  to 
make  a  definite  announcement  in  regard 


to  it.  The  increased  accommodation  of 
St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital,  though  de- 
pending, no  doubt,  upon  the  removal  of 
the  School,  does  not  come  within  the 
cognizance  of  the  Department. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 5th  LAN- 
CASHIRE  ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  TPreston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
in  September  last,  the  5th  Lancashire  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers  applied  for  permission 
to  raise  a  second  battery  at  Blackpool, 
and  a  battery  at  Morecambe  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  further 
delay  in  enrolling  recruits  would  pro- 
bably involve  the  loss  of  the  capitation 
allowance  for  this  year,  he  can  yet  con- 
veniently state  whether  the  required 
permission  will  be  granted  ?  ^ 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
Applications  from  Volunteer  corps  for 
increase  of  establishment  can  only  be 
considered  together  when  the  Estimates 
are  in  preparation.  Havinfi^  in  view  the 
greater  requirements  of  otner  districts 
under  the  general  scheme  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  now  being  worked 
out,  I  am  sorry  fo  say  that  it  will  not 
be  practicable  at  present  to  grant  an 
augmentation  to  the  5th  Lancashire  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— BAN. 
TRY  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.^  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
The  Cork  Herald^  in  which  appears  a 
report  of  a  case  heard  at  Bantry  Petty 
Sessions  on  Saturday,  18tli  instant, 
where  four  men  were  charged  with  at- 
tacking a  dwelling  house  ;  whether  Mr. 
Warburton,  R.M.,  refused  to  allow  evi- 
dence for  the  defence  unless  the  defend- 
ants or  their  solicitor  would  pay,  or 
guarantee  to  pay,  for  the  depositions 
about  being  taken ;  whether  it  is  custo- 
mary to  require  this;  and,  by  what 
authority  such  a  demand  was  made  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  case  referred  to  was  heard 
at  Bantry  Petty  Sessions  on  Saturday. 
The  Petty  Sessions  Olerks*  Act  requires 
that  all  depositions  must  bear  a  1«. 
stamp ;  and  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
tendered  by  the  defence  was  received  on 
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the  solicitor  undertaking  to  pay  the 
Stamp  Duty.  The  course  taken  by  the 
Bencn  was  folly  justified  by  the  statute 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

POST  OFFICE— DISMISSAL  OP  SAMUEL 
HARVEY,  A  LETTER  CARRIER. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Samuel  Harvey,  a  letter  carrier,  who 
was  dismissed  from  the  Public  Service 
on  the  14th  of  January,  1882,  on  the 
charge  of  having  obtained  admission 
to  the  Agricultural  Hall  on  false  pre- 
tences ;  and,  whether  he  has  considered 
the  fresh  evidence  that  has  been  brought 
forward ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  his  decision  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  Harvey's 
case;  and,  after  considering  the  addi- 
tional statements  which  Harvey  has  put 
in,  I  can  see  nothing  to  impugn  the 
justice  of  my  Predecessor's  decision. 

MALTA— CONSTITUTIONAL  CHANGES. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Gt)vemment  have  received  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  for  arranging  the 
electoral  districts  of  Malta;  and,  whe- 
ther they  intend  to  present  such  Report 
when  received  to  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  had  been  received,  and 
was  included  in  the  collection  of  Papers 
relating  to  the  Constitution  of  Malta 
which  were  presented  yesterday.  The 
printing  of  these  Papers  was  nearly  com- 
pleted, and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
DO  distributed  in  a  very  few  days. 

CROFTERS'  COMMISSION— HOLDINGS. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Whether  the  Government  will 
request  the  Crofters'  Commission  to  re- 
port on  the  causes  which  have  led  to  the 
circumstance  that  no  holdings  have  been 
enlarged  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1886? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Magdokau))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Tes,  Sir. 

ifr.  Madden 


LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)     ACT,    1887- 

TENANTS  OF  THE  LORD 

LIEUTENANT. 

Me.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi^  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  a  view 
to  make  a  settlement  witii,  or  to  sell 
their  holdings  at  20  years'  purchase,  to 
his  County  Down  tenants,  extended  the 
time  within  which  they  could  make  ap- 
plications to  have  fair  rents  fixed  and  be 
entitled  to  the  reduction  on  the  half- 
year's  rent  due  at  Ist  November  last,  as 
provided  by  the  5th  section  of  '*The 
Land  Law  (Ireland  Act,  1887;"  whe- 
ther he  can  state  how  many  originating 
notices  to  fix  fair  rent  were  served  on 
the  Land  Commission  by  the  tenants  of 
His  Excellency  between  the  31st  Octo- 
ber last  and  the  1st  February  instant ; 
whether  notices  were  served  on  the 
tenants  who  had  not  made  application 
to  the  Court,  offering  20  per  cent  re- 
duction on  the  old  rents ;  and,  whether, 
considering  that  there  are  upwards  of 
4,000  applications  at  present  entered  for 
hearing  in  the  County  of  Down,  and  that 
one  Sub-Commission  could  not  dispose 
of  all  these  cases  for  years,  he  will  now 
consider  the  desirability  of  having  a 
new  Sub-Commission  appointed  for  the 
County  of  Down  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  he  had  not  had  time  to  get  the  in- 
formation sought  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  he  would,  therefore,  request  him  to 
ask  it  again. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS-SUPPLY  OF 
LEATHER. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  When  the  Evidence  and  Report 
of  the  Committee,  presided  over  by  the 
Judge  Advocate  General,  to  inquire  into 
the  supply  of  Leather  by  Army  con- 
tractors will  be  published;'  whether 
Messrs.  Ross  and  Company,  of  Bermond- 
sey,  will  be  required  to  make  good  any- 
thing wanting  in  past  supplies ;  whether 
the  greater  proportion  of  defective 
leather  already  supplied  has  been 
issued;  what  will  be  aone  with  the  hides 
remaining  in  store ;  whether  it  was  at 
one    time  decided  to    rescind   Messrs. 
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Boss's  contract;  and  whether  that  de- 
cision has  been  reversed,  and  why  ? 

Mb.  LAFONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey)  asked.  Whether  some  of  the  experts 
called  were  not  of  opinion  that  the 
leather  supplied  was  equal  to  the  pat- 
tern ;  whether  the  contractors  had 
proved  that  a  large  number  of  the  hides 
rejected  were  sold  in  the  trade  at  a  price 
considerably  above  the  contract  price ; 
and  whether  Messrs.  Ross  and  Go.  did 
not  express  themselves  ready  to  do  any- 
thing that  the  Department  thought  right 
when  a  complaint  was  made  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)( Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  am  informed  that  the  Report  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  on  the  supply 
of  leather  to  the  Army,  with  the  evi- 
dence, will  be  issued  to-morrow.  As 
regards  hides,  Messrs.  Ross  and  Co., 
who  have  placed  themselves  in  the  matter 
entirely  at  the  disposal  of  the  Depart- 
ment, will  be  required  to  make  good 
anything  wanting  in  past  supplies.  All 
defective  hides  remaining  in  store  have 
been  returned  to  them,  and  they  will 
replace  them  at  their  own  cost.  There 
are  no  standing  contracts  for  hides,  and, 
therefore,  none  to  rescind.  Hides  are 
bought  by  competition  as  required. 
The  greater  part  of  the  hides  had  been 
issued ;  but  a  large  number  have  been 
returned  from  out  stations,  and  will  be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  those  in 
stock. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
Whether  it  was  not  the  case  that  the 
contractor  in  question  and  the  Director 
of  Contracts  both  belonged  to  the  local 
Conservative  Association  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  consider 
Buch  a  question  a  public  disgrace. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  considers  that  no  disgrace  attaches 
to  a  refusal  to  answer  the  question  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ARMY— CHAPLAINS'  DEPARTMENT. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Secretaxy  of  State 
ioT  War,  Why  the  commissions  in  the 
Chaplains'  Department,  vacant  by  the 
retirement  of  the  Reverend  W.  C.  Magill 
and  the  Reverend  J.  F.  Browne,  have 
not  been  filled ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  Catholic  chaplain  to  the  forces 
in  Egypt  is  to  be  withdrawn  and  not 
replaced ;  what  is  the  number  of  troops 
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now  stationed  at  York ;  and,  why  there 
is  no  Catholic  chaplain  there  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  only  vacancy  not  filled  among 
Roman  Catholic  chaplains  is  that  caused 
by  the  retirement  of  the  Rev.  J.  F. 
Browne  in  December  last.  It  is  not 
proposed  to  fill  this  vacancy  at  present, 
as  there  is  no  station  at  which  there  are 
sufficient  Roman  Catholic  soldiers  to 
justify  the  employment  of  a  commis- 
sioned chaplain.  No  order  has  been 
given  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  chap- 
lains of  this  denomination  from  Egypt. 
The  Roman  Catholic  soldiers  at  York 
are  only  about  160;  and  an  officiating 
chaplain  has  been  appointed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT-SULLIVAN,  THE  KERRY 
BLACKSMITH. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  order  to  obtain  the  release 
of  Sullivan,  the  Kerry  blacksmith,  from 
the  sentence  of  Resident  Magistrates 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  no  less  than  nine  ap- 
plications on  different  days  had  to  be 
made  to  the  Superior  Courts  in  Dublin  ; 
that  though  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
decided  that  there  was  no  evidence  on 
which  the  man  could  be  convicted,  yet 
they  held  there  was  no  power  to  g^ve 
costs  against  the  Crown  on  habeas  corpus ; 
is  it  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  the  sen- 
tence on  Mr.  Walsh,  of  The  Wexford 
People^  of  three  months'  hard  labour  for 

Eublishing  the  reports  of  suppressed 
ranches,  which  the  same  Court  quashed, 
the  costs  of  the  argument  of  the  ''  case 
stated"  will  not  include  the  heavy  costs 
in  the  hearing  below  before  the  Resident 
Magistrates;  and,  whether,  as  these 
convictions  were  held  illegal  and  un- 
warrantable, the  Government  intend 
the  prisoners  to  be  left  charged  with  the 
costs  involved,  thus  involving  practically 
the  infliction  of  a  heavy  sum  on  men 
declared  innocent  by  the  highest  autho- 
rity? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Chief  Crown  Solicitor  reports 
as  follows : — 

*'  In  the  case  of  Sallivan  proceedings  were  at 
first  taken  for  certiorari  before  the   Queen's 
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Bench  Divmon  of  the  High  Ooart  of  Juitioe, 
and  the  Conrl^  composed  of  four  Judges,  unani- 
moiuly  refused  the  application  of  SuUivan. 
Proceedings  were  then  taken  for  habeat  corpus 
to  the  Exdieqaer  Division ;  and  the  Court  being 
composed  of  three  Judges,  two  of  them  ruled  in 
Sullivan's  favour,  and  he  was  accordingly  dis- 
charged, but  no  costs  were  given.  I  am  unable 
to  state  the  number  of  days  on  which  these 
applications  were  made." 

The  Attorney  General  adds —    * 

'*  In  Sullivan's  case,  which  was  an  applica- 
tion for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  decided  that  there  was  no  power  to 
give  costs ;  but  in  Walsh's  case,  which  was  a 
case  stated  by  the  magistrates,  the  Court  de- 
cided there  was  power  to  give  costs.  This  was 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  which 
decided  both  cases." 

As  to  the  release  of  Sullivan  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  no  evidence,  this 
arose  from  the  accidental  omission  of 
not  entering  in  the  particular  case  of 
Sullivan  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Ourtin, 
which  had  been  previously  recorded, 
and  which  applied  to  all  the  cases  heard 
on  that  day,  including  Sullivan's.  The 
Government  have  no  intention  what- 
ever of  paying  Sullivan's  costs. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Apart  from  the 
argumentative  matter  which  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  thought 
fit  to  introduce  into  his  answer,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  latter  portion  of  his 
answer  is  grossly  inaccurate. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  Order,  order ! 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION— SUS- 
PENSION  OP  WHITEBS. 

Me.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a 
communication  from  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  has  been  sent  to  three 
writers— namely,  Mr.  Brattle  at  the 
War  Office,  Mr.  T.  Knighton  at  the  Cus- 
tom House,  and  Mr.  Franklin  at  the 
Admiralty — informing  them  that — 

"Further  proceedings  in  connection  with 
their  promotion  have  oeen  suspended  for  the 
present ; " 

and,  whether  he  will  state  what  essen- 
tial difference  exists  between  the  position 
of  these  gentlemen,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  December, 
1886,  and  that  of  M.  A.  J.  Rothon, 
notice  of  whose  promotion  to  the  Lower 
Division  was  given  in  The  Civilian  news- 
paper of  the  18th  instant  ? 

Thr  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  four  copyists  named 
in  the  Question  were  recommended  for 
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appointment  to  the  Lower  Division,  in 
the  belief  that  they  had  passed  the  age 
at  which  they  oould  compete  in  ordinary 
course.  It  was  subsequently  ascertained 
that  this  belief  was  erroneous,  and  that 
these  copyists  are  still  of  age  to  com- 
pete; the  appointments  were  therefore 
cancelled.  In  one  case,  however — that 
of  Mr.  Rothon — ^the  appointment  had 
been  completed  before  the  error  as  to 
his  age  was  disoovered;  and  the 
Treasury  have  that  ease  under  con- 
sideration. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
ATTACK  ON  A  BELFAST  FUNERAL 
PROCESSION. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  workmen  engaged  at  Sir 
William  Ewart's  mill  assaulted  the 
funeral  procession  of  a  priest  in  Bel- 
fast yesterday ;  whether  an  attempt  was 
made  to  upset  the  hearse ;  whether  they 
threw  stones ;  and,  finally,  whether  the 
cro  vrd  had  to  be  dispersed  by  the  police ; 
whether  in  view  of  these  occurrences, 
and  the  Report  made  by  the  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  Belfast  riots,  and 
of  the  amendments  made  by  the  Select 
Committee  when  passing  the  Munioipal 
Franchise  (Belfast)  Bill,  he  proposed  to 
take  any  steps  to  promote  legislation 
for  the  better  government  of  Belfast  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Hajucak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet):  I  have  tele- 
graphed for  a  full  report  as  to  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  made  in  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  which  was  only  re- 
ceived at  the  Irish  Office  at  3.40  this 
afternoon.  Since  I  came  to  the  House 
I  have  recived  the  following  telegram 
from  the  Town  Inspector  of  Belfast : — 

*'  Referring  to  the  alleged  attack  apon  funeral 
procession  published  in  The  FreevMuCs  Journal 
to-day,  fuU  report  goes  by  post.  Newspaper 
report  is  greatly  exaggerated." 

I  do  not  consider,  having  regard  to  the 
peaceable  condition  of  Belfast  and  its 
neighbourhood,  one  isolated  outrage 
would  in  itself  be  sufficient  to  induce 
the  Government  to  introduce  legislatioa 
of  the  nature  contemplated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  present  Session. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  said,  with  reference 
to  the  exaggerated  case  in  Belfast  to 
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which  reference  had  heen  made,  he 
wished  to  aek  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, whether  he  was  aware  that  a 
eimilar  outrage  was  perpetrated  last 
year  at  the  very  same  place ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  he  does 
not  consider  that  some  legislation  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace  of  that  town 
was  required  ? 

JOOJJOKSL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  hare 
no  information  on  the  subject. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
course  of  Business  for  the  coming  week  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  should  haye 
been  glad  to  haye  arranged  to  take  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Oharles  Bussell)  with  regard 
to  public  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square 
on  Monday ;  but  I  can  only  do  so  on  the 
understanding  that  the  remaining  days 
of  Supply  between  Thursday  in  next 
week  and  the  15th  of  March  would  be 
sufficient  to  vote  the  Supplies  necessary 
for  the  Public  Service.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  there  are  only 
fiye  days  when  it  is  possible  to  put  down 
operative  Supply  after  Monday  next. 
We  have  to  obtain  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  which  have  been  presented  to 
the  House,  and  we  have  also  to  take  a 
Vote  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  a  Vote 
on  Account  for  the  Oivil  Services.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  position 
to  intimate  his  belief  and  to  give  us  his 
assistance  to  secure  that  those  Votes 
shall  be  passed  by  the  15  th  of  March,  I 
will  gladly  surrender  Monday  next  for 
the  discussion  which  it  is  desired  to 
raise.  The  question  is  one  on  which  the 
Government  are  anxious  to  obtain  the 
judgment  of  the  House  with  the  least 
possible  delay;  but  if  there  is  any 
aoubt  as  to  the  time  that  would  be  taken 
by  the  Estimates  I  shall  be  compelled  to 
take  Monday  for  them,  and  in  that  event 
I  would  give  Thursday  for  the  Motion. 

Mb.  W,  E.  GLADSTONE:  When 
that  sort  of  question  is   put   to    me, 

?erhaps  I  am  justified  in  rising  to  reply, 
entirely  agree  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  the  object  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  in  view ;   but  he  will  not  be 


surprised  when  I  say  that  it  is  not  in 
my  power  to  give  him  the  assurance 
that  a  certain  number  of  days  will  be 
sufficient  for  Supply.  I  cannot  give  that 
assurance ;  therefore,  I  think  he  would 
do  wisely  to  take  his  own  course. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  am  only  discharging 
my  duty  in  fixing  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  Monday.  1  hope  and 
believe  that  that  will  suffice,  so  that 
Thursday  may  be  given  for  the  Motion. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  the  Estimates  had  not 
been  issued. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  they  were 
laid  on  the  Table  that  morning,  and 
were  now  in  the  Vote  Office. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  inquired  whether,  in  the  Con- 
stabulary Estimates,  any  sum  had  been 
put  down  for  the  additional  money  re- 
quired for  the  services  of  the  police  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  None. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  whether  there  was  any- 
tfiing  in  the  Estimates  referring  to 
magistrates  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whether  there  was  any  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  on  which  they  could  raise 
the  case  of  Mr.  Stoney  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  rather  think  not. 

MOTIONS. 
BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

BESOLT7TIOK. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  move  a 
Resolution  on*  the  subject,  said,  he 
was  aware  that  in  making  the  Mo- 
tion he  was  trenching  on  the  rights 
of  private  Members,  out  neither  the 
Motion  or  the  Rules  concerned  the  Go- 
vernment alone ;  it  concerned  the  whole 
House  as  regarded  its  convenience  and 
its  capacity  to  perform  its  Business  in  a 
satisfactory  manner.  They  were  Rules 
which  the  House  as  a  whole  was  most 
desirous  of  adopting.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  regretted  that  the  only  course 
open  to  the  Government  was  to  ask  that 
the  whole  time  of  the  House  should  be 
given  to  the  consideration  of  these  Rules 
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until  they  were  disposed  of,  and  he 
trusted  the  prolonged  discussions  which 
occurred  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament would  not  be  repeated  in  the 
present.  It  appeared  to  him  that  they 
had  already  disposed  of  the  principles  of 
the  great  questions  which  then  occupied 
the  time  of  Parliament,  and  that  the 
questions  which  remained  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  these  Bules  were  questions 
upon  which  the  House  and  the  country 
had  made  up  their  minds  and  arrived  at 
a  judgment  upon  almost  every  material 
point,  and  that  the  House  only  required 
to  deal  with  matters  of  detail  rather  than 
matters  of  grave  and  serious  principle. 
He  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
have  the  assistance,  not  only  of  their 
Friends,  but  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  would  do 
wisely  to  accept  the  arrangements  pro- 
posed, which  were  intended  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Public  Business,  the  facilita- 
ting of  the  discussion  of  questions  in 
which  they  themselves  took  much  in- 
terest, and  the  securing  of  greater  order 
and  despatch  for  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  making  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  Consideration  of  the  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion  on 
every  day  on  which  the  consideration  of  those 
Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Government. " 
— (Afr.  William  Renry  Smith.) 

Mr.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said,  that  with  respect  to 
the  points  on  which  he  differed  from  the 
conclusion  at  which  the  Government  had 
arrived,  he  would  give  the  best  evidence 
he  could  of  his  desire  to  promote  the 
rapid  progress  of  Public  Business  by  re- 
fraining from  arguments,  and  simply 
stating  those  differences  in  the  brie^st 
and  most  inoffensive  and  least  contro- 
versial manner.  At  the  same  time,  he 
deeply  regretted  the  Eesolution  of  the 
Government  to  give  precedence  to  Pro- 
cedure Bules  over  the  regular  Business 
of  the  Session.  He  believed,  after  what 
occurred  last  Session,  that  that  course 
would  not  conduce  to  the  progress  of 
Business  or  the  legislative  efficiency  of 
the  Sesfidon,  and  that  more  time  would 
be  lost  in  the  discussion  which  such  a 
question  was  sure  to  raise  than  could 
possibly  be  gained  during  the  course  of 
the  Session  by  the  amendment  of  their 
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Bules.  He  was  also  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deemed  it  his  duty  to 
demand  the  whole  time  of  the  House ; 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
himself  feel  that,  after  the  singular 
history  of  last  year  in  this  respect,  when 
the  voice  of  the  House  was  almost 
entirely  silenced  until  the  months  of 
August  and  September,  of  which  there 
was  so  sore  a  recollection,  it  was  a  great 
pity  that  such  soreness  should  be  re- 
vived. He  was  certainly  inclined  to 
hope  that  as  two  proposals  had  been 
made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  side  of  the  House,  not 
quite  against,  but  in  mitigation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal,  so  that 
the  independent  portion  of  the  House 
should  not  be  entirely  shut  out  from 
public  discussion  on  their  measures  when 
the  question  of  Procedure  was  before  it, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accede 
to  one  or  other  of  these  proposals,  if 
it  should  turn  out  that  it  was  agreeable 
to  the  sense  of  a  large  portion  of  the  House. 
Having  thus  stated  his  objections  to  the 
course  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  give  what  assist- 
ance was  in  his  power  to  shorten  the 
discussion  on  these  Bules,  and  to  avoid 
whatever  might  lengthen  it.  He  him- 
self had  at  all  times,  whether  in  or  out 
of  office,  entertained  little  faith  in  what 
might  be  called  penal  legislation  on  the 
subject  of  Procedure.  He  had  always 
looked  to  devolution  as  the  only  really 
effective  and  hopeful  method  of  bringing 
about  an  essential  change  in  the  capacity 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  perform  its 
Business  in  a  more  satisfactory  manner, 
and  to  diminish  the  enormous,  extra- 
ordinary, and  exhaustine  calls  that  were 
now  made,  not  only  on  the  time,  but  on 
the  health  and  constitution  of  hon. 
Members,  as  well  as  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  was  glad  that  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re-opened  the 
door  on  the  subject  of  devolution. 
Taking  the  whole  proceedings  of  last 
year  as  one  measure,  the  fundamental 
objections  they  on  that  side  of  the 
House  entertained  was  that  the  dignity 
of  the  Speaker's  Chair  and  that  of  the 
Chairman  were  compromised  and  were 
endan  gered.  B  ut  he  was  not  now  going 
to  say  a  word  in  support  of  those  objec- 
tions. The  measure  was  there,  and  they 
must  take  it  as  a  fixed  fact,  at  any  rate, 
for  the  present.  That  being  so,  he  was 
disposed  to  make  the  admission  that 
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tlLese  proposals,  as  a  whole,  had  not 
been  conceived  in  any  spirit  of  Party 
ascendancy,  and  that  they  were  partly 
to  be  regarded  as  in  the  nature  of  a 
sequel  or  complement  to  the  measure  of 
last  year.  He  drew  from  that  the  im- 
portant conclusion  that  it  would  be  for 
the  public  advantage  on  the  whole  if, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  they  ap- 
proached the  discussion  of  details  of  the 
subject  in  the  shape  in  which  the  Oo- 
vernment  had  laid  it  before  them,  with- 
out having  recourse  to  the  machinery  of 
Party  and  without  conducting  the  debate 
in  the  spirit  of  Party.  He  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  would  meet  what 
he  had  said  in  a  corresponding  and  re- 
ciprocal spirit.  For  himself,  he  was 
disposed  to  go  a  considerable  length  in 
accepting  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or,  at  all  events,  to  make  very 
few  exceptions;  but,  all  the  same,  he 
thought  time  would  be  wasted  by  the 
course  the  Government  proposed  to 
follow. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) — whose  enmity  he 
much  preferred  to  his  friendship — had 
done  more  to  destroy  the  rights  of 
private  Members  since  he  became 
Leader  of  the  House  than  any  Minister 
who  had  preceded  him.  Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  his  sole 
object  in  proposing  new  Eules  of  Pro- 
cedure was  to  preserve  the  freedom  of 
the  House  and  to  facilitate  the  progress 
of  its  Business,  and  he  disclaimed  any 
intention  or  desire  to  use  the  Eules  in 
order  to  accelerate  any  legislation  to 
which  objection  was  made  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  scarcely  got 
the  new  weapon  in  his  hands  when  he 
frequently  and  almost  invariably  put  it 
to  the  very  use  which  he  had  disavowed. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  felt  sure  that 
these  new  Eules  would  be  used  as  the 
others  were  for  the  suppression  of  the 
liberties  of  a  certain  section  of  the 
House.  As  far,  however,  as  the  short- 
ening of  the  hours  of  the  Sittings  was 
concerned,  he  thought  a  universal  and 
cordial  assent  would  be  given  to  that 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal. 

Me.  OSBOENE  MOEQ AN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  he  thought  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  which  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  asked  them  to  give  the 
Government,  would  be  occupied  in  the 
discussion  of  these  Eules,  with  the 
Supplementary  Votes  and  Supply  inter- 
vening, until  Easter.  That  would 
amount  to  a  surrender  of  the  entire 
rights  of  private  Members.  He  him- 
self had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  challeng- 
ing the  conduct  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Grown,  and  the  action  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  connection  therewith,  and  he 
had  always  understood  that  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Government  to  meet  Mo- 
tions of  that  kind  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity. If  the  present  Motion  were 
carried  he  would  be  practically  prevented 
from  bringing  the  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  He  would  put  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  by 
taking  so  strong  a  measure  as  asking 
for  the  whole  time  of  the  House  he  was 
not  likely  to  introduce  unnecessary  fric- 
tion, which  would  tend  to  retard  rather 
than  accelerate  the  objects  which  they 
all  had  in  view. 

Me.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  intended  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  that  Wednesdays  be 
excluded  from  its  operation.  He  sub- 
mitted that  he  was  entitled  to  this  con- 
cession because  last  Session  he  gave  up 
his  opportunity  of  reading  the  Bill  which 
he  now  had  on  the  Order  Book — the 
Oaths  Bill — a  second  time  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Government,  and  having 
obtained  a  favourable  place  on  a  Wed- 
nesday, he  thought  that  he  should  be 
afforded  the  opportunity  of  bringing  it 
forward,  which  might  be  destroyed  if 
the  Motion  were  adopted  without 
Amendment.  He  would,  therefore,  move 
as  an  Amendment  the  insertion  of  the 
words '  ^  except  Wednesdays ' '  in  the  third 
line  of  the  Eesolution. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after 
the  word  '^day,"  to  insert  the  words 
'*  except  Wednesdays."—  {Mr.  Brad' 
huffh,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  that  some  consideration  was 
due  to  private  Members  in  this  matter. 
Last  Session,  while  every  day  was  taken 
from  them,  there  was  a  tacit  under- 
standing that  when  the  Session  was  over 
private  Members'  days  would  not  again 
be  taken  by  the  Government.  It  seemed, 
however,    that  the  Government   were 
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again  to  have  the  whole  time  of  the 
BeBsion  g:iyen  to  them.  Under  the  pro- 
posal made,  no  prirate  Members'  Bills 
would  haye  a  obance  until  after  Easter. 
Already  in  this  Parliament  private 
Members  had  made  large  concessions ; 
but  even  the  worm  would  turn  at  last. 
It  was  the  prirate  Members  on  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  who  had  suffered  most; 
they  were  placed,  as  it  were,  between 
two  millstones;  for  the  Gk)yemment 
managed  to  find  time  for  private  Mem- 
bers sitting  opposite  to  them.  It  was 
much  to  be  regretted  that  great  social 
questions,  which  in  the  opinion  of  some 
of  them  were  more  important  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  than  many  other 
measures  which  were  disposed  of,  should 
by  this  action  of  the  Oovernment 
not  to  be  able  to  be  dealt  with  on 
days  set  apart  for  private  Members. 
He  had  been  interested  in  a  subject 
which  he  considered  of  great  importance 
for  a  long  period,  and  for  years  past 
had  been  doing  his  best  to  get  a  day 
for  its  consideration.  In  the  year  1886 
he  had  the  misfortune  to  get  the  first 
place  on  a  day  which  was  memorable  in 
the  history  of  the  House,  for  it  was  the 
day  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Oladstone)  moved  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  which  some  of  them 
might  probably  remember — the  Home 
Hule  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Bartley)  had  to 
give  way.  But  he  might  remind  the 
Mouse  that  the  Home  Bule  Bill  was 
dead,  and  that  his  Motion  was  still 
alive.  Last  year,  of  course,  he  had  not 
a  chance  of  moving  it;  but  this  year, 
amongst  200  competitors,  he  had  been 
BO  lucky  as  to  draw  the  first  private 
Members'  day  available  this  Session — 
namely,  next  Tuesday.  IZau^hter,']  Hon. 
Members  laughed  at  the  ' '  self  "  coming 
out— they  all  of  them  had  a  little  <<self  " 
at  the  bottom  he  supposed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  now  pounced 
upon  his  (Mr.  Bartley's)  one  ewe  lamb, 
and  was  going  to  take  the  day  away 
from  him.  He  was  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  when  he  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  likely  to  get  on  with 
these  Itules  much  more  rapidly  and 
satisfactorily  if  they  refrained  from  irri- 
tating hon.  Members  by  making  them 
give  up  their  time.    If  the  rights  of 
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private  Members  were  not  reoognised, 
and  private  Members  did  not  succeed  in 
carrying  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  would  find  that  the  support 
of  the  House  in  getting  these  Hules  of 
Procedure  through,  and  in  enabling  the 
House  to  rise  at  a  reasonable  time, 
would  not  be  so  readily  obtained.  He 
thought  some  consideration  to  private 
members  would  be  a  better  ooorae 
than  forcing  this  somewhat  drastic  mea- 
sure upon  &e  House.  The  Amendment 
claimed  Wednesday  as  an  exception  to 
the  Bule  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  wished  to  lay 
down.  But  he  (Mr.  Bartley)  was  under 
the  impression  that  there  was  some 
objection  to  Wednesday,  and  he  would 
propose  that  Tuesday  be  the  exception: 
He  had  noticed  that  on  Wednesdays, 
if  any  BilLwas  brought  forward  on  that 
— the  Ministerial— side  of  the  House, 
there  were  one  or  two  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  deliberately  set  themselves 
to  work  to  talk  it  out.  Even  if  a 
Bill  came  on  as  an  unopposed  measure 
after  a  quarter  to  6,  someone  opposite 
was  always  sure  to  stop  its  progress  by 
merely  taJring  off  his  hat.  Considering 
his  own  private  position,  he  (Mr.  Bartley) 
thought  Tuesday  preferable  to  Wednes- 
day. At  any  rate,  he  would  plead  hard 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
give  them  one  day  a  week.  He  did  not 
wish  to  claim  it  in  any  formal  manner ; 
but,  as  an  humble  and  obedient  and 
loyal  follower,  he  wished  to  protest 
against  the  private  rights  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers being  entirely  ta^en  away ;  and  he 
sincerely  trusted  that  at  this,  the  last 
hour,  the  Government  would  think  with 
them,  and  spare  one  day  a-week.  If 
the  Government  could  do  that,  they 
might  be  sure  that  their  side  would 
reap  the  greatest  advantage  from  it. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  rose  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  It 
would  be  understood  that  he  also  was 
not  to  be  regarded  as  altogether  un« 
selfish.  He  had  had  the  privilege  out 
of  the  ballot  to  secure  the  first  Order 
for  Wednesday,  the  29th,  for  a  measure 
applicable  to  Scotland.  Now,  he  could 
appeal  with  confidence  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  give  him  his 
attention  for  a  moment  on  behalf  of 
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Scotland.  It  was  within  the  reoolleo- 
tion  of  the  Oovemment  that  last  Session 
the  Scotch  Members  gave  every  assist- 
ance possible  in  the  passing  of  mea- 
sures relating  to  Scotland— measures 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  brought  in.  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  contented  at  the  end  of  a  very 
long  Session  with  two  Wednesdays  for 
Scotch  Business.  He  would  still  fur- 
ther urge  the  case  of  Scotland  in  this 
reBpect---that  the  other  day  they  dealt 
witii  two  Scotch  measures  ;  that  was  to 
say,  they  gave  the  Qovernment  an 
opportunity  of  rejecting  two  Scotch  mea- 
sures within  half-an-hour.  He  would 
undertake  on  behalf  of  his  hon.  Friends 
from  Scotland  that  they  would  do  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  shorten  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Kules  of  Procedure  if  the 
Government  would  concede  to  them  one 
day  in  the  week,  either  Tuesday  or 
Wednesday ;  but,  of  course,  preferably 
the  Wednesday.  If  the  Government 
would  do  this  they  would  have  nothing 
in  the  nature  of  a  factious  opposition  to 
fear  from  the  Scotch  Members ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  would  receive  every  pos- 
sible assistance  from  them.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  force  on 
Scotland  the  desire  for  Home  Bule  by 
taking  away  the  privileges  of  her  Mem- 
bers— the  very  moderate  and  inconsider- 
able privileges  which  they  at  present 
possessed.  He  was  sure  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  listen  to 
tms  appeal  he  would  have  no  cause  to 
regret  a  concession  made  to  Scotland, 
and  that  Scotland  would  not  forgot  the 
favour. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford)  said,  he  wished  to 
add  his  voice  to  the  petition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
of  those  who  had  been  successful  for 
getting  a  day  for  Motions  which  they 
thought  important.  He  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  had  been  able  to  secure  a  Tuesday 
for  a  Motion  which  a  great  many  people 
in  this  country  considered  of  great  im- 
portance. He  accepted  most  loyally 
anything  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith) 
might  demand  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  would 
merely  say  that  he  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it  possible — 
if  not  to  give  next  Tuesday,  at  any  rate, 
to  give  a  day  to  those  who  now  stood  out 


of  the  way  to  enable  him  to  carry  his 
Motion. 

The  FIEST  LOED  op  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  it  was  only 
natural  and  reasonable  that  Private 
Members  at  this  period  should  desire  to 
preserve  for  themselves  the  favourable 
positions  which  they  had  obtained  for 
their  Motions  or  Bills,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  they  would  find  an  oppor* 
tunity  of  bringing  those  subjects,  which 
they,  no  doubt,  thought  of  great  im- 
portance, before  the  notice  of  the  House. 
If,  however,  he  made  the  concessions 
which  hon.  Members  desired,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  him  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  the  Procedure  Eules  at  all  be- 
fore Easter.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
Government  should  get  some  money, 
therefore  Supply  must  occupy  the  en- 
suing month  practically  up  to  the  17  th 
of  March  on  ordinary  Government 
nights.  It  appeared  to  be  thought  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  in  asking  for  the 
time  of  private  Members  to  consider 
these  Procedure  Eules  he  was  asking 
for  private  Members'  nights  beyond 
Easter ;  in  fact,  up  to  Whitsuntide,  il  not 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session ;  but  that  was 
not  the  case,  for  if  the  consideration  of 
the  Eules  was  entered  upon  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  spirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  and  others,  had  spoken,  he 
believed  that  the  Eules  could  be  dis- 
posed of  in  the  course  of  three  days  in 
next  week,  and  if  not,  certainly  within 
a  day  or  two  of  the  following  week.  In 
that  case  the  position  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
would  not  be  interfered  with.  If  the 
recommendations  of  the  Government 
were  adopted  private  Members,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  the  gainers,  because 
Procedure  would  be  improved  and  the 
transactions  of  the  House  would  be 
greatly  facilitated.  The  views  he  had 
expressed  were,  he  thought,  shared  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  well 
as  hon.  Members  behind  them,  and 
under  these  circumstances,  feeling  that 
the  facilities  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  would  be  in- 
creased by  the  proposals  he  was  about 
to  make,  he  felt  compelled  to  adhere  to 
his  original  proposition.  He  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Esslemont)  would  find  that 
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under  the  arrangement  proposed  there 
would  be  many  facilities  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Scotch  Business.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  underrated 
the  time  the  Government  had  given  for 
the  disposal  of  Scotch  Business  last  year, 
but  he  would  not  enter  into  a  contro- 
versy upon  that  matter.  If  the  Bules 
were  disposed  of  in  the  way  he  sug- 
gested, and  as  there  was  reason  to  anti- 
cipate they  would  be  disposed  of,  the 
Qovemment  would  spare  no  effort  to 
afford  private  Members  facilities  for  the 
discuesion  of  those  important  topics  in 
which  they  were  interested. 

Mr.  E.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  thought  it  was  to  be  very  much  re- 
gretted that  the  opposition  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.   Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.    Bradlaugb)  had    been  based  on 
strictly  personal  grounds.     No  doubt  the 
Bill  in  which  the    hon.    Member    for 
Northampton  was  so  much  iuterested  was 
an  important  Bill,  and  no  doubt  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  beside  him,  the 
Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Essle- 
mont),  was  even  of  greater  importance. 
He  did  not  know  anything  about  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
but  as  that  was  not  intended  to  end  in 
legislation  no  doubt  it  was  a  subject 
which  would  be  acceptable  to  Members 
on  the  Benches  on  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man sat.    This  was  a  private  Members' 
question,  and  it  ought  to  be  left  in  the 
bauds  of  private  Members.     He  hoped 
that  private  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  would  unite  in  maintaining 
their  right  to  a  fair  share  of  the  time  of 
the  Session  for  the  discussion  of  matters 
in  which  they  took  an  interest.     He  did 
not  see  why  the  burden  of  these  Eules, 
which  were  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
House  at  large,  should  fall  upon  private 
Members  alone.     He  failed  all  the  more 
to  see  it  because,  not  only  last  Session, 
but  ever  since  the  question  of  Home 
Bule  was  mooted  in  the  House,  private 
Members'  rights  had  been  almost  ex- 
tinguished.    Why,  new  Members  of  the 
House    actually    did    not   know    what 
private  Members'  rights  wete,  because 
they  had  had  no  experience   of  them. 
The  vast  majority    of  hon.    Members 
came  in  at  the  General  Election  of  1885 
or  since  that,  and,  with  the  exception  of 
about  three  weeks   before  the  Home 
Hule  Bill  was  matured  and  presented  to 
the  House — with  that  slight  exception — 
the  whole  time  had  been  taken  up  by 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
and  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
on  the  one  hand  for  Home  Bule  for 
Ireland,    and  on    the  other  hand  for 
Coercion   for    Ireland.      It    appeared, 
therefore,  to  him  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  quite 
time  that  private  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  united  and  stood  up  for 
their    rights.     As  this    was    to    be    a 
question  relegated  to  the  consideration 
of  hon.    Members    without    regard  to 
Party  ties— as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  declining  to  stake  his  position  on  the 
result  of    debates  in    the    House — he 
hoped  the    private  Members  on  their 
part  would  have  the  courage  to  take  ad- 
vantage   of   the  opportunity    afforded 
them.     He  trusted  the  private  Members 
would  insist  upon  having  the  time  which 
was  usually  devoted  to  them,  notwith- 
standing the  demands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.   Smith)  made  upon  their 
time.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said  that 
neither  the  hon.   Member  for  North- 
ampton nor  the   hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East   Aberdeen   were   in 
danger,  because   the    Procedure  Rules 
would  be  disposed  of  in  a  very  short 
time.    If  that  were  the  case  it  was  a 
reason,  not  for  hon.  Members  yielding, 
but  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  yield- 
ing.   If  the  consideration  of  the  Pro- 
cedure Rules  would  not  occupy  a  long 
time  why  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  anxious  to  deal  with  them  at  the  cost 
of  the  time  of  private  Members  ?     Why 
did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  leave 
them  the  small  opportunity  that  they 
were  allowed  for  the  discussion  of  mat- 
ters they  were  bound  to  promote  ?    The 
right  hon.   Gentleman,  believing  as  he 
did  that  the  discussion  of  these  Roles 
might  be    concluded     efficiently     and 
sufficiently  within  a  few  days,  and  hold- 
ing as  he  did  in  his  hands  the  power  of 
closure,  it  rested  with  him  to  make  the 
best  use  of   the  facilities  he   had  for 
making  rapid  progress  with  business 
without  interfering  with  the  rights  of 
Private  Members.     Why  did    he    not 
make  a  more  courageous  and  efficient 
use  of  the  closure  than  he  did  last  year 
to  bring  the  discussion  on  the  Rules  to 
an  end  within  a  reasonable  time  ?    He 
(Mr.  £.  Robertson)  held  that,  posseasiiig 
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the  powers  he  did,  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  no  right  to  call  on  private  Mem- 
hers  to  give  up  their  time  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  carry  a  measure  which 
was  necessary,  not  for  facilitating  private 
business,  but  business  that  at  any  time 
might  come  before  the  House. 

Mk.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  rose  to  make  a  conciliatory  pro- 
posaJ.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
said  that  in  all  probability  these  Bules 
would  be  carried  next  week.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  for  his  own  part,  did 
not  see  why  they  should  not  be  carried 
next  week.  At  any  rate,  he  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  lengthy 
discussion  upon  them  on  that — the 
Opposition — side  of  the  House.  But 
it  would  simplify  matters  if  the  right 
hon.  Ghentleman  would  bear  that  in  mind 
and  would  limit  his  demand,  say,  until 
next  Friday.  Either  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  or  did  not  believe  what 
he  said.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  believed 
it,  and  the  suggestion  he  now  made  was 
based  upon  that  belief.  The  only  Gen- 
tleman who  would  be  shut  out  would  be 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley),  and 
who  had  described  himself  as  a  crushed 
worm  sitting  between  two  millstones. 
Without  wishing  to  go  into  the  in- 
tricacies of  the  Procedure  Bules,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that 
practically,  if  they  passed  the  Bules  in 
their  present  position,  private  Members 
would  to  all  intents  and  purposes  be 
shut  out  from  carrying  any  of  the  Bills 
which  they  might  bring  forward  in  the 
House.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
very  well  knew,  a  great  many  Bills  which 
were  not  blocked  were  carried  in  the 
early  hours  of  the  morning,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  give  for  those  measures  only 
half  an  hour.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
discuss  them  in  that  time.  Only  a  few 
short  words  on  one  or  other  of  them 
would  stop  the  whole  of  the  business  in 
regard  to  them.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consider  the 
zdatter,  and  see  if  he  could^not  give  the 
reasonable  facilities  whieh  were  asked 
for  in  order  to  enable  private  Members, 
who  had  passed  their  Bills  through  the 
second  reading,  to  get  them  through 
their  further  stages.  Another  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
yield  to  them  on  the  Opposition  side  was 


because  they  were  exceptionally  magnan- 
imous with  regard  to  these  Bules  of 
Procedure,  for  the  reason  that  tbey  were 
anxious  to  see  them  pasced,  notwith- 
standing that  they  would  tell  more 
against  them  than  the  Conservative 
Party.  In  support  of  that  view  he  had 
the  evidence  of  a  Gentleman  whose 
opinions  he  was  sure  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  not  controvert — he  meant  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury).  In  a  speech  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  at  Oxford,  alluding 
to  his  intention  to  frame  some  new  Bules 
of  Procedure,  he  said — 

'*  I  know  there  are  many  ConserTatives  who 
will  say  that  this  obstruction,  bad  as  it  is,  is  a 
way  to  prevent  bad  measures  from  passing  ;  and 
they  will  say  '  After  all,  the  g^reater  number  of 
measures  that  are  proposed  are  bad,  and  any- 
thing that  prevents  all  measures  from  passing 
prevents  more  bad  measures  than  good  ones.'  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  result  of  a  considerable 
amendment  in  the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  to  send  up  from  time  to  time, 
when  there  are  bad  Houses  of  Commons" — 

that  was  to  say  when  there  were  Liberal 
Houses  of  Commons — 

"A  considerable  number  of  objectionable 
measures  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  1  hope  that 
the  House  of  Lords  will  not  shrink  from  acting 
upon  its  conscientious  convictions." 

That  was  to  say,  when  from  time  to 
time  a  bad  Government  was  in  power — 
that  was  to  say  when  the  Badical  Party 
was  in  power— a  number  of  bad  Bills 
would  be  passed  and  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of  Lords 
would  not  shrink  from  acting  upon  its 
conscientious  convictions  and  would  re- 
fuse to  pass  them,  but  that  when 
measures  were  passed  by  the  Oonserya- 
tires  the  House  of  Lords  would  un« 
hesitatingly  accept  them.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  thought  he  had  clearly 
proved  the  magnanimity  of  the  Opposi- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Procedure 
Bules. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  address  a  few  words  of  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  because  he  had  stated  hiswilling^ 
ness  to  do  justice  to  Scotland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  his  proposal  was 
going  to  do  the  greatest  injustice  to 
Scotland.  The  first  Order  for  Wednes- 
day next  was  the  Beturning  Officers' 
(Scotland)  Bill.  What  had  been  the 
history  of  that  measure  ?    Two  years  ago 
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OiUiat,  J.  S. 
Goldswoiihy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorat,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grenall,  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  0. 
Halflejr,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamlev,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanbory,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill',  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

FlC. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Kimber,  H. 
King-Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

H.  T. 
Knowles,  L, 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lees,  £. 
Le^h,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Llewellyn,  B.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 


Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Manners,    right    hon. 

Lord  J.  J.  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,    right  hon. 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
0*NeiU,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Round,  J. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 
Salt,  T. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Ool.  T. 

M. 
Sannderson,  CoL  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W, 
Seton-Earr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 


Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Williams,  J.  PoweU. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehonse.  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 

Mr.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  propose  ta  divide  the  House 
again  upon  this  matter;  but  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  told  them  that 
the  Procedure  Rules  would  in  all  pro- 
bability only  oocupy  one  week,  he 
trusted  that  even  now  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  reeonsider  the  matter 
and  limit  the  application  of  the  Besolu- 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
limit  it  to  one  week,  for  if  the  Rules  ai 
Procedure  were  not  likely  to  take  a 
longer  period,  then  hon.  Members  ought 
not  to  have  this  compulsion  indefinitelj 
put  upon  them. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  consideration  of  the 
Proposed  Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence 
of  all  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion 
on  every  day  on  which  the  consideration  of 
those  Rules  may  be  set  down  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)—!.  SITTINGS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  more  the  Re- 
solution of  whioh  he  had  given  Notice 
relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
said,  he  thought  the  House  would  per- 
ceive that  this  rule  was  designed  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  and  in  the 
helief  that  an  arrangement  of  this  kind 
would  conduce  to  the  better  discharge 
of  Public  Business.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  prolonged  Sittings  of  the  House 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  had 
had  a  serious  effect  not  only  on  the 
health  of  hon.  Members,  but  on  the  mode 
in  which  the  Business  of  the  House  had 
been  conducted.  During  last  Sessioa 
the  House  sat  277  hours  after  midnight, 
aud  there  must  have  been  many  £on. 
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Members — probably  a  large  majority  of 
the  House — who  had  duties  to  perform 
before  coming  to  the  House  in  the  after- 
noon. In  these  oircumstanoes  it  was 
clearly  impossible  for  an  ordinary  human 
being  to  continue  to  devote  his  powers 
of  mind  and  body  to  the  discharge  of 
his  duties  in  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
were  practically  too  exhausted  to  do  so. 
He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said  nothing  of 
those  who  had  to  conduct  the  Public 
Business  of  the  country,  and  who  were 
responsible  not  only  for  the  duties  of 
Oovemment,  but  for  the' working  of  the 
various  public  offices.  It  was,  however, 
highly  desirable  that  Ministers  should 
be  in  a  condition  to  devote  the  best  of 
their  intellect  and  physical  powers  to 
the  discharge  of  their  onerous  duties. 
At  present,  owing  to  the  prolonged 
Sittings  of  the  House,  it  was  practically 
impossible  for  Ministers  of  the  Grown 
to  be  in  that  condition ;  and  therefore 
the  Government  had  framed  these  Rules 
with  the  object  of  meeting  earlier  in  the 
day  and  rising  earlier  at  night.  In 
recommending  this  Rule  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  it  must  be 
understood  that  the  Government  did  so 
on  the  understanding  that  the  question 
of  half -an- hour  later  in  meeting  or  half - 
an-hour  earlier  in  separating  was  not 
one  of  principle  nor  a  matter  to  which 
the  Government  were  so  wedded  as  to 
persevere  against  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House.  This  Rule  had  been  framed 
by  the  Government  to  meet  to  the  best 
of  their  ability  the  interests  of  all 
Parties  in  the  House ;  and,  therefore,  on 
matters  of  unimportant  detail  they  were 
prepared  to  make  such  concessions  as 
were  generally  desired.  Reference  was 
made  m  the  Rule  to  certain  proceedings 
which  were  to  be  exempted  from  its 
operation.  It  was  often  practically  im- 
possible to  put  those  proceedings  down 
for  the  early  consideration  of  the  House ; 
and  even  if  it  were  possible,  they  would 
be  blocked  altogether  by  the  operation 
of  the  Rule  of  Adjournment,  and  hence 
serious  public  mischief  might  arise.  It 
rarely  happened,  however,  that  there 
was  any  serious  difference  of  opinion 
upon  those  Orders ;  but  if  there  was  it 
was  necessary  that  the  hour  of  closing 
Debate  or  Adjournment  should  be  made 
with  reference  to  those  proceedings. 
He  thought  also  the  House  would  agree 
that  the  House  should  not  be  counted 
precisely  at  9  o'clock;  and  he  trusted 
the  provision  made  in  the  Rule  would 


I  meet  with  the  acceptance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. But  this,  again,  was  one  of  the 
provisions  upon  which  the  House  itself 
must  express  an  opinion.  The  Govern- 
ment recommended  it  for  the  considera- 
tion of  hon.  Members  as  one  which  had 
been  generally  represented  to  them  as  a 

S revision  for  the  convenience  and  con- 
uct  of  Business.  With  reference  to  the 
Paragraph  as  to  the  Speaker  ascertaining 
y  the  preponderance  of  voices  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  desired  that 
Business  under  discussion  should  be 
deferred  until  a  later  day,  he  stated  that 
some  public  inconvenience  had  arisen  on 
days  on  which  opposed  Business  finished, 
say  at  10  minutes  to  7  o'clock  on  a 
Morning  Sitting  or  a  quarter  to  6  o'clock 
on  Wednesday.  The  Bill  opposed  in 
these  circumstances  did  not  come  on 
next  day,  but  there  was  no  knowledge 
as  to  the  particular  day  on  which  it 
would  come  on;  it  was  therefore  pro* 
posed  to  give  this  preponderance  of 
voices  in  order  that  a  day  might  be 
named  for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 
He  concluded  by  moving  the  adoption 
of  the  Rule. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That,  unless  the  House  otherwise  order, 
the  House  shall  meet  every  Monday,  Tuesday, 
Thursday,  and  Friday,  at  Three  of  the  clock, 
and  shall,  unless  previously  adjourned,  sit  till 
One  of  the  clock  a,m.,  when  the  Speaker  shall 
adjourn  the  House  without  Question  put,  unless 
a  JBill  ori^nating  in  Committee  of  wajrs  and 
Means,  or  unless  proceedings  made  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order,  or 
otherwise  exempted  from  the  operation  of  this 
Standing  Order,  be  then  under  consideration : 

That  at  Eight  of  the  clock  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  suspend 
the  sitting  by  leaving  the  Chair  until  Nine  of 
the  clock.  If,  after  the  resumption  of  business, 
at  Nine  of  the  clock,  and  before  a  quarter-past 
Nine,  notice  be  taken  that  40  Members  are  not 
present,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall,  unless 
40  Members  are  sooner  present,  suspend  the 
sitting  until  a  quarter-past  Nine,  when  he  shall 
count  the  House  or  Committee. 

That  at  half-an-hour  after  midnight  on  Mon- 
days, Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Fridays,  ex- 
cept as  aforesaid,  and  at  half-past  Five  of  the 
dock  on  Wednesdays,  the  proceedings  on  any 
business  then  under  consideration  shall  be 
interrupted;  and,  if  the  House  be  in  Com- 
mittee, the  Chairman  shall  leave  the  Chair, 
and  make  his  report  to  the  House ;  and  if  a 
Motion  has  been  proposed  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  or  of  the  Debate,  or  in  Committee 
That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  every  such  dUatory  Motion 
shall  lapse  without  Question  put ;  and  the  busi- 
ness then  under  consideration,  and  any  business 
subsequently  appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  next  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit, 
unless  the  Speaker  ascertains  by  the  preponder- 
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to  be  a  fixed  time  when  the  Buaineee  of 
the  House  should  be  brought  to  an  end, 
because  it  was  impossible  that  the 
House  should  go  on  in  the  future  sitting 
night  after  night  till  two,  three,  or  four 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  cardinid 
object  of  the  Rule  appeared  to  be  to  put 
an  end  to  the  late  Sittings  which  had 
so  long  prevailed,  and  as  far  as  it  went 
in  that  direction,  he  should  oordiadly 
support  it.  With  regard  to  the  proposed 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  an  nonr, 
or  an  hour  and  a  quarter,  at  8  o'clock, 
he  thought  that  the  present  custom  of 
the  dinner  should  be  followed,  and  that 
the  Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair 
without  Motion  at  the  end  of  a  speech 
for  some  20  or  80  minutes  only.  That 
would  be  better  than  the  Speaker  leav- 
ing the  Ohair  at  any  fixed  hour,  regard- 
less of  whether  an  hon.  Member  was  in 
the  middle  of  his  speech  or  not.  If  the 
course  he  suggested  were  adopted,  the 
House  would  have  more  time  for  the 
transaction  of  its  Business,  and  might 
perhaps  be  able  to  adjourn  for  the 
night  at  half- past  12  o'clock,  instead  of 
at  1  o'clock,  so  that  the  opposed 
business  should  cease  at  12.  [Cries 
of  **  Hear,  hear  !  "]  He  gathered 
from  the  cheers  from  all  sides  of  the 
House  that  his  proposal  in  that  respect 
was  not  an  unwelcome  one.  He  quite 
agreed,  however,  in  the  suggestion  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  modify  the 
half-past  1 2  o'clock  closing  Bule  to  the 
extent  of  empowering  Ministers  to 
move,  in  the  case  of  an  important  de- 
bate, that  the  time  for  closing  should 
be  extended,  but  notice  of  this  should 
be  given,  and  appear  in  the  Order 
Book.  It  would  be  too  much  to 
lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line  that 
would  require  a  Minister,  who  was 
ong&g^  in  making  an  important 
speech  on  some  great  question,  to  at 
down  suddenly  in  the  middle  of  his 
speech  at  12  o'clock.  He  took  it  that 
such  an  Amendment  as  he  suggested 
would  not  be  opposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  He  assumed  that 
as  the  House  now  met  nominally  at  a 
quarter  to  4  o'clock,  under  the  new  Bule 
it  would  meet  nominally  at  a  quarter  to 
3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  but  this  was 
a  mere  detail,  and  3  o'clock  would 
probably  be  satisfactory.  But  what  he 
most  cared  for  was  the  continuance  of 
the  present  practice  as  to  dinner,  and 
opposed  business  oeasinff  at  12. 
Mb.  T.  M.   HEALx  said,  he  was 


anc6  of  voices  that  a  Majorit7  of  the  House 
desires  thit  saeh  business  should  be  deferred 
until  a  later  day  : 

Provided  alway?.  That  on  the  interruption  of 
business  the  Closure  may  be  moved,  and  if 
moved,  or  if  proceedings  under  the  Closure 
Rule  be  then  in  progress,  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man shall  not  leave  the  Chair,  until  the  Ques- 
tions consequent  thereon,  as  provided  in  the 
Bule  '  Closure  of  Debate,'  have  been  decided : 

That  after  the  business  under  consideration 
at  half-past  Twelve  and  half-past  Five  respec- 
tively, has  been  disposed  of,  no  opposed  business 
shall  be  taken ;  and  the  Orders  oz  the  Day  not 
disposed  of  at  the  close  of  the  sitting  shall 
stand  for  the  next  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit : 

That  a  Motion  may  be  made  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  at  the  commencement  of  Public 
Business,  to  be  decided  without  Amendment  or 
Debate  to  the  following  eflfect.  *  That  the  pro- 
ceedings on  any  specified  business,  if  under  dis- 
cussion at  half-past  Twelve  this  night,  bo  not 
interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order,  "Sit- 
tings of  the  House : " ' 

Provided  always,  That  after  any  business 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  Besolution 
is  disposed  of,  the  remaining  business  of  the 
sittiog  shall  be  dealt  with  according  to  the 
provisions  applicable  to  business  taken  after 
half- past  Twelve  o'clock." — {Mr.  JFUliam  Henry 
Smith.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  begged  to  put  a  question  to 
Mr.  Speaker  on  a  point  of  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Bule  would 
be  put  as  a  wholOi  or  paragraph  by 
paragraph  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Eule  wiU  be 
put  as  a  whole,  and  it  will,  therefore,  be 
competent  for  hon.  Members  to  discuss 
the  general  questions  which  it  involves. 
The  first  Amendment  will  be  taken  in 
its  order. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  that,  with  reference  to  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Rule,  he  should  in  dis- 
cussing them  be  able  to  rely  upon  a  per- 
sonal experience  of  some  30  years.  In 
criticizing  the  Rule  he  should  endeavour 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
in  the  same  spirit  as  that  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  had 
been  conceived.  The  House  had  heard 
with  pleasure  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment did  not  desire  to  thrust  these 
Rules  as  they  stood  down  the  throats  of 
hon.  Members  without  considering  the 
various  Amendments  to  them  of  which 
Notice  had  been  given,  or  which  might 
be  proposed.  As  to  the  Rule  generally, 
it  could  not  be  denied  that  the  experi- 
ence of  the  last  few  years  showed  the 
necessity  of  its  main  principles  being 
adopted.    In  his  opinion,  there  ought 
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afraid  that  iho  Rule  as  it  stood  would 
kill  the  dinner  hour,  as  it  was  called, 
when  younger  Members  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  the  House.  He 
hoped  that  the  nature  of  the  Money  and 
other  Bills,  which  were  to  be  excepted 
from  the  Bule  requiring  all  contentious 
business  to  cease  at  a  fixed  hour,  would 
be  more  dearly  defined,  and  that  it 
should  not  be  sufficient  for  a  measure  to 
contain  one  money  clause  to  enable  its 
mover  to  proceed  with  it  at  any  hour. 
As  the  Bute  stood,  somebody  was  sure 
to  count  the  House  on  its  re-assembling 
at  9  o'clock ;  and  as  it  could  not  resume 
Business  in  such  a  case  until  a  quarter 
past  9  o'clock,  the  Speaker  would  be 
Kept  sitting  uselessly  in  the  Ohair  for  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  every  night.  He, 
however,  regarded  the  present  dinner 
hour  as  very  valuable,  and  as  being  in 
accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
House,  which  encouraged  young  Mem- 
bers to  speak.  With  respect  to  that 
part  of  the  Bule  which  gave  a  Minister 
of  the  Grown  power  to  move  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Standing  Order  as  to  the 
termination  of  a  debate  at  12.30,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  it  if  there  were  any 
safeguard  for  its  being  carried  out  in 
the  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke.  But  other  Ministers 
might  take  different  views,  and  he 
should  suggest  that  such  a  Motion  should 
require  the  assent  of  either  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  or  of  some  Privy 
Oouncillor  who  had  filled  certain  im- 
portant offices,  so  that  practically  it 
had  the  assent  of  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

Sib  BOBEET  FOWLEB  (London) 
said,  he  rose  in  consequence  of  a  remark 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh 
opposite  (Mr.  Ohilders).  He  took  ex- 
ception to  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  should  be 
no  alteration  as  to  the  period  during 
which  the  Speaker  or  Ohairman  of 
Committees  should  leave  the  chair,  so 
that  the  House  might  be  able  to 
adjourn  half-an-hour  earlier  than  was 
proposed  under  the  Bule  they  were  now 
discussing.  Every  hon.  Member  must 
feel  that  these  Bules  would  make  a  very 
great  change  in  the  habits  of  the  House. 
Last  Session  they  used  to  rise  at  3 
and  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  sufficient  at  all 
events  to  provide  that  the  proceedings 
should  come  to  an  end  at  1  o'clock    It 


would  be  apparent  to  every  hon.  Member 
that  a  provision  of  that  kind  would  bring 
about  a  very  great  change.  It  would, 
in  future,  be  possible  for  the  House  to 
adjourn  at  1,  which  would  bring 
about  a  very  great  change,  and  he 
thought  a  sufficient  change,  without 
introducing  any  further  modification. 
At  the  present  moment  there  was  a 
Bule  which  prevented  the  counting 
of  the  House  before  4  o'clock. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb  said,  there  was  no 
Bule  in  existence  to  that  effect ;  only  a 
custom. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ohilders) 
would  remember  that,  in  the  Parliament 
of  1848,  the  same  custom  prevailed  in 
reference  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House  at 
9  o'clock,  when  there  had  been  a  Morning 
Sitting,  as  the  House  was  never  counted 
until  a  quarter  past  9. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYPAIB  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  was  sorry  that  he  was 
unable  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  spoken,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  the  dinner  hour ;  but  he  con- 
gratulated the  Government  on  having 
brought  the  sittings  of  the  House  with- 
in the  power  of  the  human  constitution. 
Those  who  had  experienced  any  sit- 
ting up  to  all  hours  of  the  night 
knew  that  after  midnight  a  great  diffi- 
culty arose  in  regulating  the  debatep. 
Hon.  Members  became  irritable,  and  the 
difficulty  of  preserving  order  in  the 
House  always  arose  after  midnight, 
when  Members  were  tired.  He  thought 
the  Government  had  made  a  little 
mistake.  It  would  have  been  better 
if  they  had  fixed  half-past  12  in- 
stead of  1  o'clock  as  the  hour  at  which 
contentious  Business  should  end.  The 
greater  proportion  of  hon.  Members 
could  then  leave,  and  only  those  hon. 
Members  would  remain  who  had  special 
business  to  attend  to.  With  regard  to 
the  proposed  adjournment  for  an  hour 
for  dinner,  he  wished  to  point  out  the 
danger   of  that    Bule.     In    the   first 

Elace,  by  saying  that  there  should 
e  a  dinner  hour  there  would  be  a  groat 
temptation  to  leave  the  Precincts  of  the 
House,  and  some  difficulty  would  bo 
thrown  upon  the  Whips  in  keeping  a 
quorum  at  9,  or  after  9  o'clock.  If  the 
Business  were  allowed  to  go  on  as  at 
present  no  time  would  be  lost.  More- 
over, there  were  other  and  even  more 
important  dangers  than  that.    They  all 
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kaew  that  the  Houae  oould  be  prevented 
by  certain  tactics,  such  as  keeping  hon. 
Members  in  the  Lobbies  and  persuading 
them  not  to  come  into  the  House, 
from  proceeding  with  Business  and  pre- 
venting certain  measures  from  being 
discussed.  This  Eule  would  give  Mem- 
bers full  power  to  carry  out  those  tactics, 
and  it  would  frequently  be  found  that 
at  a  quarter  past  9  o'clock  the  whole  of 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  stopped. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would 
see  the  advantage  of  closio^  all  con- 
tentious Business  at  12  o'clock,  and 
having  no  dinner  hour  at  all.  It  had 
worked  well  hitherto,  and  was  of  great 
use  to  young  Members.  He  therefore 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  favourable  Amend- 
ments to  carry  out  the  changes  he  had 
indicated. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  that  the  criticism  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  showed  that  he  had  not 
read  the  Eules  with  which  he  found 
fault.  They  were  clearly  expressed,  and 
carefully  guarded  against  the  evils  which 
the  hon.  Member  deprecated.  He  (Mr. 
Gedge)  strongly  objected  to  the  pro- 
posal to  adjourn  the  House  from  8  to  9  ; 
but  as  he  had  put  on  the  Paper  two 
Amendments  dealing  with  the  matter, 
he  would  not  now  discuss  it. 

Mb.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar)  said,  he  was  grateful  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  for  allow- 
ing the  Resolutions  to  be  discussed,  not 
as  a  Government  measure,  but  as  a 
matter  which  was  introduced  in  order 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  hon.  Members. 
He  suggested  that  when  no  Private 
Business  was  under  discussion  the  House 
should  proceed  at  once  to  Questions,  in- 
stead cf  wasting^  half-an-hour  in  doing 
ing  nothing.  Day  after  day — as  Mr. 
Speaker  was  well  aware — they  sat  there 
doing  nothing  between  4  o'clock  and 
half- past  4  o'clock.  Even  then  the 
hours  fixed  during  which  hon.  Members 
would  have  an  opportunity  for  speech 
would  be  short.  As  a  private  Member, 
he  would  make  an  appeal  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Benches  to 
somewhat  curtail  their  remarks.  There 
was  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  imagine  that  if  one 
right  hon.  Member  spoke  for  an  hour,  it 
was  necessary  for  them  to  speak  for  an 
hour  and  five  minutes,  followed  by  some 
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other  right  hon.  Member,  who  apoke  for 
one  hour  and  ten  minutes.  If  right  hon . 
Gentlemen  would  more  fully  consider 
what  they  were  going  to  say,  he  was 
sure  they  would  be  able  to  put  their 
speeches  in  a  much  smaller  compass. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  always  spoke  with  com- 
mendable brevity.  He  put  what  he  had 
to  say  into  a  short  compass ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  say  the  same  of  other 
rignt  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  The  question  really 
was  whether  they  should  end  all  conten- 
tious Business  at  half-past  12.  Under 
the  Eules,  as  they  were  at  present 
drafted,  there  would  be  an  automatic 
closure  at  the  end  of  the  Sitting.  It 
would,  however,  mean  that  if  they  were 
not  to  close  contentious  Business  until 
half -past  L2,  very  few  hon.  Members 
would  be  able  to  get  away  until  near  1 
o'clock,  and  many  hon.  Members  would 
find  it  impossible  to  get  to  bed  until  a 
quarter  to  2  or  2  o'clock.  It  was  these 
last  half-hours  that  really  told  upon  the 
constitutions  of  hon.  Members.  He 
thought  it  would  be  of  great  advantage 
if  the  Members  of  &e  Government 
were  able  to  obtain  a  good  night's  rest, 
and  by  that  means  be  ready  to  attend  to 
their  office  work  in  the  morning.  He 
believed  that  the  late  hours  last  Session 
had  been  disastrous  to  some  Members 
of  the  Government,  as  they  were  bound 
to  be  in  regard  to  any  Member  who  had 
to  remain  in  attendance  until  the  end  of 
the  Sitting,  in  order  that  they  might 
devote  their  attention  to  the  Business  of 
the  country. 

Ms.  BEYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said, 
that  the  Rule  greatly  diminished  the 
chance  of  private  Members'  Bills  and 
Motions.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
system  of  blocking  which  had  come  into 
practice  much  interfered  with  the  chances 
of  private  Members  nowadays.  Their 
measures  were  invariably  blocked ;  but 
still  there  did  remain  some  oppor- 
tunities for  them,  and  occasionally  a 
private  Member's  Bill  was  brought  on 
without  a  block  having  been  attached  to 
it.  If,  however,  the  closure  was  abso- 
lutely applied  by  the  rising  of  the  House 
at  12  o'clock,  or  half-past,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  find  time  for  private  Mem- 
bers. It  not  unfrequently  happened 
that  a  useful  discussion  arose  on  a 
Motion  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  which  did 
not  stand  first  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and 
the  debate  went  on  until  half-past  1 
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o'clock;  but  under  the  proposed  new 
Bule,  as  the  House  would  rise  at  half- 
past  12,  any  Member  who  disliked  a 
Motion  would  only  have  to  extend  his 
remarks  a  little  in  order  to  defeat  the 
Motion.  He  believed  that  this  year 
there  were  some  200  Bills  introduced  by 
private  Members,  but  practically  only 
one  each  Wednesday  could  be  brought 
on  for  discussion.  He  was  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  Bills  of  first  political  im- 
portance ought  to  be  blocked,  in  order  to 
secure  that  they  should  be  properly  dis- 
cussed ;  but  there  were  other  Bills  which 
did  not  involve  matters  of  controversy 
or  Party  considerations  which  were  de- 
sired by  the  country,  and  which  might 
be  satisfactorily  passed.  He  believed 
that  a  great  deal  of  good  had  been 
efiPected  in  the  past  by  Motions  intro- 
duced by  private  Members ;  and  he  asked 
whether  it  was  quite  right  to  diminish 
the  slender  opportunities  which  private 
Members  now  possessed  in  reference  to 
measures  of  an  important  charcicter,  which 
nevertheless  had  strong  claims  to  be  com- 
mended to  an  over-pressed  Government? 
He  would  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
give  way  on  this  point,  and  to  prevent 
the  evil  from  which  private  Members 
would  otherwise  suffer.  There  were 
three  methods  by  which  the  evil  might 
be  avoided.  The  first  was,  to  appoint 
a  Committee  to  make  a  selection  of  the 
Private  Bills  and  Motions  which  ought 
to  be  proceeded  with,  to  determine  which 
of  them  were  deserving  of  discussion. 
The  second  was,  to  give  the  House 
power  to  vote  as  to  what  Bills  should  be 
advanced  and  fixed  for  a  particular  day. 
And  the  third  method  was,  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  enabled  to  express 
their  preference  for  certaixi  Bills  and 
Motions  in  the  Order  Book  by  sub- 
scribing their  names  to  them.  In  that 
way  it  would  be  shown  what  Bills  and 
Motions  ought  to  be  taken,  and  the 
legislation  of  the  House  would  be  in- 
creased. He  hoped  that  before  they 
came  to  the  end  of  the  Rules  the  Go- 
vernment would  meet  that  difficulty, 
and  that  they  would  exercise  their 
power  as  to  the  time  which  was  to  be 
given  to  private  Members. 

thk    postmaster    general 

(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  follow  hon. 
Members  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
debate  in  a  general  survey  of  the  new 
Rules.     He  had  only  risen  to  follow  the 
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observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) , 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  (Mr. 
Raikes)  thought  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  in  his  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  interests  of  private  Members, 
had  drawn  rather  a  gloomy  picture  of 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  new  Rules. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
spoken  as  if  no  half -past  12  Rule 
had  been  or  was  still  in  existence. 
At  present  there  was  a  Rule  in  ex- 
istence which  prevented  opposed  Busi- 
ness from  being  taken  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  spoken  as  if  opposed 
Motions  were  never  talked  out  in 
order  to  prevent  Motions  from  being 
brought  on.  The  New  Rules  would  not 
prevent  that.  They  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  inflict  any  injury  on  private 
Members.  This  Rule  woidd  not  impose 
any  more  effectual  stopper  on  private 
Members  than  the  present  half -past  12 
Rule,  nor  would  they  alter  the  Order  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  Business  on 
Wednesday,  except  in  directing  that  a 
discussion  upon  a  Bill  should  cease  at 
half-past  5  instead  of  a  quarter  be- 
fore 6.  The  case  of  unopposed  Bills 
which  were  discussed  after  half-past 
12  was  one  which  undoubtedly  required 
consideration.  He  much  doubted  whe- 
ther the  suggestion  with  respect  to 
the  precedence  of  private  Members' 
Bills  would  find  acceptance  in  the 
House.  It  was  not  clear  how  any  such 
plan  would  work.  Was  each  Member 
only  to  have  one  vote  for  one  Bill,  or  to 
vote  on  each  of,  perhaps,  140  Bills  ?  He 
was  inclined  to  support  the  proposal 
that,  after  Whitsuntide,  the  order  of 
private  Members'  Bills  should  depend 
upon  the  stage  which  they  had  reached. 
He  agreed  also  with  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.T.M.Healy)  that  the  words  **  other- 
wise exempt"  required  further  elucida- 
tion. If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce),  to 
whom  he  always  listened  with  respect, 
would  put  down  one  of  his  alternative 
suggestions,  the  Government  would  give 
it  every  consideration.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  see  how  they  could  dis- 
criminate between  the  Bills  of  private 
Members  except  by  drawing  a  distinc- 
tion in  favour  of  those  which  had 
already  been  considered  by  a  Splect 
Committee.      He  thought  that  a  Bill 
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which  had  gone  through  the  ordeal  of  a 
Select  Committee  ought  to  have  prefer- 
ence given  to  it  over  another  Bill  which 
had  not  gone  through  that  ordeal. 

Mb.  HBNEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  he  desired  infor- 
mation upon,  a  variety  of  points  which 
he  thought  were  better  raised  upon  the 
general  Kule  rather  than  in  discussing 
Amendments.     He  wanted,  in  the  first 
place,  to  know  what  would  be  the  posi- 
tion of  Committees  sitting  upstairs  if  the 
House  met  at  3  instead  of  4  o'clock  ? 
Did  the  Government  propose  to  alter 
the  time  at  which  Committees  upstairs 
should  meet  ?    Twelve  o'clock  had  been 
the  hour  for  meeting,  and  4  o'clock  for 
adjournment.     Surely  four  hours  a  day 
were  not  too  long,  although  they  were 
certainly  long   enough    to    bestow  on 
Business  which  involved  such  an  enor- 
mous outlay  and  such  large  interests. 
The  cost  of  Private  Bill  legislation  was 
increasing  day  by  day,  and  it  would  be 
unwise  to  impose  upon  suitors  an  extra 
burden    which   would    be  involved  in 
limiting  the  hours  from  four  to   three 
hours.      The    hon.    Member    for    the 
Poplar  Division  of  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Buxton)  had  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  a  considerable  waste  of  time 
took  place  after  Mr.  Speaker  took  the 
Chair.    That  was  a  matter  which  was 
well    deserving    of   consideration.      It 
would  be  much  better  that  the  House 
should  meet  at  3.90,  and  Public  Busi- 
ness to  begin  at  4.    The  proposal  to 
allow    from     halfpast    12    to     1    for 
non-political  matters  was  unwise ;  but 
many  non-political  Bills  were  of  vital 
importance  to  the  country.     He  was  of 
opinion  that  half-an-hour  was  not  suffi- 
cient for  Bills  to   be  discussed  which, 
like  the  Merchandize  Marks  Bill,  were 
not  of  a  political  character.    That  Bill 
was  in  Committee  for  a  considerable 
time  late  in  the  evening.      He  had  a 
strong  sympathy  for  the  Eule  that  they 
should  close  the  Sittings  of  the  House 
at  a  particular  hour,  say  1  o'clock ;  but 
he  greatly  doubted  whether  that  time 
was  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  machinery 
of  the  House  in  regard  to  what  might 
be  called  political  polemics.     He  sup- 
ported the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member   for   South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  to  do  away  with 
the  proposed  adjournment  of  one  and  a 
quarter  hours,  which  was  neither  one 
thing    or    another.     It    was    not    the 
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dinner  hour.  Hon.  Members  could  not 
go  to  their  residences,  dine,  and  come 
back  again  within  that  time.  The  sus- 
pension of  Business  at  a  Morning 
Sitting  from  7  until  9  was  quite  intelli- 
gible. It  would  tend  to  augment 
the  number  of  Counts,  and  would 
spoil  the  tone  of  the  House  at  the 
time  Business  was  resumed.  Then, 
again,  he  protested  against  interfering 
with  the  vested  rights  of  young  Mem- 
bers who  were  anxious  to  train  them- 
selves in  the  art  of  speaking,  and  availed 
themselves  of  the  dinner  hour  for  that 
purpose.  He  thought  that  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  should  be  able,  as  at  pre- 
sent, to  retire  at  any  hour.  It  would 
be  an  admirable  understanding  that, 
when  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  retired, 
the  adjournment  should  onlybefora  fixed 
period ;  but  he  did  not  see  that  it  was 
necessary,  when  a  Speaker  or  Chairman 
left  the  Chair,  that  the  whole  Business 
should  be  suspended  for  an  hour  and  a 
quarter.  He  thought  it  would  be  far 
better  to  say  that  the  Public  Business 
should  begin  at  4,  and  that  any  oonten- 
tious  debate  should  close  at  12. 

Mk.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  a  great  majority  of  the  younger 
Members  in  the  House  were  of  opinion 
that  the  dinner  hour  should    not    be 
lengthened,  and  the  House  suspended 
from  8  to  9.15,  as  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Rule.    It  was  their  opinion  that 
the  proceedings  should  go  on  during  the 
dinner  hour.    If  it  was  considered  de- 
sirable that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  should  retire  for  a 
certain  time,  that  could  be  easily  ar- 
ranged.   An  adjournment  from  8  to  9 
would  render  it  absolutely  impossible 
for  a  young  Member  ever  to  have  a 
chance  of  speaking  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  well  known  that  the  present  dinner 
hour  was  invaluable  to  Members  ad- 
dressing the  House  for  the  first  time. 
He  aereed  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Memoer  for  the  Poplar  Division  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Buxton)  as  to  the 
length  of  the  speeches  which  were  de- 
livered from  the  Front  Benches.     They 
were,  unfortunately,  growing  longer  and 
longer;    and   if,    in  addition,    private 
Members  were  to  have  the  dinner  hour 
taken  away   from  them,   it  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  for  them  to  speak 
at  ail  and  to  make  the  voice  of  their 
constituencies  heard.    That  was,  in  his 
opinion,  an  important  fact  to  consider. 
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It  must  also  be  remembered  that  ob- 
struction, if  it  could  be  so  called  by 
tbe  legitimate  talking  of  a  yearly  in- 
creasing number  of  Members,  had 
developed  to  a  great  extent,  and  could 
not  altogether  be  prevented.  More  hon. 
Members  spoke  now  than  ever  they 
did  before,  and  their  constituents  ex- 
pected them  to  speak.  As  tibey  were 
limited  to  those  hours  in  the  evening 
when  the  g^eat  guns  were  not  going  o^ 
it  was  important  that  there  should  be  no 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  dinner. 
It  was  also  desirable  that  there  should  be 
neither  Counts  or  Divisions  during  the 
dinner  hour,  so  that  no  scratch  Division 
might  be  taken. 

Mr.  ORAIQ-SELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Fartick)  desired  to  comment  upon  the 
remarks  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  on  two  points.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objected  to  the  proposal  that 
the  House  should  meet  at  3  o^dock  in- 
stead  of  4,  on  the  ground  that  in  that 
case  the  Select  Committees  would  sit  for 
three  hours  only  instead  of  four.  That 
objection  could  be  met  by  the  Com- 
mittees meeting  an  hour  earlier.  He 
saw  no  serious  difficulty  in  Select  Com- 
mittees meeting  at  11  o'clock  in  the 
morning  instead  of  12,  now  that  the 
House  was  going  to  adjourn  at  or  about 
midnight.  As  to  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tees, he  hoped  that  the  House  would  have 
some  proposal  from  the  Government  for 
dealing  with  them,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would 
be  good  enough  to  inform  the  House 
what  the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
in  regard  to  Private  Bill  legislation.  In 
reference  to  the  dinner  hour,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  time  during  which  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  should  vacate 
the  Chair  should  be  limited  to  an  hour, 
or,  if  it  were  preferred,  to  half-an-hour. 
He  quite  agpreed  that  there  should  be  no 
fixed  Bule.  He  congratulated  the  House 
upon  having  come  to  the  consideration 
of  these  Biues  with  an  unbiassed  mind, 
and  he  trusted  that  there  might  be  an 
early  prospect  of  transacting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  in  the  middle  of  the 
day  instead  of,  as  hitherto,  in  the  middle 
of  the  night. 

Sir  ALBEETROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1 886, 
which  recommended  that  40  Members 


should  have  the  right  to  challenge  a 
Division ;  and  he  approved  this  security 
for  the  publicity  of  the  votes  of  Mem- 
bers for  the  information  of  their  con* 
stituents.  The  principle  was  also 
affirmed  by  the  practise  of  other  Legis- 
latures, and  of  Municipal  Corporations. 
He  would  point  out  that  the  pre- 
sent opportunities  of  private  Members 
were  very  limited,  ana  under  the  new 
Rules  they  would  be  stiU  more  so. 
He  knew  the  Government  had  a  great 
difficulty  in  keeping  a  House  during  the 
dinner  hour ;  but,  speaking  the  views  of 
a  large  number  of  young  Members,  he 
was  certainly  opposed  to  the  House 
adjourning  for  dinner.  An  objection 
had  been  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Play- 
fair),  who  said  that  after  an  adjourn- 
ment there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
making  a  House  again,  and  that  on 
some  occasions  the  House  might  be 
taken  by  surprise  and  counted  out.  No 
doubt,  under  the  proposed  Rule,  there 
might  be  a  tendency  in  that  direction, 
unless  a  time  were  fixed  for  making  a 
House.  He  would  venture  to  suggest 
that  if,  on  the  re-assembling  of  the 
House,  attention  was  called  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  not  40  Members  pre- 
sent, Mr.  Speaker  should  suspend  the 
Sitting  for  five  minutes,  or  for  some 
limited  period,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
House  nrom  being  taken  by  surprise. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  debates 
might  be  profitably  closed  at  12  o'clock, 
and  he  trusted  that  their  knowledge  of 
that  fact  would  induce  hon.  Members  to 
be  more  economical  in  the  use  of  the 
time  at  their  disposal,  and  they  would 
certainly  be  more  readily  detected  by 
their  constituents  if  they  wasted  the 
time  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  before 
the  discussion  closed.  He  thought  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter), 
that  the  House  should  relegate  to  a  Com- 
mittee to  be  nominated  by  the  Speaker 
the  advancement  of  measures,  would,  if 
adopted,  be  very  dangerous.  He  was 
astonished  that  such  a  suggestion  should 
have  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
system  which  prevailed  in  the  United 
States.  In  that  country  the  Committee 
had  absolute  control,  not  only  for  the 
advancement  of  Business    before    the 
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House,  but  of  the  fate  of  measuresi 
which  meant  that  the  House  did  not 
control  its  own  Business,   but  that  a 
small  Committee,  or  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,   controlled  it,   and  did 
what  the  House  itself  should  do.     That 
the  House  should  part  with  all  control 
over  legislation  was  altogether  unsuit- 
able to  the  genius  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  ^together  dangerous.  There 
was  great  danger  in  too  much  devolu- 
tion.   If  anyone  wanted  to  understand 
the  dangerous  tendency  of  devolution, 
he  could  not  do  better  than  study  the 
history  and  practice,   not  only  of  the 
American  Congress  in  that  respect,  but 
of  the  State  Legislatures.    The  lesson 
to  be  learned  was  that  great  danger 
would  surround  any  proposal  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
part  with  any   of  Uie  powers  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  order  to  relegate 
them  to  a  Select  Committee.    Another 
point  he  wished  to  allude  to  with  all 
possible  respect  was  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Poplar 
Division  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Buxton) — namely,  that  the  Leaders  of 
the  House   had  absorbed,    and    were 
absorbing,  a  great  deal.too  much  time  of 
the  House.    The  object  of  ail  these  pro- 
posals, and  all  these  new  forms  of  Pro- 
cedure, was  to  get  more  time  in  which 
to  transact  the  Business  of  the  country. 
The  present  complaint    was    that    the 
House  had  not  sufficient  time  to  do  the 
Business  that  came  before  them,  there- 
fore the  g^eat  o^ect  was  to  economize 
the  time  of  the  House.     Speaking  with 
all  respect  and  deference  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  House,  and  in  a  spirit  of  perfect 
impartiality,  he  was  bound  to  confess 
that  they  would  get  no  economy  of  time 
imtil  right  hon.  Gentlemen  consented  to 

Seak  with  the  same  limitations  the 
ouse  expected  from  private  Members. 
Last  year  the  average  length  of 
speeches  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  was 
at  least  an  hour.  That  average  had 
risen  during  the  present  Session  until  it 
had  reached  one  hour  and  and  a-quarter. 
Private  Members  meekly  submitted  to 
this  usurpation  on  the  part  of  those  who 
ought  to  protect  their  rights.  They 
would,  in  the  end,  come  to  this — that,  no 
matter  what  Bules  of  Procedure  might 
be  adopted,  private  Members  would 
have  no  rights  to  protect.  Right  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  bear  in  mind  the  bad 
example  they  were  setting    their  fol- 

Mr.  E,  RoberUon 


lowers.  He  regretted  to  say  that  that 
example  was  spreading.  Only  a  week 
ago  two  private  Members  and  two  offi- 
cial Members  occupied  the  whole  of 
one  day's  Sitting— one  of  them,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bushcli£Pe  Division  of 
Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis),  having 
occupied  an  hour  and  a -half.  He  was 
afraid  that  it  was  the  overweening 
vanity  of  hon.  Members  which  had  led 
to  this  abuse.  He  thought  they  ought 
to  be  animated  by  a  desire  to  make  the 
most  of  the  limited  time  at  their  disposal, 
so  that  they  might  give  all  their  time  to 
the  advancement  of  Business. 

Me.   HOWARD  VINCENT    (Shef- 
field, Central)  said,  that  as  an  inde- 
pendent   Member  he  hoped   that  the 
Government  would  consent  to  alter  the 
proposed  Rule,  so  as  to  secure  to  private 
Members  the  few  privileges  which  they 
now  possessed.     He  thought  that  if  the 
right  hon.   Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  was  to 
throw  his  suggestions  into  the  form  of 
an  Amendment^   it  would    meet   with 
considerable  support.    The  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Raikes)  had  spoken  of  the  present 
practice  of  blocking  Bills  to  prevent  their 
coming  on  after  half-past  1 2  o'clock ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Vincent)  ventured  to  remind 
him  that   many  useful    Bills — though 
blocked — became  law  which  were  called 
on  at  20  or  25  minutes  past  12.     Under 
the  present  automatic  closure  of  conten- 
tious Business  at  midnight  this  advan- 
tage would  be  taken  away,  and  nothing, 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  put  in  its  place. 
The  proposed  adjournment  of  an  hour 
for  dmner  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  al- 
most valueless.    It  would  be  altogether 
impossible  for  the  majority  of  Members 
to  leave  the  House  at  8,  go  home,  dine, 
and  return  to  the  House  in  time  to  take 
part  in  any  discussion  that  was  resumed 
at  9  o'clock. 

Ma.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House  for 
more  than  a  minute  or  two.  The  offi- 
cials of  the  House  would  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  half-an-hour  for  dinner, 
and  it  was  immaterial  to  them  whether 
it  was  a  fixed  interval  or  not.  He  might 
say  for  himself,  and  he  thought  he 
might  say  for  the  Speaker,  that  there 
was  no  desire  on  their  part  to  ask  for 
an  adjournment  for  an  hour.  It  was 
quite  sufficient  that  a  Rule  should  be 
laid  down    for  the  retirement  of  the 
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oooupant  of  the  Ohair  from  the  House 
for  a  short  period  without  fixing  a 
period  for  that  retirement  to  take 
place.  It  would  be  quite  sufficient 
if  it  were  understood  that  half-an- 
hour,  or  whatever  time  might  be 
fixed,  should  be  allowed  for  the  retire- 
ment of  the  Chairman.  Hon.  Members 
would  then  know  precisely  when  the 
Business  would  be  resumed.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  that  the  experiment  which  the 
House  was  about  to  make  might  not  be 
free  from  difficulty,  but  certain  of  the 
difficulties  attached  to  the  experiment 
could  be  foreseen.  Will  regard  to 
Private  Bill  legislation,  for  example, 
why  could  not  Commitees  sit  at  11  in- 
stead of  12  ?  He  certainly  felt  the  diffi- 
culty as  to  the  transaction  of  minor 
Business  after  midnight,  and  he  thought 
it  might  be  necessary  to  reconsiaer 
that  matter.  One  point  to  which  at- 
tention ought  to  be  drawn  was  the 
scandalous  custom  which  permitted  a 
great  deal  to  be  done  in  the  House 
which  ought  not  to  be  done  in  it.  He 
referred  to  the  arrangement  of  private 
Members'  business.  It  was  a  scandal 
that  so  much  time  should  be  wasted  in 
balloting  at  the  beginning  of  every  Ses- 
sion, with  the  result  that  the  order  of 
subjects  was  settled  by  chance,  without 
any  regard  to  their  importance.  He 
suggested  that  Members  originating 
Motions  and  Bills  should  inscribe  them 
in  a  book,  and  that  the  supporters  of 
such  Motions  or  Bills  should  then  sub- 
scribe their  names  to  them,  each  Mem- 
ber being  only  allowed  to  put  his  name 
to  one  such  proposal.  The  Motion  or 
Bill  after  which  there  was  the  greatest 
number  of  signatures  would  then  be 
taken  first,  and  the  others  in  their  order 
according  to  the  support  given  to  them. 
He  did  not  foresee  any  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  that  plan.  All  the  ar- 
rangements might  be  made  in  a  bureau, 
and  the  system  could  be  put  in  practice 
periodically  through  the  Session. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that,  apart  from  the  question  of  sus- 
spending  Business  during  the  dinner 
hour,  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
if  the  Ohair  could  be  vacated  at 
an  approximately  certain  hour.  It 
might  be  that  a  Member  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  or  a  private  Member,  took  a  dose 
interest  in  a  Bill  in  Oommittee,  and  did 


not  wish  to  be  absent  for  a  moment, 
and,  in  view  of  that  circumstance,  a 
suspension  of  the  Sitting  for  a  defi- 
nite period  might  be  of  very  g^at 
value.  Perhaps  sufficient  consideration 
had  not  been  given  to  the  very  arduous 
duties  of  the  occupant  of  the  Ohair  in 
that  House ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
ease  the  labours  of  the  Ohair  if  it  were 
possible  to  give  the  Deputy  Speaker  and 
Chairman  grater  powers  than  they  now 
possessed  for  dividing  the  work  between 
them.  With  reference  to  the  argument 
of  some  hon.  Members,  who  said  that  he 
opposed  the  suspension  for  the  dinner 
hour  because  in  that  time  inexperienced 
Members  were  accustomed  to  address  the 
House,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  serious 
danger  to  the  progress  of  Business 
if  it  were  to  go  forth  that  two  hours — 
from  8  to  10 — were  for  the  special  ad- 
vantage of  inexperienced  speakers,  be- 
cause it  would  simply  lead  to  an  aggra- 
vation of  the  existing  waste  of  time. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  if  the  pro- 
posal lor  a  dinner  hour  suspension  was 
rejected,  something  would  be  said  in 
deprecation  of  the  idea  that  after  a  cer- 
tain hour  none  but  in  experienced 
speakers  should  address  the  House. 

General  QOLDSWOETHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  constituents  of  Members  expected 
them  to  take  some  part  in  the  Business 
of  the  House,  not  merely  by  voting,  but 
by  expressing  their  constituents'  opi- 
nions. It  had  been  almost  impossible 
for  private  Members  during  recent  Ses- 
sions to  lay  their  views  before  the 
House.  A  great  deal  of  time  was 
wasted ;  and  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  well  to  commence  work  from  the 
time  when  Mr.  Speaker  took  the  Chair. 
He  knew  that  many  Members  incurred 
great  fatigue  in  consequence  of  having 
to  remain  in  their  places  so  long  before 
Business  commenced,  and  there  were 
many  on  that  side  of  the  House  who 
considered  that  12  o'clock  was  a  proper 
time  for  terminating  the  proceedings  of 
the  House.  A  great  deal  of  time  was, 
under  the  present  arrangements,  taken 
up  by  long  speeches  of  one  or  two  in- 
dividuals ;  and  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
thought  it  was  only  reasonable  that  the 
ordinary  hours  of  rest  should  be  secured 
to  everyone  connected  with  the  House. 
The  Members  of  the  Government  had 
not  only  to  attend  the  House  for  many 
hours,  but  also  to  do  the  very  hard  and 
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important  work  wliich  had  to  be  gone 
through  at  their  various  Offices ;  and 
anyone  who  watched  the  Members  of 
the  Government  during  the  last  Session 
must  have  seen  how  much  the  long 
hours  of  attendance  had  told  on  their 
health. 

Mr.  WABMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  he  gathered  that  the  result 
of  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
would  be  that  private  Members  woidd 
have  no  opportunity  of  taking  part  in 
the  Business  of  the  House.  That,  he 
thought,  would  constitute  a  g^eat 
danger;  because,  even  at  the  present 
time,  private  Members  had  no  exagge- 
rated powers,  and  to  adopt  the  proposal 
of  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  would  be  practically  to 
extinguish  their  rights  altogether.  There 
certainly  seemed  to  be  a  considerable 
waste  of  time  between  Mr.  Speaker 
taking  the  Chair  and  the  commence* 
ment  of  Public  Business.  It  was  seldom 
the  case  that  the  Private  Business  of 
the  House  occupied  30  minutes;  and 
yet  that  space  of  time  was  devoted  to 
that  purpose.  He  could  not  see  why 
Private  Business  should  not  be  put 
down  amongst  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
and  taken  in  its  proper  place,  and  the 
Public  Business  commence  directly  it 
was  concluded.  In  that  way  they  would 
save  20  minutes  in  each  Sitting,  or 
almost  two  hours  every  week.  He  was 
in  favour  of  that  arrangement,  which 
would  in  no  way  interfere  with  the 
course  of  Business  or  with  those  in 
charge  of  the  Administration. 

Mb.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
pause  before  changing  the  hour  of 
meeting  to  3  o'clock.  There  were  in 
the  House  upwards  of  1 20  Members  of 
the  Legal  I^rofession,  besides  many 
members  of  other  Professions,  and  men 
who  were  connected  with  the  commerce 
of  this  great  country.  Three  o'clock  was 
an  unusually  early  hour  at  which  to  ask 
those  Members  to  come  down  and  legis- 
late on  public  affairs ;  and  it  was  more 
in  behalf  of  the  latter  class  than  of 
Gentlemen  of  the  Long  Bobe,  who  were 
quite  able  to  defend  themselves,  that  he 
pleaded.  At  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
those  men  were  actively  engaged  in 
their  business  matters,  which  were  then 
in  full  swing ;  and  it  would  be  to  them 
a  great  inconvenience  to  be  required  to 
come  down  at  that  hour.  It  should  also 
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be  borne  in  mind  that  an  hon.  Member 
who  wished  to  secure  a  seat  must  arrive 
some  time  before  the  House  met  on 
the  occasion  of  a  debate  of  an  im- 
portant or  interesting  nature.  Members, 
imder  these  circumstances,  would,  there- 
fore, have  to  reach  the  House  at  half-past 
2  to  secure  seats.  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  well  to  reconsider 
the  proposal  to  allow  the  House  to  ad- 
journ for  an  hour  or  an  hour  and 
a-half.  He  certainly  considered  it  ne- 
cessary that  Mr.  Speaker  should  have 
a  period  of  rest  afforded  him.  To  ask 
him  to  take  the  Chair  at  4  o'clock,  and 
remain  uninterruptedly  until  2  or  3 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  was  more  than 
could  be  expected.  But  he  thought  an 
arrangement  might  easily  be  made  that 
when  Mr.  Speaker  was  out  of  the  Chair 
his  place  should  be  taken  by  the 
Deputy  Speaker,  and  in  that  way  there 
would  be  continuity  in  the  Business  of 
the  House,  which  would  not  be  inter- 
rupted. He  thought  it  hard  that 
new  Members,  who  were  diffident  in 
laying  their  views  before  the  House, 
should  be  deprived  of  the  dinner  hour 
which  was  found  to  be  convenient  for 
their  purpose,  and  he  should  not  like  to 
see  it  taken  away  from  them.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  hour  for  termi- 
nating Business  should  be  12  o'clock; 
and  that  Members  who  came  down  at 
4  o'clock  and  remained  till  midnight 
devoting  themselves  to  Business  had 
done  as  much  as  the  country  could  ex- 
pect of  them.  It  was  only  last  night 
that  two  Members,  who  had  to  go  to 
Woolwich,  and  could  otherwise  have 
gone  by  train,  were  obliged,  owing  to 
the  late  hour  to  which  the  House  sat,  to 
go  that  distance  of  12  miles  by  carriage. 
He  suggested  that  when  midnight 
arrived  the  House  should  adjourn. 

Mb.  BANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) said,  it  was  his  intention  to 
support  the  Amendment  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  put  on  the  Paper,  if  it  were 
moved,  because  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  advantage  to  those  Members 
who  had  to  leave  town  to  do  so  on 
Friday  instead  of  on  Saturday.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  dinner 
hour,  he  thought  that  one  hour  would 
be  of  no  use  whatever.  If  they  were 
to  have  any  cessation  for  this  purpose, 
two  hours  would  be  neoessazy;  but 
that   would   be   a  serious  inroad  oa 
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the  time  of  tlie  House,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  strongly  support  the  sugges- 
tion that  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  Mr. 
Speaker  in  his  very  arduous  duties  the 
Chair  should  be  taken  in  his  absence 
from  8  to  10  o'clock  by  the  Deputy 
Chairman.  He  was  also  of  opinion 
that  the  Business  of  the  House  should 
terminate  at  12  o'clock  rather  than  at 
half-past  12.  With  those  slight  altera- 
tions he  should  support  the  Resolution 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House. 

Da.  FARQUHAR80N  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  that  if  the  dinner  hour 
were  abolished,  the  rights  of  private 
Members  would  be  altogether  ex- 
tinguished. Those  rights  had  been 
lately  in  a  state  of  suspended  animation. 
Even  if  private  Members  were  some- 
times considered  to  be  bores,  they  were 
bores  whom  their  constituents  expected  to 
address  the  House,  and  their  only  chance 
of  speaking  was  to  get  up  in  the  dinner 
hour.  Speaking  as  a  medical  man,  he 
thought  it  very  important  that  the  House 
should  cease  Business  at  12  o'clock, 
because  no  human  constitution  could 
stand  the  strain  of  so  many  hours  work 
as  was  required  under  the  present 
system.  For  those  who  could  stay  in 
bed  as  long  as  they  liked  it  did  not 
matter  so  much ;  but  the  work  was  too 
hard  for  G-entlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  and  others  who  could  not  do 
BO.  He  hoped  they  would  bring  back 
their  Rules  to  something  like  common 
sense,  and  enable  Members  to  go  to  bed 
and  rise  at  a  reasonable  hour. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  that 
probably  the  majority  of  hon.  Members 
would  be  of  opinion  that  the  views  of 
the  House  on  the  general  question  had 
been  sufficiently  gathered  to  enable  them 
to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
substantive  Amendments  to  the  Rule 
which  were  upon  the  Paper.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  repeating — as  he  had 
stated  earlier  in  the  evening — that  the 
desire  of  the  Government  was  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  the  House  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  despatch  of  Business  by 
men  who  were  in  a  physical  condition  to 
discharge  it  with  advantage  to  the 
coimtry.  With  regard  to  the  second 
parag^jph  providing  for  the  suspension 
of  the  Sitting  at  8  o'clock,  he  might  state 
at  once  that,  having  gathered  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  that  point,  the  Govern- 


ment would  not  press  it.  He  thought  it 
ought  to  be  understood  that  in  recent 
years  it  had  become  the  practice  for  the 
Speaker  to  retire  for  a  limited  period 
between  8  and  9  o'clock,  and  that  prac- 
tice would  be  continued,  except  that  the 
House  would  probably  agree  that  the 
interval  might  very  well  be  extended  to 
half-an-hour.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Notth  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  had  referred  to  the  proviso  in 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  first  Rule 
excepting  from  the  operation  of  the 
Rule  as  to  adjournment  at  1  o'clock 
occasions  when — 

*'  A  Bill  originating  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Mean8  and  proceedings  made  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order, 
or  otherwise  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this 
Standing  Order  " 

might  be  under  consideration.  It  was 
proposed  to  amend  this  provision  so  as  to 
make  the  exceptions  n*om  the  Rule  of 
Closure  at  1  o'clock  perfectly  clear  and 
definite.  Reference  had  also  been  made 
to  the  provision  in  the  Rule  that  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  might  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Sitting  move  that 
the  proceedings  on  any  specified  Business 
be  not  interrupted  at  half-past  12 
o'clock  under  this  Rule.  It  had  been 
urged  that  Notice  of  this  Motion  ought 
to  be  required.  It  was  the  practice  of 
the  House  that  Notice  should  be  given 
of  a  Motion  of  this  kind,  and  it  was 
therefore  unnecessary  to  make  provision 
for  this  in  the  Rule.  The  Notice,  ac- 
cording to  the  general  practice,  would 
appear  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  day. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  provision  for 
the  suspension  of  the  proceedings  at 
half-past  5  o'clock  on  Wednesdays 
instead  of  at  a  quarter  to  6,  as  at  present, 
this  was  to  obviate  a  difficulty  that  now 
existed.  If  a  Division  was  taken  at  half- 
past  5  o'clock  it  would  be  over  at  about 
20  minutes  to  6  o'clock,  and  that  would 
leave  time  for  taking  up  the  next 
Business  on  the  Paper  before  the  quarter 
to  6  was  reached,  when  all  Business 
must  cease;  whereas  at  present,  if  a 
Division  was  taken  shortly  before  a 
quarter  to  6  it  was  not  over  until  after  a 
quarter  to  6,  and  all  the  remaining 
Business  stood  postponed  until  the  next 
day.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  had  objected  that  if  the 
House  met  at  3  o'clock  and  Public 
Business   commenced    at    half-past  3 
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o'clock  the  Private  Bill  Commitees  would 
be  seriously  interfered  with,  but  by 
Besolution  of  the  House  the  Committees 
might  be  authorized  to  sit  until  half- 
past  3  o'clock ;  and  as  hon.  Members 
would  in  future  get  to  bed  earlier,  pro- 
bably—so long  as  the  House  chose  to 
continue  the  present  system  of  considera- 
tion of  Private  Bills  by  Members  of  the 
House— such  Committees  might  meet  a 
little  earlier  than  at  present.  The  sub- 
ject of  Private  Bill  legislation  had  been 
fully  considered,  and  the  Q-overnment 
would  propose  that  a  Joint  Committee 
of  Members  of  this  House  and  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  be  appointed 
with  a  view  to  considering  the  whole 
subject  of  Private  Bill  legislation  in 
Committee  and  devising  a  scheme  which 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  pro- 
moters of  Private  Bills  and  of  the 
public.  It  was  a  very  complicated  and 
important  subject,  and  if  it  could  be 
solved  it  would  relieve  hon.  Members  of 
work  which  at  present  fell  upon  them, 
and  at  the  same  time  assist  in  securing 
an  extension  of  the  system  of  devolution 
of  Committee  work  with  regard  to  Bills 
which,  under  the  present  Bule,  occupied 
a  large  portion  of  the  timeof  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Hobertson) 
had  made  some  remarks  with  regard  to 
the  length  of  speeches  delivered  from 
the  Front  Benches.  That  was  a  matter 
with  which  the  Government  could  not 
deal,  but  which  must  be  left  to  the 
House  itself  to  decide  by  the  moans 
which  it  possessed  of  giving  expression 
to  its  feelings  when  unduly  long  speeches 
were  made.  With  regard  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce),  he 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  could  only  say  that 
it  would  be  difficult  for  the  Government 
to  propose  any  scheme  by  which  the 
rights  of  private  Members  would  be 
further  restricted ;  but  when  private 
Members  brought  forward  any  scheme 
on  this  subject  the  Government  would 
consider  it.  As  to  the  reference  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) with  regard  to  the  danger  of 
''Counts-out,"  during  the  short  period 
that  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  had  the 
honour  of  occupying  his  present  position 
he  had  had  to  remain  in  the  House 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  Sitting, 
and  he  had  noticed  during  the  latter 

Mr.  jr.  R.  Smith 


part  of  last  Session  that  on  the  return 
of  the  Speaker  attempts  were  not  in- 
frequently made  to  count  the  House — 
the  attempt  being  repeated  on  some 
occasions  more  than  once  on  the  same 
evening  within  a  few  minutes.  He 
hoped  that  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  retention  of  the 
present  practice  with  regard  to  the  din- 
ner hour  would  set  their  faces  against 
this  most  inconvenient  course,  which 
resulted  in  hon.  Members  being  called 
back  to  the  House  in  the  middle  of  their 
dinner,  and  also  in  the  loss  of  several 
minutes  while  the  Count  was  taking 
place. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  prolonging  the  discussion,  for 
the  spirit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  left  nothing  to  be  desired.  But 
there  was  one  point  —  namely,  that 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) — to 
which  he  had  given  no  answer.  If  the 
proposal  with  regard  to  the  dinner  hour 
were  dropped  and  the  present  prac- 
tice of  an  interval  of  half-an-hour  were 
continued,  then  he  thought  that  the 
proposal  in  the  Bule  that  Business 
should  be  interrupted  at  half-past  12 
o'clock  ought  to  be  altered  to  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  with  regard 
to  that  point.  He  had  already  stated 
that  the  point  was  one  with  regard  to 
which  he  did  not  desire  to  put  any 
pressure  on  the  House.  He  wished  to 
carry  the  House  with  him,  because  he 
assumed  that  the  House,  as  a  whole,  was 
desirous  of  assisting  in  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business.  For  his  own  part,  he 
thought  half-past  12  o'clock  a  reasonable 
hour ;  but  in  that  matter  he  was  ready 
to  defer  to  the  wish  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  he  under- 
stood  the  Government  to  offer  no  objec- 
tion to  the  suggestion  made,  if  it  should 
find  favour  with  the  House  at  large. 
With  regard  to  the  suspension  of  pro- 
ceedings between  8  and  9  o'clock,  he 
thought  the  present  elastic  arrangement 
was  convenient,  and  carried  with  it  some 
subsidiary  advantages.  He  regarded  aa 
the  most  important  announcement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  the  ex- 
tremely satisfactory  proposal  to  meet  the 
difficulties  felt  in  the  House  and  the 
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country  as  to  the  conduct  of  Private  Bill 
legislation.     He  thought  the  proposal 
to  have  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  consider  by 
what  plan  the  purposes  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  could  be  carried  out  was  ex- 
tremely fair  and  reasonable,   and  one 
from  which  the  House  might  hope  to 
obtain  a  satisfactory  scheme  when  the 
time  arrived.  He  also  felt  the  force  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  that  the  fact  that 
hon.  Members  would  come  down  earlier 
made  it  easier  to  terminate  Business 
sooner  than  he    proposed.      He  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  had  been   a  little  dis- 
appointed at  the  treatment  of  the  criti- 
cisms of  his  Friends  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  with  re- 
gard to  the  House  a£Pording  greater 
choice  and  discretion   as  to  the  Bills 
which  it  might  consider  and   further. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the   Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Eaikes),  in  reply  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  said  that  a 
private  Member  would  be  at  no  greater 
disadvantage  under  the    present  pro- 
posals than  he  was  already  under  the 
operation  of  the  half-past  12  Eule.   But 
that  he  thought  was  not  quite  an  accu- 
rate account  of  thematter,because,forex- 
ample,the  half-past  1 2  o'clockltuledidnot 
preclude  the  furthering  of  Unopposed 
Business ;  again,  that  Eule  did  not  apply 
to  Bills  in  the  Committee  stage.  Speak- 
ing for  himself,  he  thought  with  regard 
to  the  three  methods  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  first, 
which   contemplated    the   appointment 
of    a     Selecting    Committee    by    the 
Speaker;   and  next,  that  the  proposal 
that  the  House  should  declare  its  choice 
and  preference  would  be  found  to  be  a 
very  cumbrous  and  unworkable  method 
of  procedure.     The  third  plan  did  not 
appear  to  be  ope'ln  to  so  grave  objections ; 
that  he  thought  might  be  made  into  a 
workable  expedient,  and  he  hoped  that 
some  measures  would  be  taken  to  bring 
it  into  that  form. 

Ma.  BR0ADHUE8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  have  independent 
Tellers?    If   that   arrangement    were 


made  they  would  have  much  more  in« 
dependent  voting. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 
see  his  way  to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to 
move  embodied  no  Party  question. 
There  were  many  hon.  Members  in 
favour  of  it,  and  it  almost  spoke  for 
itself.  It  was  intended,  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary sense,  to  substitute  Wednesday 
for  Friday  and  Friday  for  Wednesday. 
Its  effect  would  be  that  on  Wednesday 
they  should  sit  at  3  o'clock  and  continue 
to  do  so  during  the  evening,  and  on 
Friday  they  would  commence  business 
at  12  o'clock  and  rise  at  6  o'clock.  He 
gathered  that  the  House  used  formerly 
to  sit  on  Wednesday  all  the  evening  as 
on  any  other  day,  and  that  it  was  only 
when  the  hour  of  rising  became  exceed- 
ingly late  that  it  was  considered  desir- 
able to  have  a  break  and  sit  in  the  morn- 
ing. That  arrangement  was  very  desir- 
able in  view  of  the  late  hour  to  which 
the  House  had  sat  during  recent  Sessions. 
But  they  were  going  to  change  all  that 
now  and  go  to  bed  at  a  reasonable  time, 
and  he  did  not  think  they  would  require 
so  long  a  rest  as  they  had  now  on  Wed- 
nesday evening.  The  question  was,  on 
which  evening,  whether  Wednesday  or 
Friday,  would  it  be  most  convenient  to 
have  a  holiday  ?  No  doubt  a  reason 
could  be  alleged  in  favour  of  Wednes- 
day, but  if  they  had  the  evenings  of  both 
Wednesday  and  Friday  hon.  Members 
would  probably  be  glad  of  it.  There  were 
many  hon.  Members  engaged  in  business, 
who  had  their  houses  at  a  considerable 
distance  from  London,  and  who  went 
from  town  on  Saturday  morning  and  re- 
mained until  Monday  morning.  It  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  those  hon. 
Members  to  go  down  on  Friday  evening 
instead  of  Saturday  morning,  and  it  was 
the  same  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who,  living  in  London,  were  accustomed 
for  their  health  to  leave  town  on  Satur- 
day. The  objections  to  his  proposal 
were  somewhat  of  a  social  character. 
Those  who  were  in  favour  of  it  were  told 
that  they  were  going  to  alter  the  whole 
system  of  London  hospitality  because 
people  were  in  the  habit  of  giving 
dinners  on  Wednesday.  But  why  should 
they  not  give  their  dinners  on  Friday  ? 
Those  who  were  of  an  hospitable  turn 
might  save  by  this ;  they  might  give  a 

IFirst  Night.^ 
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dinner  on  Friday  and  use  what  re- 
mained on  Saturday.  A  friend  of  his 
had  raised  another  objection  to  the 
scheme,  and  said — **  I  want  to  enjoy  my 
Wednesday."  •*  Well,"  he  remarked  to 
him — **  You  will  be  able  to  enjoy  your 
Friday;"  but  the  reply  was— **If  the 
Morning  Sitting  is  on  Friday  my  wife 
will  expect  me  home,  whereas  if  it  is  on 
Wednesday  I  can  stop  up  in  London." 
Of  course,  he  could  give  no  answer  to  that 
argument.  They  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Government  were  in  no  way 
obliged  to  make  a  House  on  Wednes- 
day. If  the  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  be  desirable  to  alter  the  Eule 
which  now  required  that  on  a  Wednes- 
day Mr.  Speaker  should  wait  until 
4  o'clock  unless  a  House  was  made 
earlier ;  for  if  a  wild  and  reckless  Bill 
were  down  on  Friday,  it  was  probable 
that  a  House  would  be  made  on  that 
day,  and  it  would  be  outrageous  that 
Mr.  Speaker  should  lose  the  whole  day. 
He  left  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  House  to  decide,  and  ho  trusted 
that  every  hon.  Member  would  decide  as 
he  thought  best  in  his  own  interest,  for 
it  was  not  a  question  affecting  the 
interest  of  the  Government. 

Me.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (West 
Bromwich)  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere). 
The  hon.  Member  having  spoken  so 
ably  had  left  him  little  to  say  on 
the  subject,  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  decided  advantage  to  adopt  the 
proposal,  and  he  knew  but  of  one 
valid  objection  against  it — ^namely,  that 
four  days'  continuous  sitting  would  be  a 
great  strain  on  the  health  and  strength 
of  the  officials  of  the  House.  The  weight 
of  that  argument  in  the  past  would  have 
been  very  considerable,  but  it  would  not 
be  so  strong  now,  because  of  the  change 
in  respect  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House 
which  were  about  to  take  place.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  officials  of  the  House 
woidd  view  this  proposal  with  favour. 
The  substitution  of  Wednesdays  for 
Fridays  would  more  materially  affect 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  lived  in  the  country, 
and  he  was  entitled  to  say  on  their  be- 
half that  they  viewed  this  proposed 
alteration  with  considerable  satisfaction, 
as  it  would  enable  them  to  devote  not 
only  more  time  to  their  homes  but  to 
their  business  affairs.  He  was  also  of 
opinion  that  hon.  Members  generally 

J/r.  Labouchere 


would  gladly  avail  themselves  of  in- 
creased opportunities  of  seeking  that 
change  of  air  and  scene  which  was  ren- 
dered 80  very  necessary  by  the  prolonged 
Sessions  of  last  and  previous  years. . 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  words  *'  other wioe  order,'* 
to  insert  the  words  **  the  Standing  Orders  re- 
lating to  Wednesday  Sittings  shall  no  longer 
apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Wednesday,  but  shall 
apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  and  the  Stand- 
ing  Orders  relating  to  Fridays  shall  no  longer 
applv  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  but  shall  apply 
to  tne  Sittings  on  Wednesday,  and."— {Jtfr. 
Labouch^e.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  basing  (London)  said,  he  em- 
phatically opposed  the  proposal  to  sit 
fate  on  Wednesdays.  Although  he  was 
but  a  new  Member  in  that  Parliament, 
he  had  sat,  and  sat  late,  in  previous  Par- 
liaments, and  he  found  that  he  could  with 
the  interval  of  Wednesday  sit  on  Mon- 
day, Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday; 
but  he  entirely  objected  to  that  interval 
being  taken  from  him.  A  good  night's 
sleep  on  one  night  out  of  four  was  as  little 
as  a  man  could  get  on  with,  especially 
at  his  age,  and  many  Members  were  a 
good  deal  older.  He  might  add  that  he 
had  hitherto  lived  in  the  country,  and 
should  be  glad  to  have  Friday  as  well 
as  Wednesday ;  but  as  he  could  not  get 
both,  he  very  much  preferred  the  latter 
day. 

Mb.  CRAIG-8ELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  that  in  the  Committee 
which  sat  to  consider  this  subject  the 
proposal  which  was  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  was  supported  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Everton  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley),  and 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  and 
although  it  was  lost  on  a  Division,  that 
Division  was  a  good  one,  and  it  justified 
an  appeal  to  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Everton  Division  of 
Liverpool  was  that  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Gentlemen  engaged  in  busi- 
ness at  Bristol,  Birmingham,  Leeds, 
Manchester,  and  Liverpool,  and  in 
Scotland  ;  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  compelled,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, to  neglect  their  businesses;  but 
that  if  they  could  get  down  on  Friday 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  some  atten- 
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tion  to  them  without  neglecting  their 
duty  to  their  constituents.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  limited  himself  to  the  one 
point  of  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers; and  the  proposal  was,  no  donbt, 
very  much  to  their  convenience  that  they 
should  have  three  nights  in  the  country 
instead  of  two.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  the  four  days'  continuous  work 
would  be  better,  and  more  work  would 
bo  done,  than  if  they  had  a  break  in  the 
middle  of  the  week  to  be  followed  by 
two  more  days  of  Public  Business.  If 
they  could  not  get  away  before  2  or 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  four  continuous 
nights;  but  if  they  were  to  have  the 
early  closing  movement  carried  out  he 
saw  no  hardship  in  the  proposal.  No 
doubt  there  was  something  in  the  argu- 
ment that  it  was  difficult  to  make  a 
House  on  Friday  morning;  but  if  the 
Bill  to  be  considered  were  an  interesting 
one  it  was  certain  there  would  be  a 
House  on  Friday,  just  as  there  was  now 
on  Wednesday.  It  had  never  been  found, 
when  at  the  end  of  the  Session  Wednes- 
days became  public  property,  that  there 
was  any  difficulty  in  getting  a  House ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  same 
would  be  found  to  be  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  Fridays ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
social  arrangements  of  London,  there 
would  only  be  a  change  to  which  those 
arrangements  would  easily  adapt  them- 
selves. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Craig-Sellar)  had  given  a  very  fair 
account  of  what  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  had  very  justly  stated  the 
arguments,  as  well  as  the  decision,  at 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  The 
Committee  rejected  this  proposal  when 
it  was  brought  before  them,  and  he  (Mr. 
Raikes)  trusted  that  the  influence  of 
that  Committee  would  not  be  lost  on  the 
House  that  evening.  What  they  ought 
to  look  to  was  how  the  House  was  to  be 
made  the  best  working  legislative  ma- 
chine ;  and,  regarding  the  question  from 
that  point  of  view,  would  they  not  say 
that  the  House  was  likely  to  dor  its  work 
better  if  it  worked  two  full  days,  then 
half-a-day,  and  then  two  full  days,  fol- 
lowed by  a  rest  on  Saturday  and 
Bonday,  than  it  would  if  it  ground  away 
for  four  conseoative  evenings,  and  then 


sat  in  a  perfunctory  manner  on  the 
Friday  afternoon  ?  They  heard  much 
talk  about  private  Members'  Bills,  but 
he  thouj?ht  they  would  hear  very  little 
of  such  Bills  if  the  only  day  upon  which 
they  could  be  taken  was  the  Friday.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Baring)  expressed  very 
fairly  and  justly  the  view  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  constant  occupation 
in  the  daytime,  and  who  yet  came  down 
to  the  House  in  the  evening  and  gave 
an  earnest  attention  to  the  debates.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  such  Members 
to  give  to  their  Parliamentary  duties 
that  full  and  complete  attention  they  now 
gave  if  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
attend  for  four  days  without  a  break. 
He  had  some  experience  of  the  House, 
having  sat  in  it  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  he  confessed  the  belief  that  it  would 
not  be  competent  for  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  two  Front  Benches  to  carry 
on  their  work  with  that  vigour  and  that 
elasticity  which  was  required  of  them  if 
they  were  to  be  confronted  by  each  other 
for  four  consecutive  days.  On  a  Wed- 
nesday Members  had  an  opportunity, 
when  Party  feeling  was  highly  exaspe- 
rated and  passions  were  running  high, 
to  give  quiet  consideration  to  a  subject ; 
and  it  no  doubt  frequently  happened 
that  they  re- assembled  on  the  Thursday 
in  a  much  better  condition  to  settle  some 
g^eat  question  than  they  were  in  when 
they  separated  on  the  Tuesday  night. 
This  question,  although  it  was  one  which 
might  not  appear  to  some  to  be  of 
g^eat  importance,  was  one  which  de- 
manded the  utmost  consideration,  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  think  once,  twice, 
and  thrice  before  it  departed  from  a 
system  which  the  experience  of  many 
Parliaments  had  proved  to  be  satisfac- 
tory, and  embarked  on  a  new  arrange- 
ment for  which  no  argument  had  been 
advanced,  except  that  it  might  be  con- 
venient for  hon.  Qentlemen  to  live  with 
one  leg  in  London  and  one  leg  in  a 
country  house. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
it  was  the  continuity  of  the  work  of  the 
House  which  told  on  the  constitution ; 
that  their  mental  and  physical  powers 
were  entirely  exhausted  by  the  con- 
tinuity of  the  work.  For  himself,  and 
he  could  speak  for  many  Metropolitan 
Members,  the  interim  in  the  middle  of 
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the  week  was  of  very  great  advantage ; 
indeed,  he  was  sure  the  existing  arrange- 
ment was  the  best  for  hon.  Members 
generally.  He  believed,  too,  that  the 
officials  of  the  House  would  be  very 
sorry  to  know  that  any  alteration  had 
been  made  in  the  existing  arrangement 
in  regard  to  the  rising  of  the  House  on 
the  Wednesday. 

Me.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton) 
said,  he  wished  to  re- assert  the  opinion 
he  expressed  on  the  Procedure  Com- 
mittee. .  He  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes), 
because  he  recollected  that  the  argu- 
ment urged  against  any  alteration  of  the 
hours  of  sitting  on  Wednesday  was  the 
convenience  of  Members  and  the  late 
hours.  Now,  however,  late  hours  were 
to  be  done  away  with,  and  therefore  the 
position  was  altogether  changed.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  treated  the  question 
as  one  between  town  and  country.  He 
regretted  to  hear  the  private  convenience 
of  Members  quoted  as  an  argument 
against  the  proposed  change.  Let  the 
House  consider  for  a  moment  what  was 
the  position  the  Eepresentatives  of 
many  Provincial  constituencies  occupied. 
During  the  sitting  of  Parliament  such 
Members  had  no  opportunity  whatever 
of  coming  in  contact  with  their  con- 
stituents, and  of  consulting  them  upon 
the  important  measures  which  might  be 
introduced.  He  did  not  know  anything 
that  would  be  of  greater  advantage  than 
the  personal  contact  with  their  constitu- 
ents which  Members  would  have  if  they 
could  go  down  to  their  constituencies 
from  the  Friday  night  to  the  Monday. 
He  declined  to  discuss  the  question  as 
one  of  private  convenience.  It  was  un- 
worthy in  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  cite  private  reasons  rather 
than  the  public  good  in  favour  of  the 
change  now  proposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tne  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  in  favour  of 
this  proposition  when  the  Procedure 
Committee  sat,  and  he  (Mr.  Whitley) 
could  not  understand  the  change  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government.  He  was 
quite  aware  the  proposition  would  pro- 
bably be  opposed  by  the  oooupants  of 
the  two  Front  Benches ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  independent  Members,  who 
believed  that  the  Business  of  the  country 
would  be  better  consulted  by  an  early 
adjournment  on  the  Friday  night,  should 
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not  support  the  change.    He  cordially 
supported  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  105 ;  Noes 
167:  Majority  62. 

AYES. 

Agg-Gardner,  J.  T .  M'Ewan,  W. 

Austin,  J.  McLaren,  W.  S.  B. 

Bany,  J.  Mallock,  R. 

Bickiord-Smith,  W.  Marum,  E.  M. 

Biggar,  J.  G.  MulhoUand,  U.  L. 

Bolton,  T.  D.  NoTiUe,  R. 

Bond,  G.  H.  I^olan,  ColonelJ.  P. 

Broadhorst,  H.  Nolan,  J. 

Brunner,  J.  T.  O'Brien,  P.  J. 

Burt,  T.  O'Hanlon,  T. 

GampbeU,  H.  O'Hea,  P. 

Carew,  J.  L.  O'KeUy,  J. 

Carmarthen,  Marq.  of  Paxnell,  C.  S. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 

GoghiU,  D.  U.  Pickersgill,  £.  H. 

Conway,  M.  Pinkerton,  J. 

Corbet,  W.  J.  Power,  P.  J. 

Cremer,  W.  R.  Price,  T.  P. 

Crilly,  D.  Quinn,  T. 

Croflsman,  Gteo.  Sir  W.  Rankin,  J. 

De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W.  Reed,  H.  B. 

Dillon,  J.  Richard,  H. 

Dimsdale,  Baron  R.  Roberts,  J. 

EUis,  T.  E.  Robertson,  E. 

Esslemont,  P.  Roe,  T. 

Evershed,  S.  RoUit,  Sir  A .  K. 

Eyre,  Colonel  H.  Rowntree,  J. 

Farquharson,  Dr.  R.  Russell,  Sir  O. 

Ferguson,  R.  0  .Munro-  Russell,  T.  W. 

Finucane,  J.  Samuelson,  G.  B. 

Firth,  J.  F.  B.  Sellar,  A.  C. 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.  Sinclair,  W.  P. 

Fulton,  J.  F.  Stack,  J. 

Gktskell,  C.  G.  Milnes-  Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Gent-Davis,  R.  Stevenson,  F.  S. 

GiU,  T.  P.  Stewart,  H. 

Gray,  C.  W.  Sullivan,  D. 

Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E.  Sutherland,  A. 

Hayden,  L.  P.  Thomas,  A. 

Holloway,  G.  Thorbum,  W# 

Hooper,  J.  Tuite,  J. 

Hoyle,  I.  Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.  Wardle,  H. 

Joicey,  J.  Watt,  H. 

Kendrick,  W.  Wayman,  T. 

Kilbride,  D.  Whitley,  E. 

Lafone,  A.  Wilson,  H.  J. 

Leahy,  J.  Woodhead,  J. 

Lees,  E.  Wright,  C. 

Lvell,  L.  Wroughton,  P. 
Auusdonald,  W.  A. 

Mao  Dmes,  M.  tbllbrs, 

Maclure,  J.  W.  Labouohere,  H. 

McCarthy,  J.  Spencer,  J.  E. 
McDonald,  P. 

NOES. 


Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Addison,  J.  £.  W. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 


Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Biuley,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Banranf  J. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
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Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 

Bates,  Sir  E. 

Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

B. 
Blundell,   Colonel  H. 

B.  H. 
Bridffeman,  Col.  hon. 

E.G. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bnrghley,  Lord 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Oaine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Cavan,  Earl  of 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Charrington,  S. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
CoUings,  J. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Craig,  J . 
Crawford,  J). 
CroBalejr,  E. 
Dahymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dixon-Hartiand,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Fergnflflon,  right  hon. 

S&J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Fiflher,  W,  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flower,  C. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

ViscoQut 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  rt.  hn.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Giles,  A« 
GiUiat,  J.  S, 


Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Ghrotrian,  F.  B. 
GuUv,  W.  C. 
Haldwe,  B.  B. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Harrington,  E. 
Heathcote,  Gapt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill)  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Houldsworth,  Sir  W. 

H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Janris,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Leake,  K. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lonff,  W.  H. 
Madean,  J.  M. 
M< Arthur,  A. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUvain,  T. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
Moss,  B. 

Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.J. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H    8 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
Parker,  0.  S. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Playfair,    right   hon. 

Sir  L. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  G. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Rathbone,W. 
Ritchie,  rt  hn.  C.  T. 


Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 

Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 

Robinson,  B. 

Salt,  T 

Sandys,  Lieut.-Col.  T. 

M. 
Selwyn,  Gapt.  G.  W. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 


Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M, 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 


Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H.    Weymouth,  Viscount 


Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stephens,  H.  G. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Summers,  W. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 


WiU,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  Powell- 
Wortley,  G.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Mb.  LABOUOHERE  said,  he  would 
move  to  insert  **  half-past"  after  "at" 
in  line  2.     The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  that  the  House  would 
meet  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  Thursday, 
and  Friday  at  half -past  3  o'clock,  in- 
stead of  at  3,  as  proposed  by  the  Gh>vem- 
ment.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  himself 
given  a  good  reason  for  the  Amendment, 
because  he  had  pointed  out  that  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  would  sit  till  half- 
past  3 ;  and  if  they  did  so  it  would  be 
difficult  for  Members  serving  on  Com- 
mittees to  find  places  in  the  House  if  it 
met  at  3  o'clock.     It  was  all  very  well 
for  Members  of  the  Government  and  for 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat 
upon  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  to  come 
strolling  down  to  the  House  at  half-past 
3  and  find  their  seats  reserved  for  them  ; 
but,    unfortunately,    private    Members 
would  bo  obliged,  if  the  House  met  at  3, 
to    come   down    before  3  in    order   to 
secure  a  place.    He  had  thought  of  put- 
ting down  an  Amendment  in  the  Bule  to 
the  effect  that  it  should  not  come  into 
force  until  a  seat  was  provided  for  every 
Member ;  but  if  the  House  was  to  meet 
at  an  earlier  hour  he  hoped  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  agree 
to  the  modest  proposal  of  a  Committee  to 
take  into  consideration  whether  means 
could  not  be  adopted  for  enlarging  the 
House  so  as   to  find   seats  for  all  its 
Members.     That  proposal  was  always 
opposed  by  the  two  Front  Benches.   And 
why  was  that  ?    Because  the  two  Front 
Benches  had  got  their  places ;  and  they 
said  to  other  Members — *^  Come  down  at 
3  o'clock ;  come  down  and  pray ;  come 
down  and  pray  for  us."     Let  them  come 
down  and  pray  for  themselves,  and  know 
what  it  was  to  be  dragged  down  half-an- 
hour  before  the  House  met  in  order  to 
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get  a  Beat.  He  trusted  that  whether  the 
hour  of  meeting  was  3  or  half-past  3, 
his  suggestion  as  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  would  be  acceded  to.  There 
was  a  subsequent  Amendment  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  hour  of  meeting  should  be  4  o'clock, 
but  at  present  the  House  met  at  a 
quarter  to  4 ;  and  he  thought  that  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  proposal  to  split 
the  difference  and  make  the  time  of 
meeting  half-past  3.  Moreover,  if  thej 
were  not  to  have  the  hour's  relaxation 
in  the  middle  of  the  Sitting,  even  if 
they  were  to  meet  at  half -past  3,  the 
Sittings  would  last  longer  than  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  originally  sug- 
gested. That  was  not  a  Party  question ; 
but  one  on  which  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  ought  to  vote  for 
what  was  best  for  the  country  and  what 
was  best  for  themselves. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  after 
the  word  ''at,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  half-past." — {Mr.  Lahouchere,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  half-past '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  SYDNEY  QEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  an  Amendment  upon  the 
Paper  providing  that  the  House  should 
continue  to  meet  at  4  o'clock.  It  might 
be  convenient  to  discuss  his  Amendment 
in  coni unction  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  Speaker  would 
see  his  way  to  put  the  Question,  <'  That 
'  three '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  do  that.  I  must  put  the  Ques- 
tion, ''That  the  words  'half-past'  be  there 
inserted."  If  the  Question  is  negatived, 
it  would  be  competent  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  said,  he  did 
not  propose  any  change  in  the  existing 
arrangement.  In  spite  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Lahou- 
chere) said,  he  asserted  that  the  proper 
thing  to  do  was  to  insert  "  4  o'clock," 
because  he  saw  that  on  their  Agenda 
Paper  there  was  the  Notice  that  the 
Speaker  would  take  the  Chair .  at  4 
o^slock.  [**No;  a  quarter  to  4!"] 
Then  he  asked  permission  to  move  "  a 
quarter  to  4,"  so  as  not  to  alter  the  exist- 
ing arrangement.  He  presumed  that 
if  "  three ''  or  "  half-past  three  "  were 
adopted,  that  would  be  prayer  time,  and 
the  result  would  be  very  inconvenient 

Mr,  Labcuehere 


for  a  large  number,  almost  all  the 
Members  of  the  House.  In  the  first 
place,  the  convenience  of  business  men 
must  be  consulted,  and  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  in  these  democratic  days 
there  were  many  more  men  of  business 
in  the  House  than  formerly.  Again, 
the  expenses  of  Committees  would  be 
largely  increased  if  the  time  for  holding 
Committees  was  cut  short.  If  hon. 
Members  had  to  run  away  to  secure 
seats,  even  though  the  Committees 
might  agree  to  sit  after  the  House  had 
commenced  Business,  there  would  prac- 
tically be  a  diminution  of  the  time  Mem- 
bers could  give  to  Committee  Business. 
[CWm  0/  "Agreed,  agreed!"]  He 
should  be  very  glad  if  the  House  would 
agree  to  his  proposal.  In  any  event,  he 
hoped  they  would  not  agree  to  meet  at 
3  o'clock. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Lahouchere) had  any  know- 
ledge of  the  work  which  Members  of 
the  Government  had  to  do,  he  would 
hardly  talk  of  them  strolling  down  to  the 
House.  It  would  undoubtedly  be  a  con- 
venience to  a  great  many  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  the  hour  of  meeting 
were  fixed  at  a  quarter  to  4  instead  of 
3  o'clock.  But  the  Government  had  to 
consider,  in  proposing  Rules  to  govern 
the  Business  of  the  House,  the  conve- 
nience of  the  House,  as  a  whole,  and 
what  time  it  was  necessary  to  allow  for 
the  transaction  of  Public  Business.  The 
Government  felt  that  when  they  asked 
the  House  to  agree  to  conclude  the 
Sittings  at  a  given  hour,  they  should 
also  ask  the  House  to  meet  somewhat 
earlier,  in  order  that  the  time  for  dis- 
cussion might  not  be  unduly  limited. 
Inasmuch  as  they  proposed  that  the 
transaction  of  Opposed  Business  should 
cease  at  half-past  12,  they  thought  it 
would  be  right  to  ask  the  House  to 
meet  at  3  o'clock.  The  question,  how- 
ever, was  one  for  the  House  to  decide. 
The  Government  could  not  take  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  seiiouely 
limiting  the  period  for  the  transaotion 
of  Public  Business ;  and,  on  the  whole, 
they  thought  it  right  to  adhere  to  the 
proposal  to  meet  at  3  o'clock.  Beference 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge)  to  the  serious 
inconvenience  which  might  arise  from 
the  time  allowed  for  the  Sittings  of 
Committees  being  cut  short.     His  hon. 
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tion  to  them  without  neglecting  their 
duty  to  their  constituents.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
ehere)  had  limited  himself  to  the  one 
point  of  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers ;  and  the  proposal  was,  no  doubt, 
very  much  to  their  convenience  that  they 
should  have  three  nights  in  the  country 
instead  of  two.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  the  four  days'  continuous  work 
would  be  better,  and  more  work  would 
be  done,  than  if  they  had  a  break  in  the 
middle  of  the  week  to  be  followed  by 
two  more  days  of  Public  Business.  If 
they  could  not  get  away  before  2  or 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  four  continuous 
nights;  but  if  they  were  to  have  the 
early  closing  movement  carried  out  he 
saw  no  hardship  in  the  proposal.  No 
doubt  there  was  something  in  the  argu- 
ment that  it  was  difficult  to  make  a 
House  on  Friday  morning;  but  if  the 
Bill  to  be  considered  were  an  interesting 
one  it  was  certain  there  would  be  a 
House  on  Friday,  just  as  there  was  now 
on  Wednesday.  It  had  never  been  found, 
when  at  the  end  of  the  Session  Wednes- 
days became  public  property,  that  there 
was  any  difficulty  in  getting  a  House ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  same 
would  be  found  to  be  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  Fridays ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
social  arrangements  of  London,  there 
would  only  be  a  change  to  which  those 
arrangements  would  easily  adapt  them- 
selves. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Craig-Sellar)  had  given  a  very  fair 
account  of  what  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  had  very  justly  stated  the 
arguments,  as  well  as  the  decision,  at 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  The 
Committee  rejected  this  proposal  when 
it  was  brought  before  them,  and  he  (Mr. 
Raikes)  trusted  that  the  influence  of 
that  Committee  would  not  be  lost  on  the 
House  that  evening.  What  they  ought 
to  look  to  was  how  the  House  was  to  be 
made  the  best  working  legislative  ma- 
chine ;  and,  regarding  the  question  from 
that  point  of  view,  would  they  not  say 
that  the  House  was  likely  to  do'  its  work 
better  if  it  worked  two  full  days,  then 
half-a-day,  and  then  two  full  days,  fol- 
lowed by  a  rest  on  Saturday  and 
Sunday,  than  it  would  if  it  ground  away 
for  four  conseoutive  evenings,  and  then 


sat  in  a  perfunctory  manner  on  the 
Friday  afternoon  ?  They  heard  much 
talk  about  private  Members'  Bills,  but 
he  thought  they  would  hear  very  little 
of  such  Bills  if  the  only  day  upon  which 
they  could  be  taken  was  the  Friday.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Baring)  expressed  very 
fairly  and  justly  the  view  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  constant  occupation 
in  the  daytime,  and  who  yet  came  down 
to  the  House  in  the  evening  and  gave 
an  earnest  attention  to  the  debates.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  such  Members 
to  give  to  their  Parliamentary  duties 
that  full  and  complete  attention  they  now 
gave  if  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
attend  for  four  days  without  a  break. 
He  had  some  experience  of  the  House, 
having  sat  in  it  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  he  confessed  the  belief  that  it  would 
not  be  competent  for  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  two  Front  Benches  to  carry 
on  their  work  with  that  vigour  and  that 
elasticity  which  was  required  of  them  if 
they  were  to  be  confronted  by  each  other 
for  four  consecutive  days.  On  a  Wed- 
nesday Members  had  an  opportunity, 
when  Party  feeling  was  highly  exaspe- 
rated and  passions  were  running  high, 
to  give  quiet  consideration  to  a  subject ; 
and  it  no  doubt  frequently  happened 
that  they  re- assembled  on  the  Thursday 
in  a  much  better  condition  to  settle  some 
g^eat  question  than  they  were  in  when 
they  separated  on  the  Tuesday  night. 
This  question,  although  it  was  one  which 
might  not  appear  to  some  to  be  of 
g^eat  importance,  was  one  which  de- 
manded the  utmost  consideration,  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  think  once,  twice, 
and  thrice  before  it  departed  from  a 
system  which  the  experience  of  many 
Parliaments  had  proved  to  be  satisfac- 
tory, and  embarked  on  a  new  arrange- 
ment for  which  no  argument  had  been 
advanced,  except  that  it  might  be  con- 
venient for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  live  with 
one  leg  in  London  and  one  leg  in  a 
country  house. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
it  was  the  continuity  of  the  work  of  the 
House  which  told  on  the  constitution ; 
that  their  mental  and  physical  powers 
were  entirely  exhausted  by  the  con- 
tinuity of  the  work.  For  himself,  and 
he  could  speak  for  many  Metropolitan 
MemberSi  tiie  interim  in  the  middle  of 

IFiret  Night'] 
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dinner  on  Friday  and  use  vhat  re- 
mained on  Saturday.  A  friend  of  liis 
had  raised  another  objection  to  the 
scheme,  and  said — **  I  want  to  enjoy  my 
Wednesday."  *  *  Well,"  he  remarked  to 
him — **  You  will  be  able  to  enjoy  your 
Friday;"  but  the  reply  was— **If  the 
Morning  Sitting  is  on  Friday  my  wife 
will  expect  me  home,  whereas  if  it  is  on 
Wednesday  I  can  stop  up  in  London." 
Of  course,  he  could  give  no  answer  to  that 
argument.  They  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Oovemment  were  in  no  way 
obliged  to  make  a  House  on  Wednes- 
day. If  the  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  be  desirable  to  alter  the  Eule 
which  now  required  that  on  a  Wednes- 
day Mr.  Speaker  should  wait  until 
4  o'clock  unless  a  House  was  made 
earlier ;  for  if  a  wild  and  reckless  Bill 
were  down  on  Friday,  it  was  probable 
that  a  House  would  be  made  on  that 
day,  and  it  would  be  outrageous  that 
Mr.  Speaker  should  lose  the  whole  day. 
He  left  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  House  to  decide,  and  he  trusted 
that  every  hou.  Member  would  decide  as 
he  thought  best  in  his  own  interest,  for 
it  was  not  a  question  affecting  the 
interest  of  the  Government. 

Me.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (West 
Bromwich)  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere). 
The  hon.  Member  having  spoken  so 
ably  had  left  him  little  to  say  on 
the  subject,  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  decided  advantage  to  adopt  the 
proposal,  and  he  knew  but  of  one 
valid  objection  against  it — namelv,  that 
four  days'  continuous  sitting  would  be  a 
great  strain  on  the  health  and  strength 
of  the  officials  of  the  House.  The  weight 
of  that  argument  in  the  past  would  have 
been  very  considerable,  but  it  would  not 
be  so  strong  now,  because  of  the  change 
in  respect  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House 
which  were  about  to  take  place.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  officials  of  the  House 
would  view  this  proposal  with  favour. 
The  substitution  of  Wednesdays  for 
Fridays  would  more  materially  affect 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  lived  in  the  country, 
and  he  was  entitled  to  say  on  their  be- 
half that  they  viewed  this  proposed 
alteration  with  considerable  satisfaction, 
as  it  would  enable  them  to  devote  not 
only  more  time  to  their  homes  but  to 
their  business  affairs.  He  was  also  of 
opinion  that  hon.  Members  generally 

J/r.  Labouchere 


would  gladly  avail  themselves  of  in- 
creased opportunities  of  seeking  that 
change  of  air  and  scene  which  was  ren- 
dered so  very  necessary  by  the  prolonged 
Sessions  of  last  and  previous  years.. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  words  *'  otherwise  order,*' 
to  insert  the  words  *'  the  Standing  Orders  re- 
lating to  Wednesday  Sittings  shall  no  longer 
apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Wednesday,  but  shall 
apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  and  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  relating  to  Fridays  shall  no  longer 
apply  to  the  Sittings  on  Friday,  bat  shall  apply 
to  the  Sittings  on  Wednesday,  and."^Jrr. 
Lahouchert.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BAEINQ  (London)  said,  he  em- 
phatically opposed  the  proposal  to  sit 
fate  on  Wednesdays.  Although  he  was 
but  a  new  Member  in  that  Parliament, 
he  had  sat,  and  sat  late,  in  previous  Par- 
liaments, and  he  found  that  he  could  with 
the  interval  of  Wednesday  sit  on  Mon- 
day, Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday; 
but  he  entirely  objected  to  that  interval 
being  taken  from  him.  A  good  night's 
sleep  on  one  night  out  of  four  was  as  little 
as  a  man  could  get  on  with,  especially 
at  his  age,  and  many  Members  were  a 
good  deal  older.  He  might  add  that  he 
had  hitherto  lived  in  the  country,  and 
should  be  glad  to  have  Friday  as  well 
as  Wednesday ;  but  as  he  could  not  get 
both,  he  very  much  preferred  the  latter 
day. 

Mb.  CRAIG-SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  that  in  the  Oommittee 
which  sat  to  consider  this  subject  the 
proposal  which  was  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  was  supported  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Everton  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley),  and 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  and 
although  it  was  lost  on  a  Division,  that 
Division  was  a  good  one,  and  it  justified 
an  appeal  to  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Everton  Division  of 
Liverpool  was  that  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Gentlemen  engaged  in  busi- 
ness at  Bristol,  Birmingham,  Leeds, 
Manchester,  and  Liverpool,  and  in 
Scotland  ;  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  compelled,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, to  neglect  their  businesses;  but 
that  if  they  could  get  down  on  Friday 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  some  atten- 
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lion  to  them  without  neglecting  their 
duty  to  their  constituents.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  limited  himself  to  the  one 
point  of  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers; and  the  proposal  was,  no  doubt, 
very  much  to  their  convenience  that  they 
should  have  three  nights  in  the  country 
instead  of  two.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  the  four  days'  continuous  work 
would  be  better,  and  more  work  would 
be  done,  than  if  they  had  a  break  in  the 
middle  of  the  week  to  be  followed  by 
two  more  days  of  Public  Business.  If 
they  could  not  get  away  before  2  or 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  four  continuous 
nights;  but  if  they  were  to  have  the 
early  closing  movement  carried  out  he 
saw  no  hardship  in  the  proposal.  No 
doubt  there  was  something  in  the  argu- 
ment that  it  was  difficult  to  make  a 
House  on  Friday  morning;  but  if  the 
Bill  to  be  considered  were  an  interesting 
one  it  was  certain  there  would  be  a 
House  on  Friday,  just  as  there  was  now 
on  Wednesday.  It  had  never  been  found, 
when  at  the  end  of  the  Session  Wednes- 
days became  public  property,  that  there 
was  any  difficulty  in  getting  a  House ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  same 
would  be  found  to  be  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  Fridays ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
social  arrangements  of  London,  there 
would  only  be  a  change  to  which  those 
arrangements  would  easily  adapt  them- 
selves. 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Craig-Sellar)  had  given  a  very  fair 
account  of  what  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  had  very  justly  stated  the 
arguments,  as  well  as  the  decision,  at 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  The 
Committee  rejected  this  proposal  when 
it  was  brought  before  them,  and  he  (Mr. 
Raikes)  trusted  that  the  influenoe  of 
that  Committee  would  not  be  lost  on  the 
House  that  evening.  What  they  ought 
to  look  to  was  how  the  House  was  to  be 
made  the  best  working  legislative  ma- 
chine ;  and,  regarding  the  question  from 
that  point  of  view,  would  they  not  say 
that  the  House  was  likely  to  do'  its  work 
better  if  it  worked  two  full  days,  then 
half-a-day,  and  then  two  full  days,  fol- 
lowed by  a  rest  on  Saturday  and 
Sunday,  than  it  would  if  it  ground  away 
for  four  conseoutive  evenings,  and  then 


sat  in  a  perfunctory  manner  on  the 
Friday  afternoon  ?  They  heard  much 
talk  about  private  Members'  Bills,  but 
he  thouj?ht  they  would  hear  very  little 
of  such  Bills  if  the  only  day  upon  which 
they  could  be  taken  was  the  Friday.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Baring)  expressed  very 
fairly  and  justly  the  view  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  constant  occupation 
in  the  daytime,  and  who  yet  came  down 
to  the  House  in  the  evening  and  gave 
an  earnest  attention  to  the  debates.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  such  Members 
to  give  to  their  Parliamentary  duties 
that  full  and  complete  attention  they  now 
gave  if  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
attend  for  four  days  without  a  break. 
He  had  some  experience  of  the  House, 
having  sat  in  it  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  he  confessed  the  belief  that  it  would 
not  be  competent  for  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  two  Front  Benches  to  carry 
on  their  work  with  that  vigour  and  that 
elasticity  which  was  required  of  them  if 
they  were  to  be  confronted  by  each  other 
for  four  consecutive  days.  On  a  Wed- 
nesday Members  had  an  opportunity, 
when  Party  feeling  was  highly  exaspe- 
rated and  passions  were  running  high, 
to  give  quiet  consideration  to  a  subject ; 
and  it  no  doubt  frequently  happened 
that  they  re-assembled  on  the  Thursday 
in  a  much  better  condition  to  settle  some 
g^eat  question  than  they  were  in  when 
they  separated  on  the  Tuesday  night. 
This  question,  although  it  was  one  which 
might  not  appear  to  some  to  be  of 
g^eat  importance,  was  one  which  de- 
manded the  utmost  consideration,  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  think  once,  twice, 
and  thrice  before  it  departed  from  a 
system  which  the  experience  of  many 
Parliaments  had  proved  to  be  satisfac- 
tory, and  embarked  on  a  new  arrange- 
ment for  which  no  argument  had  been 
advanced,  except  that  it  might  be  con- 
venient for  hon.  Qentlemen  to  live  with 
one  leg  in  London  and  one  leg  in  a 
country  house. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
it  was  the  continuity  of  the  work  of  the 
House  which  told  on  the  constitution ; 
that  their  mental  and  physical  powers 
were  entirely  exhausted  by  the  con- 
tinuity of  the  work.  For  himself,  and 
he  could  speak  for  many  Metropolitan 
Members,  tiie  interim  in  the  middle  of 
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to  leave  out  the  words  ''One  of  the 
clock  a.m.,"andin8ert  "hall-past  Eleven 
of  the  dock."     He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  his  princi- 
pal reason  for  moving  this  Amenedment, 
and  it  was  that  the  later  hour  named  in 
therighthon.Qentleman'sproposal  would, 
still  leave  the  evils  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complained  of  unremedied 
and  untouched.     His  (Mr.  Broadhurst's) 
object  in  desiring  that  the  adjournment 
should  take  place  at  an  early  hour  was 
to  give  all  Members  of  the  House  oppor- 
tunities of  selecting  their  own  means  of 
returning  home,  which  they  did  not  pos- 
sess at  present.     Up  till  now  all  hon. 
Members  had  either  to  walk  home  or  to 
pay   expensive   cab   hire.     The  latter 
might  be  within  the  reach  of  right  hon. 
Members,  but  there  were  a  number  of 
Members  who  could  not  indulge  in  it, 
such  number  being  rather  on  the  in- 
crease than  the  decrease  in  future  elec- 
tions.   It  was  a  curious  fact  that  nearly 
all  the  train  services  in  the  metropolis 
ceased  at  12  o'clock,  or  very  near  that 
hour,  and  that  omnibus  services  ceased 
at  somewhere  about  the  same  time.    If 
Members  could  leave  the  House  at  half- 
past  11,  or  certainly  not  later  than  12, 
they  would  be  able  to  travel  compara- 
tively long  distances  for  a  small  sum, 
and   would   be    able   to   occupy  much 
cheaper  residences  than  could  be  ob- 
tained within    easy  walking    distance 
of    the   House.     Then    there    were    a 
great    number    of    people    employed 
in  the  House  who  were  not  Members, 
to  whom  it  was  of  still  greater  import- 
ance that  they  should  leave  earlier  in 
order  to  proceed  home  by  train,  or  a 
cheaper  mode  of  transit  than  a  cab,  and 
in  their  name,  as  well  as  in  the  name  of 
many   hon.    Members,  he   pressed   his 
Amendment  upon  the  House.  He  did  not 
believe  in  the  argument  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  nor  in  the  fears 
entertained   by    right    hon.     Members 
opposite— namely,  that  it  was  possible 
to  coerce  Members  of  the  House  into  a 
more  expedient  mode  of  transacting  their 
Business  by  Rules  or  hours  of  sitting. 
It    would    be    necessary    to    trust    to 
reason,   and  he  entirely  endorsed  the 
remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr.  Dillon)  that  eight  hours 
work  of  the  kind  transacted  by  Members 
of  ParUament  was  quite  sufficient,  and 
was  quite  as  much   as  could  be  done 

Mr.  Broadhurst 


efficiently  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
country.  While  the  Government  were 
engaged  in  this  sensible  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  Bules  of  the  House,  he 
hoped  they  would  freely  work  and  do 
it  thoroughly.  He  was  certain  of  this, 
that  in  a  very  few  Sessions,  if  not  at 
once,  the  House  and  the  country  would 
find  that  they  had  lost  nothing  by 
reducing  their  hours  of  labour,  but 
that  they  had  added  greatly  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  work  they  are  doing.  He 
believed  they  would  in  the  future  be 
able  to  do  quite  as  much  work  as 
they  had  done  in  longer  hours  in 
the  past.  He  had  no  fear  that  the 
arrangement  proposed  would  result  in 
lengthening  the  Session.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, even  if  his  (Mr.  Broadhurst's) 
Amendment  were  accepted,  would  add 
a  fortnight  to  the  length  of  the  Session, 
but  thought,  on  the  contrary,  it  would 
rather  have  a  tendency  to  shorten  it.  The 
lessening  of  the  number  of  hours  they 
sat  would  certainly  bo  a  great  blessing 
to  every  Member  of  the  House,  both 
physically  and  mentally,  and  he  believed 
that  the  legislation  passed  by  the  House 
would  be  more  thorough,  because  it 
would  be  performed  by  men  who  were 
more  competent  than  hon.  Members  were 
at  present  by  reason  of  late  sittings. 
On  that  subject  he  had  received  a  great 
number  of  promises  of  support  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped 
that,  should  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury not  agree  to  accept  his  Amend- 
ment, he  would  at  any  rate  assure 
his  Followers  that  they  were  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  vote  as  they  chose  on  the 
question,  and  were  not  to  be  guided  by 
the  Whips  at  the  door  as  they  entered 
the  House  to  take  part  in  a  division. 
He  would  not  trespass  on  the  House 
more  than  to  express  a  hope  that  hon. 
Members  fully  gathered  his  reason  for 
moving  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  34,  to 
leave  out  the  words,  '*  One  of  the  tlook 
a.m.,"  and  to  insert  the  words,  '*  half- 
past  Eleven  of  the  clock  p.m." — {Mr, 
Broadhurst.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT  said,  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  moved ;  but  there  wits 
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also  an  Amendment  of  his  own  that  the 
hour  of  closing  should  be  12  o'clock,  sub- 
ject to  the  disposal  of  unopposed  Busi- 
ness. Perhaps  it  would  be  convenient 
for  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
tell  the  House  now  whether,  3  o'clock 
having  been  adopted  as  a  time  of  meet- 
ing, he  did  not  propose  to  accept  his 
Amendment  to  terminate  opposed  Busi- 
ness at  midnight. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  it  was 
understood,  when  the  hour  for  com- 
mencing Business  was  fixed  at  3  o'clock, 
that  the  Amendment  would  subsequently 
be  agreed  to  providing  for  the  termina- 
tion of  opposed  Business  at  12  o'clock. 
That  was  his  answer  to  the  Amendment. 
It  was  obvious  that  they  could  not  ad- 
journ the  House  at  half -past  11,  unless 
they  agreed  to  close  their  debates  at  a 
much  earlier  hour.  What  had  taken 
place  in  the  House  was,  he  thought, 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  feeling  and 
sense  of  the  House  was  against  the 
closing  of  opposed  Business  earlier  than 
12  o'clock.  Much  as  he  desired  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Broadhurst)  and  the  conve- 
nience of  those  he  represented,  he  was 
compelled,  in  the  interests  of  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  itself,  to  adhere 
to  the  Bule  he  proposed,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  close  its  Business  at  12  o'clock. 
As  the  hon.  Member  was  aware,  the 
hour  would  remain  as  in  the  original 
Hesolution,  unless  the  Amendment  were 
withdrawn  and  another  Amendment 
were  proposed.  He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
did  not  attach  any  great  importance  to 
leaving  the  hour  for  adjournment  at  1 
o'clock,  because,  as  hon.  Members  would 
see,  the  meaning  of  the  Bule  was  that 
the  House  should  meet  at  3  o'clock,  and 
continue  until  1,  unless  previously  ad- 
journed. If,  therefore,  the  House 
decided  to  conclude  its  opposed  Business 
at  12  o'clock,  the  House  might  adjourn 
at  any  moment  thereafter  that  the  un- 
opposed Business  was  got  rid  of,  pro- 
vided it  was  before  1  o'clock.  The 
House  would  adjourn  at  1  o'clock  in 
any  event  —  whether  the  unopposed 
Business  was  disposed  of  or  not.  The 
House  would  see  that  it  was  not  material 
that  they  should  alter  the  hour  from  1 
o'clock  to  any  earlier  hour,  although 
the  fact  that  they  had  practically  agreed 
in  concluding  opposed  Business  at  12 
o'clock  might  appear  to  leave  it  open  to 
doubt  that  they  would  sit  till  1  o'dook. 


Of  course,  the  House  would  adjourn  as 
soon  as  the  Business  was  got  through. 

Db.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  said,  he 
thought  it  meet  that  they  should  under- 
stand what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  meant 
by  the  word  **  opposed."  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  they  could  not  oppose  a  Bill 
after  it  had  got  into  Committee.  They 
could  oppose  a  Bill  on  second  reading, 
and  on  going  into  Committee ;  but  when 
once  it  got  into  Committee,  he  presumed 
it  would  be  taken  as  unopposed  Busi- 
ness. If  the  Government  meant  by 
'*  opposing,"  the  opposition  of  any  one 
Member  to  a  measure  or  a  Motion,  the 
House  was  aware  that  that  opposition 
practically  meant  that  five  minutes  after 
the  hour  fixed  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  all  kinds  of  Business  on  the 
Paper  would  be  disposed  of.  Did  the 
Government  mean  that  a  Bill,  on  getting 
into  the  stage  of  Committee,  or  any 
later  stage,  could  be  opposed  as  mea- 
sures could  now  be  opposed,  after  a 
quarter  before  6  on  Wednesdays  ?  Did 
they  mean  that  any  one  Member  could 
prevent  any  Business  being  proceeded 
with? 

Mb.   COURTNEY  said,  that  it  was, 

Eerhaps,  not  in  the  power  of  the  First 
lOrd  of  the  Treasury  to  pronounce  on 
this  matter  more  authoritatively  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  What 
was  opposed  Business  was  perfectly  well 
understood,  especially  in  relation  to 
Business  taken  after  a  quarter  before 
6  o'clock.  The  same  understanding 
would  apply  in  connection  with  Busi- 
ness taken  between  12  and  1  o'clock  in 
future,  whether  Bills  were  in  Committee 
or  not.  If  a  Motion  was  made  to  pro- 
ceed with  any  Bill,  and  if  a  Member 
got  up  in  his  place  and  merely  said 
**  I  object,"  further  progress  would  be 
stopped;  not  only  in  the  case  of  the 
second  reading,  but  in  the  case  of  a  Bill 
in  Committee  if  a  Member  challenged  a 
Division,  it  at  once  became  opposed 
Business,  and  could  not  be  dealt  with. 
Therefore,  it  was  probable,  if  the  House 
were  to  stop  opposed  Business  at  12 
o'clock,  and  the  present  Order  was 
maintained,  in  the  course  of  10  minutes 
all  Business  on  the  Paper  would  be  got 
through,  unless  there  was  a  great  change 
in  the  authoritative  ways  of  indepen- 
dent Members.  It  had  been  argued 
that  it  would  be  convenient  to  alter  the 
hour  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
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from  1  o'clock  to  an  earlier  hour ;  bat 
he  (Mr.  Oourtney)  did  not  .agree  with 
those  who  expressed  that  opinion,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  House  would  suffer 
anything  in  having  the  later  period 
fixed.  The  House  would  rise  when  its 
Business  was  disposed  of.  They  were 
making  a  great  experiment,  of  which  no 
one  could  quite  foresee  the  working,  and 
it  might  come  to  pass  that,  after  a  little 
time,  they  might  find  that  the  necessary 
Business  of  the  House  could  not  be 
done  under  these  Bules.  Then  it  might 
be  found  convenient  to  alter  the  prin- 
ciple about  to  be  laid  down.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  hour  of  1  o'clock 
should  be  maintained,  and  that  the 
question  should  be  left  open  for  some 
definition  of  the  Business  to  be  done 
between  12  and  1  o'clock.  He  would  urge 
that  the  word  ''  One"  should  be  main- 
tained, although  that  hour  might  never 
be  reached,  or  anything  near  it. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  that  if  it 
was  the  general  wish  of  the  House  that 
the  hour  of  12  should  be  fixed,  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  he  would  withdraw  bis 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said  he  de- 
sired to  move  the  omission  of  the  follow- 
ing paragraph : — 

"  That  at  Eight  of  the  clock  the  Sneaker  or 
Chairman,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  suspend 
the  sitting  by  leaving  the  Chair  until  Nine  of 
the  clook.  If,  after  the  resumption  of  Business, 
at  Nine  of  the  clock,  and  before  a  quarter-past 
Nine,  notice  be  taken  that  40  Members  are 
not  present,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall, 
unless  40  Members  are  sooner  present,  suspend 
the  sitting  until  a  quarter-past  Nine,  when  he 
shall  count  the  House  or  Committee." 

These  words  constituted  a  portion  of  the 
Bule  providing  for  the  dinner  hour,  and 
it  had  been  understood  that  he  would 
not  press  them. 

Me.  SYDNEY  GEDaE  (Stockport) 
said,  that  if  these  words  were  left  out, 
he  would  be  precluded  from  moving  an 
Amendment  to  them.  Could  he  bring 
on  his  Amendment  as  a  substantive 
Motion  later  on  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  would  be  in 
keeping  with  a  later  part  of  the  Keso- 
lution  and  oould  be  moved  later  on. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  omit 
from      the      proposed      New      Bule 

J/r.  Courtney 


lines  8   to  13  inclusive.— (ITr.  IT.  H. 
Smith.) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
new  Bule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  W.  n.  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
to  omit  in  line  14  the  words  ''half-an- 
hour  after." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Bule  I,  line 
14,  to  omit  the  words  "  half-an-hour 
after."— (l/r.    IF.  B.  Smith.) 

Question,  '*That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFOBD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.)  said,  he  wished  to  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

Rule  I,  line  16,  after  ''interrupted,'*  leave 
out  to  end  of  line  25,  and  insert,  ''imd  the 
question  then  under  consideration  shall  be  put, 
unless  at  the  times  before  mentioned  a  Motion 
shall  be  made,  *  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad* 
joumed,'  which  Motion  shall  be  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate.  If  such  Motion  be  re- 
solved in  the  affirmative,  the  Business  under 
consideration  shall  stand  adjourned  until  the 
next  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit.  If  the 
Motion  be  resolved  in  the  negative,  the  Ques- 
tion under  consideration  shall  be  put  forth- 
with." 

He  said  the  Amendment  he  had  to  move 
was  a  very  simple  one,  but  he  thought 
it  required  a  few  words  of  very  brief 
explanation  —  more  than  any  of  the 
Amendments  which  had  preceded  it. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  to 
decide  what  was  to  become  of  the 
Business  under  consideration  at  the 
dose  of  the  evening,  and  whether  the 
arrangement  proposed  by  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  was  best,  or  whether  another 
was  not  more  desirable  and  more  natu- 
ral and  even  more  consonant  with  the 
spirit  of  the  whole  Bule  which  they 
were  discussing.  He  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  if  the  Bule 
remained  exactly  as  it  stood,  every  night 
in  the  week  would  become  the  same  as 
the  Wednesday  was  at  present.  What- 
ever Business  was  under  discussion  at 
the  close  of  the  day  would  stand  ad- 
journed until  the  following  day ;  and  they 
all  knew  from  experience  that  the  Pro- 
cedure on  Wednesdays  frequently  led 
to  a  great  waste  of  time,  and  was  a 
great  inducement  to  the  practice  of 
talking  out  Business.  Accordingly  the 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  pro- 
duce what  had  been  described  as  an 
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''automatio  closure."  That  was  an 
object  whicli  had  no  pretension  to 
novelty.  Indeed,  he  was  surprised  that 
no  other  hon.  Member  had  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  this  efifect. 
When  the  Bules  of  last  year  were  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  there 
was  an  Amendment  to  the  same  effect 
in  the  name  of  an  hon.  Member,  and  he 
knew  that  other  hon.  Members  and 
that  a  right  hon;  Gentleman  of  great 
experience  on  the  Front  Bench  had. 
favoured  the  idea,  and  had  in  previous 
years  devoted  attention  to  it.  The  dif- 
ference between  the  proposed  new  Bule 
and  his  proposal  was  simply  as  to  what 
was  to  be  the  ordinaty  Bule.  His 
proposition  was  that,  as  an  ordinary 
Bule,  a  debate  should  continue  untU 
12  o'clock,  at  which  hour  the  question 
under  discussion  should  be  put,  and  the 
debate  concluded ;  but  that  it  was  to  be 
open  to  any  Memberof  the  House  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  if  there 
was  a  desire  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned,  and  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment would  be  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  debate.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government,  on  the  other  hand,  was  that, 
as  an  ordinaryBule,  there  should  not  be 
an  immediate  conclusion  of  the  Business 
under  discussion.  He  did  not  think  it 
had  been  made  quite  clear  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Speaker  ascertaining  by 
the  majority  the  voice  of  the  House.  It 
contained  the  admission  that  it  might 
be  very  inconvenient  for  Business  to  be 
adjourned  till  next  day,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  much  more  consistent  if  the 
opinion  of  the  House  were  taken  at  the 
close  of  the  evening,  unless  there  were 
reasons  to  the  contrary. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  16,  to  leaTO  out  from  the  word  **  in- 
terrupted," to  the  word  "  day,"  in  line  26  in- 
cluslTe,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  '*  and  the 
Question  then  under  consideration  shaU  be  put, 
unless  at  the  times  before  mentioned  a  Motion 
shall  be  made  '  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed,' which  Motion  shaU  be  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate.  If  such  Motion  be 
resolved  in  the  affirmative,  the  Buainess  under 
consideration  shall  stand  adjourned  until  the  next 
day  on  which  the  House  shaU  sit.  If  the 
Motion  be  resolved  in  the  negative,  the  Ques- 
tion under  consideration  shall  be  put  forth- 
with."— (Jfr.  Donald  Crawford:) 

Question, 

''  That  the  words,  '  and,  if  the  House  be  in 
Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  leave  the  Chair, 
and  make  his  Beport  to  the  House ;  and  if  a 
Motion  has  been  proposed  for  the  Adjournment 


of  the  House,  or  of  the  Debate,  or  in  Commit- 
tee, That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or 
do  leave  the  Chair,  that  every  such  dilatory 
Motion  shall  lapse  without  Question  put ;  and 
the  Business  then  under  consideration,  and  any 
Business  subsequently  appointed,  shall  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  next  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Govern- 
ment, in  framing  these  Hules,  had  fully 
considered  the  proposal  which  the  hon.and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  made  ; 
but  it  was  found  that  there  was  a  serious 
objection  to  it.  It  was  exceedingly  pro- 
bable that  a  question  might  be  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House 
at  a  vety  short  time  before  the  hour  for 
closing  the  debate  had  arrived.  It 
might  be  a  Bill,  a  Motion,  or  a  Vote  in 
Supply,  and  by  the  Rule  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  automatic 
closure  would  immediately  take  place. 
It  would  be  a  very  inconvenient  thing 
to  introduce  a  Bule  which  would  in  many 
cases  force  a  premature  closing  of  the 
debate  on  an  important  question.  The 
Govern  men  were,  therefore,  of  opinion 
that  the  question  should  be  raised  in 
a  formal  manner,  that  the  closure  of 
the  debate  should  take  place.  The 
words  of  the  Bule  had  been  fully  con- 
sidered and  duly  weighed  by  the  highest 
authorities,  and,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  it  best  to  adhere  to 
the  Bule  as  it  stood. 

Mk.  DONALD  CBAWFOBD  said, 
that  by  the  words  he  proposed  the 
Question  could  be  put,  ''  That  the 
Debate  be  adjourned,"  and  if  carried 
there  would  be  no  Division  on  the  Main 
Question.  The  decision  would  rest 
with  the  House,  and  not  with  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  give  the  majority  the  power  of 
closing  the  debate  without  discussion, 
which  was  a  thing  he  should  hesitate  to 
recommend. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  23,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word ''sit"  to  the 
word  '*  day,"  in  line  25,  inclusive. — (i/r. 
Francis  FotceU.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  regretted  that  the  Amend- 

[  First  Night.'] 
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ment  lie  was  about  to  move— which  was 
of  some  importance — was  not  on  the 
Paper.  Under  the  Kule  as  it  stood, 
when  12  o'clock  was  reached  they  might 
be  in  this  position — that  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  having  been  moved,  an 
Amendment  might  have  been  proposed 
to  leave  out  ''this  day"  and  insert  **  this 
day  six  months,"  and  the  Question  might 
be  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  part  of  the  Motion."  If  then, 
the  Closure  was  to  apply  to  that,  and 
that  alone,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
House  might  take  a  Division  on  the 
Question  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion," 
and  then  stop.  But  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  proceed  to  the  Question  *'  That  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time."  He  believed 
the  intention  of  the  present  Eule  was  to 
apply  the  Closure  Kule  of  last  year  in 
its  entirety  at  the  suspension  of  Business 
at  12  o'clock.  If  that  was  the  case,  he 
submitted  that  the  Eule  should  be  read 
thus — 

**  The  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall  not  leave 
the  Chair  until  the  Questions  consequent  there- 
on, and  any  further  Motion  as  provided  in  the 
Rulo  *  Closure  of  Debate/  have  been  decided." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  29, 
after  the  word  **  thereon,"  to  insert  the 
words,  *'  and  on  any  further  Motion." — 
{Mr.  Leonard  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  not 
the  least  objection  to  the  Amendment. 
He  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
already  provided  for  in  the  Eule,  but  it 
was  better  always  to  avoid  the  possi- 
bility of  a  difference  of  opinion  arising 
in  future. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  31,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  half-past." — (Air, 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  half-past '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  Eaid,  the  House  had 
decided  that  the  Main  Question  under 
discussion  should  cease  at  12  o'clock, 
and  it  was  also  decided  that  they  were 
willing  to  sit  until  a  quarter  to  1 
o'clock  to  deal  with  what  was  called  the 
routine  business  of  the  evening.    The 

Hr.  Courtney 


right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  said  that 
if  they  were  to  have  a  Rule  for  closing 
the  Sittings  of  the  House  at  a  fixed 
hour,  there  must  be  an  intervening 
period  during  which  unopposed  business 
could  be  taken.  To  that  he  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  assented.  He  asked  the  House 
to  concede  that  the  interval  between  12 
o'clock  and  a  quarter  to  1  should  be 
available  for  carrying  on  any  business 
on  the  Paper,  and  not  at  the  mercy  of 
any  individual  Member  who  might  put 
a  stop  on  the  Paper.  He  would  pro- 
pose that  the  Rule  should  read  thus — 

'*  After  the  Basiness  under  consideration  at 
a  quarter  before  1  has  been  dispoBod  of,  no 
fresh  opposed  Business  shall  be  taken.'* 

If  the  Rule  remained,  as  at  present, 
it  would  result  that  nothing  but  great 
measures  would  be  carried  during  the 
Session ;  Bills  and  Motions  relating  to 
the  ordinary  Administration  of  the  great 
offices  could  not  be  proceeded  with 
because  they  would  be  at  the  mercy  of 
private  Members.  He  feared  that  if 
the  Rule  remained  in  its  present  form 
it  would  break  down  completely  in  five 
or  six  weekp,  and  they  would  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  at  present. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  House  had  already  decided  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  should  close 
at  12  o'clock.  The  effect  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would  be  to 
prolong  opposed  Basiness  till  a  quarter 
to  1.  He  believed  that  the  difficulty 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  obviate  could  be  met  by  a  judicious 
arrangement  of  Public  Business.  The 
Government  would  put  down  minor 
Bills  of  a  contentious  character  as  the 
first  Business  of  the  evening,  and  they 
would  be  considered  between  half -past  3 
and  half-past  4  or  5  o'clock.  His  ex- 
perience was  that  a  Member  who 
desired  to  prevent  the  third  Order,  for 
instance,  being  taken,  would  prolong  the 
discussion  on  the  second,  and  by  that 
means  the  time  would  arrive  when  the 
Rule  for  closing  came  into  operation. 
He  was  afraid  that,  having  adopted  the 
early  closing  Rule,  they  must  submit  to 
the  conditions  attached  to  it.  While 
thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  assistance  which  he  desired  to  render 
the  Government,  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
was  obliged  to  express  his  opinion  that 
this  proposal  was  not  a  practicable  one, 
that  it  would  not  work  to  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman's  satisfaction,  and  that  it 
might  bo  availed  of  for  the  purposes  of 
obstruction. 

Mr.  W.  a.  M'ARTHUR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell)  said,  he  thought  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  was  a  very  useful 
one,  and  should  certainly  give  it  his 
support. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  that  what  he  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
yerhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  to  pro- 
pose was  that  between  12  o'clock  and  a 
quarter  to  1,  the  Business  which  the 
present  half -past  12  o'clock  Rule  ad- 
mitted to  be  taken  should  continue  to  be 
taken.  He  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  n.  Smith)  and  his  Colleagues, 
whether  that  was  not  a  very  reasonable 
proposal  ?  Under  the  operation  of  the 
present  half -past  12  o'clock  Rule  Busi- 
ness of  great  value  was  taken,  Business 
which  in  one  sense  might  be  opposed, 
but  which  in  another  sense  was  un- 
opposed. He  thought  the  Government 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  proposition 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  to  suggest  that  the  Busi- 
ness which  was  at  present  unblocked, 
and  was  taken  after  half-pastl2  o'clock, 
should  be  taken  between  12  o'clock  and 
a  quarter  to  1  o'clock  if  it  was  opposed. 
It  was  obvious,  then,  that  any  Member 
who  really  opposed  the  Business  would 
have  the  power  of  stopping  it. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  :  Not  if 
the  Bill  has  passed  a  second  reading, 
and  the  Speaker  is  out  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
if  there  was  a  real  disposition  to  oppose 
Business,  it  should  not  be  proceeded 
with.  He  recalled  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
the  House  had  practically  decided  to 
conclude  Public  Business,  so  far  as 
opposed  Business  was  concerned,  at  12 
o'olock,upon  the  understanding  that  the 
House  met  at  3  o'clock.  If  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour,  or  an  hour,  were 
allowed  afterwards  for  the  transaction 
of  the  Business  on  the  Paper,  his  im- 
pression  was    that   if   there  was    the 


slightest  opposition  to  any  measure,  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  pass  it  through 
any  stage  at  all.  It  was  an  easy  matter 
to  occupy  three-quarters  of  an  hour  in 
what  was  called  ''reasonable  discussion." 
There  was  opposed  Business  and  there 
was  unopposed  Business.  If  Business 
was  unopposed  it  would  pass,  but  if  it 
was  opposed,  the  fact  that  they  had  got 
an  absolute  closure  at  a  quarter  to 
1  o'clock  would  make  it  quite  certain 
that  they  would  make  no  progress  with 
the  Business,  but  they  would  all  be  kept 
there  until  a  quarter  to  1  o'clock. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division.  This  was  an  ex- 
periment, and  they  would  all  see  how  it 
would  work. 

Proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  he  proposed  to  omit  the  words 
**by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,"  in 
line  35.  He  imderstood  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  paragraph  was  on  the  occa- 
sion of  great  debates  to  give  an  oppor- 
tunity of  extending  the  time  for  dis- 
cussion on  probably  the  concluding 
night  only.  It  seemed  to  him  there 
was  no  reason  for  limiting  the  making 
of  that  Motion  to  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  on  general  grounds  there 
was  no  precedent  for  a  Rule  of  this  kind. 
Besides,  the  expression  '^  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  "  was  somewhat  ambiguous. 
He  did  not  know  how  far  it  would  in- 
clude hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  the  Government  Bench  or 
not.  The  only  kind  of  precedent  there 
could  be  for  anything  of  the  sort  was 
that  it  was  only  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  who  could  make  a  Motion 
which  would  put  a  charge  on  the  Pub- 
lic Revenue.  But  that  was  a  totally 
different  matter  to  this.  During):  the 
discussions  on  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
especially  on  the  question  of  closure, 
the  House  negatived  the  idea  that  the 
Motion  for  Closure  should  be  limited 
either  to  a  Minister  or  a  Privy  Council- 
lor, preferring  that  it  should  be  com- 
petent for  any  individual  Member  of  the 
House  to  move  the  Closure,  and,  as  they 
all  knew,  private  Members  had  moved 
it.  Upon  Constitutional  as  well  as  prac- 
itcal  grounds,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
these  words  ought  to  be  omitted. 

IFiret  Kight.'] 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  line  35,  to 
leave  out  the  words  ''  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown." — (  Mr.  Buchanan.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown '  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  these 
words  were  inserted  in  order  to  provide 
that  a  competent  Member  of  the  House 
should  be  the  person  to  make  the  Mo- 
tion. There  was  no  desire  to  restrict  the 
making  of  the  Motion  to  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  as  a  special  privilege.  It  was 
usual,  when  a  Motion  of  this  character 
was  to  be  made,  that  it  should  be  made 
by  a  responsible  Member.  It  was  a 
customary  thing  for  a  responsible  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition  to  ask  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
suspend  the  Standing  Order,  and  it  was 
afterwards  understood  that  if  a  Motion 
for  the  suspension  of  a  Standing  Order 
was  made,  it  would  be  made  by  the 
Minister  who  was  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  the  time  being.  If  it  was 
the  feeling  of  the  House  that  the  words 
"  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown"  should 
be  omitted,  he  had  no  objection  to 
ofifer.  Of  course,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  a  Motion  could  only  be  made 
after  Notice  of  it  had  been  placed  upon 
the  Paper.  He  trusted  that  this  expla- 
nation would  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  desired  to 
ask  if  it  was  not  a  fact  that  there  was 
absolutely  no  precedent  for  a  limitation 
of  this  kind  upon  the  rights  of  individual 
Members  ? 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  said,  he 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that  the 
words  *'  Ministers  of  the  Crown  "  were 
inserted  by  the  then  Government  in  the 
Rules  proposed  in  1881.  Similar  words 
were  also  inserted  in  Rules  passed  in 
the  time  and  upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  ad- 
vise his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  not  to 
persevere  with  his  Amendment,  as  it 
was  quite  understood  that  the  words 
meant  the  Leader  of  the  House  or 
someone  representing  that  Gentleman. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  that  these  words 
raised  a  very  important  question.  There 
were  many  Ministers  of  the  Crown  who 
would  not  trench  on  the  time  of  the 


House  by  asking  for  this  kind  of  in- 
dulgence. If,  however,  the  power  were 
exercised  very  often  it  would  become  an 
absolute  abuse,  and  they  would  be  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  before  the 
Rule  was  passed.  A  great  debate  might 
last  for  three  or  four  nights,  and  upon 
each  night  it  might  be  asked  that 
the  debate  should  be  continued  beyond 
12  o'clock.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  gave  them  the  assurance  that  it 
was  only  on  some  extraordinary  occasion 
that  it  was  intended  this  Motion  should 
be  made,  he  saw  no  objection  to  these 
words  remaining  in  the  Knle. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  giving  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  assurance  he  re- 
quired. He  could  hardly  suppose  it  was 
probable  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  could 
desire  to  prolong  debates  beyond  the 
period  decided  for  the  closing  of  Busi- 
ness. The  object  in  view  was  to  afford 
the  opportunity  of  closing  a  great  de- 
bate in  a  manner  which  would  conduce 
to  the  proper  conclusion  of  very  grave 
and  important  questions.  It  would  be 
obviously  improper  that  the  Minister  or 
the  Member  of  the  Opposition  who  had 
to  wind  up  a  vety  important  debate 
should  be  exposed  to  the  necessity  of 
crowding  his  observations  into  a  few 
minutes. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
they  were  told  that  the  words  meant  the 
Leader  of  the  House  for  the  time  being. 
But  the  words  as  they  stood  said  some- 
thing quite  different.  They  included 
any  Junior  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
he  objected  strongly  to  leave  the  House 
at  the  mercy  of  any  irresponsible  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  They  had  per- 
fect confidence  in  the  present  Leader  of 
the  House  ;  but  it  was  reasonable  to 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  always  be  the  Leader  of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  words  which  they  be- 
lieved would  lead  to  the  protection  of 
the  House,  If  these  words  be  omitted 
it  would  give  the  right  to  any  hon. 
Member  to  get  up  at  half-past  4 
o'clock,  and  move  that  the  proceedings 
on  a  particular  Bill  in  which  he  was  in- 
terested should  not  be  concluded  at  12 
o'clock.  The  privilege  might  be  exer- 
cised by  hon.  Members  very  much  to 
the  inconvenience  of  the  House.  He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
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tleman  (Mr.  Haldane)  need  have  any 
fear  that  the  power  would  be  exercised 
bj  any  Tanior  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  line  38,  leave 
out  '*  half -past."— (i/r.  W.  B.  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Rule." 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AOLAND  (Cornwall, 
Launoeston)  said,  he  would  like  to  ask 
what  would  be  the  position  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  the  blocking  of  Bills? 
As  he  understood  the  matter,  the  present 
custom  of  blocking  would  be  ^entirely 
done  away  with.  Would  a  notice  of 
opposition  to  a  Bill  be  considered  to 
render  that  Bill  an  opposed  Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  present 
process  of  blocking  would  entirely  dis- 
appear under  the  new  system,  but  it 
would  be  quite  open  to  any  Member  to 
give  Notice  of  opposition.  A  Notice  of 
opposition  did  not  of  itself  constitute 
opposition. 

Question  put,  and  negativd. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  said, 
the  proposition  he  had  now  to  make 
was  one  suggested  to  him  by  several 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  as  being  one  likely  to  be  ex- 
tremely convenient.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  very  often 
last  Session  the  House  sat  in  Committee 
to  a  very  late  hour  of  the  morning,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Speaker  to 
sit  up  the  whole  night  in  order  to  per- 
form the  mere  perfunctory  duty  of 
closing  the  Sitting.  It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Howorth)  it  would  be  well  if  the 
House,  like  every  other  Legislative 
Assembly  in  Europe,  empowered  its 
Speaker  to  appoint  a  Deputy  to  perform 
a  perfunctory  duty  of  this  kind.  It 
would  be  distinctly  a  great  relief  to  the 
Speaker  if  he  could  depute  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  to  perform  this 
duty.  If  there  were  any  occasions  on 
which  it  was  necessary  that  the  Speaker 
should  be  recalled  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
that  was  provided  for  by  the  words  he 
had  inserted  in  his  Amendment  If  he 
might,  he  would  add  another  clause  to 
the  Amendment,  providing  that  the 
Speaker  should  be  able  to  depute  some- 
one to  take  the  Chair  between  8  and  10 
o'clock  at  night. 


Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words 
— ^"  That  whenever  the  House  is  in  Committee 
at  half -past  Twelve  of  the  dock  a.m.  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
may,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Speaker,  take  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  for  the  purpose  of 
concluding  the  Business  of  the  Sitting." — {Mr. 
Howorth.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  LABOITCHERE  said,  he  was 
inclined  to  think  that  his  Amendment, 
which  came  next,  was  better  than  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  was  much  wider  than  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford. 

Mb.  howorth  said,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour 
of  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
— **  That  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  do 
take  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  when  re- 
quested so  to  do  by  Mr.  Speaker  without  any 
formal  communication  to  the  House.  And  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  nominate,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  every  Session,  a  panel  of  not  more  than 
five  Members  to  act  as  temporary  Chairmen  of 
Committees  when  requested  by  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Cleans." — (Mr.  Laboucher$,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  baring  said,  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  object  of  the  Amendment, 
but  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
insert  words  which  would  bring  it  into 
force  in  the  Session  already  begun. 

Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH  said,  that  if  the 
House  desired  it,  he  would  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  It  appeared 
to  be  a  very  reasonable  proposal;  it 
would  be  an  improvement  in  their  pro- 
cedure that  the  Speaker  himself  should 
nominate  five  Members  to  act  as  tempo- 
rary Chairmen  of  Committees. 

Mb.  howorth  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Amendment  enabled 
Mr.  Speaker  to  depute  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  close  a  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  mention  that,  but  of  course 
Mr.  Speaker  would  be  able  to  depute 
such  power  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. 

IFird  Night.l 
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Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  hoped  he 
fihould  not  be  misunderstood  in  what  he 
was  about  to  say;  but  he  thought  the 
second  part  of  the  proposal  a  consider- 
able innovation  in  the  practice  of  the 
House.  No  doubt,  the  choice  Mr. 
Speaker  would  make  would  be  excellent ; 
but  the  House  appointed  its  own  Speaker 
and  Chairman,  and  he  would  ask 
whether  it  would  not  be  a  great  revolu- 
tion in  their  established  customs  by  a 
single  Bule  to  invest  the  Speaker  with 
authority  to  appoint  five  additional 
Chairmen? 

Mb.  BAIKES  pointed  out  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  able,  by  the  existing  Bules 
of  the  House,  to  appoint  five  Deputy 
Speakers,  and  if  he  was  competent  to 
do  that,  surely  he  was  more  than  com- 
petent to  appoint  five  Deputy  Chairmen. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LABOnCHEBE  said,  he  had  the 
following  Amendment  on  the  Paper: — 

Rale  1,  leave  out  lines'  8  to  13,  inclusive,  and 
insert, — *'  That  if,  daring  the  first  qnarter  of  an 
hour  from  the  resumption  of  business  after  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  has  retired  from  the 
Chair,  notice  be  taken  that  40  Members  are  not 
present,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall,  unless 
40  Members  are  sooner  present,  suspend  the 
sitting  until  the  termination  of  the  said  quarter 
of  an  hour,  when  he  shall  count  the  House  or 
the  Committee." 

He  proposed  to  alter  the  Amendment 
by  leaving  out  the  words  ''from  the 
resumption  of  business,"  and  by  sub- 
stituting the  words  ''  returned  to  "  for 
''  retired  from."  The  right  hon.  G-entle- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  pointed  out  the 
inconvenience  and  trouble  that  would 
often  occur  from  some  hon.  Member 
taking  it  into  his  head  to  move  a  Count 
direcdy  Mr.  Speaker  returned  from  his 
temporary  retirement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  a  hope  that 
hon.  Members  would  not  put  the  House 
to  this  inconvenience ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that  it  would  be 
well  for  them  to  prevent  it  as  far  aa 
they  could.  This  Rule  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  Whijps,  who,  as 
a  rule,  had  great  difficulty  m  keeping 
hon.  Members  during  the  dinner  hour. 
The  greatest  trouble  would  be  at  about 
9  o'clook. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the 
words.—'*  That  if,  during  the  first  quarter  of 
an  hour  after  the  Speaker   or  Chairman  has 


returned  to  the  Chair,  notice  be  taken  that 
40  Members  are  not  present,  the  Speaker  or 
Cliairman  shall,  unless  40  Members  are  sooner 
present,  suspend  the  sitting  until  the  termina- 
tion of  the  said  quarter  of  an  hour,  when  he 
shall  count  the  House  or  the  Committee."— 
{Mr,  Jjobouchere.) 

Question  proposedi''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  which  he  thought  would 
effect  the  desired  object  better  than 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  By  his  Amendment 
no  notice  would  be  taken  that  40 
Members  were  not  present  between 
8  and  10  o'clock,  but  if  on  a  Divi- 
sion between  those  hours  it  should 
appear  that  40  Members  were  not  pre- 
sent, Business  would  be  suspended  until 
10  o'clock,  at  which  hour  notice  could 
be  taken  that  40  Members  were  not 
present.  The  House  had  done  some- 
thing to  give  Mr.  Speaker  a  rest,  but 
it  had  done  nothing  as  yet  to  take 
rest  itself.  It  would  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers a  rest  if  they  knew  that  between 
8  and  10— just  as  between  12  and  4 
on  a  Wednesday — ^the  House  could  not 
be  counted.  He  would  submit  his 
Amendment  to  the  House. 

Ma.  SFEAKEE :  The  House  already 
has  an  Amendment  before  it.  If  that 
Amendment  is  unsuccessful,  of  coarse  it 
will  be  competent  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  bring  his  on. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  :  Would  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  accept 
his  (Mr.  Gedge's)  Amendment  in  place 
of  his  own  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton to  propose  that  if  on  the  Speaker's 
return  to  the  Chair  notice  should  be 
taken  that  there  were  not  40  Members 
present,  and  there  should  not  be  that 
number  of  Members  in  their  places  when 
the  House  was  counted,  the  Sitting  would 
be  suspended  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  It 
would  be  rather  hard  on  Mr.  Speaker 
that  he  should  be  kept  in  the  House  fur 
that  time  while  hon.  Members  were 
being  brought  in  to  form  a  House. 
There  would  be  practically  a  son^ension 
of  Business  during  which  the  Speaker 
only  would  suffer,  and  he  would  suffer 
very  often,  for  40  Members  would  have 
no  inducement  to  enter  the  House  before 
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the  expiration  of  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
for  there  would  be  no  danger  of  the 
House  being  counted.  The  Member  in- 
terrupted bj  the  Count  would  be  left  in 
the  House;  and  he  and  the  Speaker 
would  have  to  sit  looking  at  each  other 
for  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  which  would 
hardly  be  a  dignified  condition  of  things. 
He  certainly  could  not  consent  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stockport,  which  would  only 
add  to  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 

Mr.  L  ABOUOHERE  said,  he  thought 
his  proposal,  if  accepted,  would  obviate  a 
good  deal  of  trouble.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  did  not  think  so,  he  would  not 
press  it. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Betolvddf  Tkat,  nnloss  the  House  otherwise 
order,  the  Hoase  shall  meet  every  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  at  Three 
of  the  clock,  and  shall,  unless  previously 
adjourned,  sit  till  One  of  the  Clock  a.m.,  when 
the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House  without 
Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  originating  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  or  unless  proceed- 
ings made  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  Parliament 
or  Standing  Order,  or  otherwise  exempted,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  from  the  operation  of  this 
Standing  Order,  he  then  under  consideration. 

That  at  midnight  on  Mondays,  Tuesdays, 
Thursdays,  and  Fridays,  except  as  aforesaid, 
and  at  half-past  Five  of  the  clock  on  Wedes- 
days,  the  proceedings  on  any  husiness  then 
under  consideration  shall  be  interrupted  ;  and, 
if  the  House  he  in  Committee,  the  Chairman 
shall  leave  the  Chair,  and  make  his  report  to  the 
House ;  and  if  a  Motion  has  heen  proposed  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Debate, 
or  in  Committee  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  every  such  dila- 
tory Motion  shall  lapse  without  Question  put ; 
and  the  business  then  under  consideration,  and 
any  business  subsequently  appointed,  shall  be 
appointed  for  the  next  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit,  unless  the  Speaker  ascertains  by  the 
preponderance  of  Toices  that  a  Majority  of  the 
House  desires  that  such  business  should  be  de- 
ferred until  a  later  day. 

Provided  always.  That  on  the  interruption  o^ 
business  the  Closure  may  be  moved,  and  if 
moved,  or  if  proceedings  under  the  Closure  Rule 
be  then  in  progress,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
shall  not  leave  the  Chair,  until  the  Questions 
consequent  thereon  and  on  any  further  Motion, 
as  provided  in  the  Rule  "  Closure  of  Debate," 
have  been  decided. 

That  after  the  business  under  consideration 
at  Twelve,  and  half -past  Five  respectively,  has 
been  disposed  of,  no  opposed  business  shall  be 
taken ;  and  the  Orders  of  the  Dav  not  disposed 
of  at  the  close  of  the  sitting  shall  stand  for  the 
next  day  on  whioh  the  House  shall  sit. 


That  a  Motion  may  be  made  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  at  the  commencement  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, to  be  decided  without  Amendment  or 
Debate,  to  the  following  effect :  '*  That  the 
proceedings  on  any  specified  business  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  Uiis  night,  be  not  inter- 
rupted under  the  Standing  Order  *  Sittings  of 
the  House.'  ** 

Provided  always.  That  after  any  business  ex- 
empted from  the  operation  of  this  Resolution  is 
disposed  of,  the  remaining  business  of  the  sitting 
shall  be  dealt  with  according  to  the  provisions 
applicable  to  business  taken  after  Twelve 
o  clock. 

Provided  also.  That  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  do  take  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker 
when  requested  so  to  do  by  Mr.  Speaker  without 
any  formal  communication  to  the^House.  And 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  nominate,'  at  the  com- 
mencement of  every  Session,  a  panel  uf  not 
more  than  five  Members  to  act  as  temporary 
Chairmen  of  Committees  when  requested  by 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mb.  OHAIG-SELLAB  said,  he  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Bule  came  into 
operation  on  Monday  ? 

Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH :  It  comes  into 
operation  at  once« 

EAST  INDIA  [PUBCHASE  AXD  OONSTBUCTION 

OJP  BAILWAYS]. 

Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  m  CouncU  of  India  to  raise  in 
the  United  Kingdom  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£10,836,048  16«.  8i.,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
Oude  and  Bohilkund  Railway.*'— (5i>  John 
Oortt.) 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again :" — {Dr.  Clark, y^ 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

1 .  Retolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India  to 
raise  in  the  United  Kingdom  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing £10,336,048  16tf.  8i;.,for  the  purchase  of  the 
Oude  and  Rohilkund  Railway. 

2.  Resolved,  That,  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India  to 
raise  in  the  United  Kingdom  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding £10,000,000,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing, extending  and  equipping  Railways 
in  India  through  the  agency  of  Companies. 

3.  Seoolred,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  pro- 
Tisions  for  raising  the  said  sums,  and  to  charge 
the  same  on  to  the  Revenues  of  India. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF    L0BD8, 
Monday y  2lih  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.J  —  Public   Bill  —  Committee  — 
Law  of  DistresB  AmendmeBt  (4-23}. 

INDIA  (CIVIL  SERVICE  C0MMI8SI0N)- 
THE  REPORT.— QUESTION. 

Thb  Eaul  OF  KIMBERLEY :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Yiscount  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  will  be 
able  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Report  wnich  I  understand  has  been 
received  from  the  Commission  in  India 
on  the  Oivil  Service  of  that  Empire. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Yis- 
count Oboss)  :  My  Lords,  I  should  not 
like  to  answer  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  without  taking  the 
first  opportunitv  of  tenderinfi^  my  thanks 
to  Sir  Charles  Aitchison  and  Sir  Charles 
Turner,  and  the  other  Gentleman  en- 
gaged with  them  on  that  Commission, 
for  the  great  pains  and  trouble  they 
have  taken  in  sifting  the  matter  through 
and  making  a  Report.  As  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl,  my  answer  is 
that  I  received  a  telegram  from  the 
Yiceroy  the  other  day  asking  me 
whether  I  had  any  objection  to  the 
publication  of  the  Report  at  once.  My 
answer  was  that  I  had  none,  and  unless 
I  hear  again  from  him  in  the  course  of 
the  week  I  will  lay  the  Report  on  the 
Table. 

LAW  OF  DISTRESS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{The Lord  HereeheU,) 

(no.  4.)      OOHHITTBB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Certain  goods  exempted 
from  distress  as  under  County  Court 
Acts,  9  &  10  Yict.  0.  95,  s.  96). 

LoBD  BRAMWELL  said,  he  rose  to 
propose  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  where  a  man  owed  rent  and  re- 
mained in  possession,  the  term  of 
tenancy  having  expired  and  the  tenant 
having  no  right  to  remain  in  possession, 
this  section  should  not  apply.  The  case 
of  a  tenant  was  different  to  any  other 
debtor,  and  some  compulsion  should  be 
put  upon  bim  to  jrive  up  possession 
and  prevent  him  from  holding  over. 


Tenants  sometimes  held  over  until  a 
bribe  was  offered  or  a  gift  of  money. 
If  this  Amendment  were  not  accepted, 
holding  over  would  be  more  frequent. 
He  quite  agreed  that  in  ordinary  cases 
of  distress  goods  which  were  privileged 
from  being  seized  under  an  execution 
should  be  likewise  privileged  from  dis- 
tress.     But  cases  were  very  numerous 
in  which  a  tenant  set  his  landlord  at 
defiance,  and  at  the  shortest  it  took  six 
weeks  for  the  landlord   to  evict  him, 
during  which  time  he  remained  in  occu- 
pation without  paying  any  rent.     This 
continuing  in  possession  was  dishonest, 
and  the  privilege  ought  to  be  extended 
to  such  cases.    It  was  not  in  the  interest 
of  large  but  of  small  landlords  that  he 
brought  forward  this  Amendment.    He 
had  received  a  number  of  communica- 
tions on  this  subject,  and  an  association 
in  Liverpool  had  stated  that  landlords,  as 
a  rule,  would  be  very  glad  to  give  up  en- 
tirely the  right  of  distraint  if  a  more  sum- 
mary process  of  eviction  was  established. 
Until  that  more  summary  process  was 
established,  he  thought  it  would  be  no 
hardship  to  deny  privilege  from  distress 
to  all  goods,  of  whatsoever  nature,  of  a 
tenant  who  overheld.     The  Amendment 
provided  that  even  in  these  cases  the 
distress  should  not  take  place  until  after 
six  days  from  demand  had  elapsed. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  at  end  of  clause  4  add — "  FroTided 
that  this  enactment  shall  not  extend  to  any 
case  where  the  lease,  term,  or  interest  of  the 
tenant  has  expired,  and  where  possession  of  the 
premises  in  respect  of  which  the  rent  is  claimed 
has  heen  demanded  and  where  the  distress  is 
made  not  earlier  than  seven  days  after  such  de« 
mand."— (TA#  Lord  BrgmwelL) 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  his  atten- 
tion had  also  been  called  to  the  diffi- 
culty experienced  by  landlords  in 
obtaining  possession  of  their  premises 
from  tenants  under  the  existing  pro- 
cedure. It  certainly  was  a  matter  to 
be  considered  whether  the  law  ought 
not  to  be  amended  so  as  to  expedite  the 
procedure ;  but  that  could  not  be  done 
m  the  present  Biil.  He  would  not, 
however,  oppose  the  Amendment ;  but 
it  was  open  to  the  objection  that  it 
attempted  to  do  indirectly  what  ought^ 
if  at  lul,  to  be  done  directly. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Distress  to  be  levied  by 
certified  bailiffs  as  under  the  Agricul- 
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tnral  Holdings  Acts,  46  ft  47  Yiot.  s.  61, 
B.  52). 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  moved  an  Amend- 
ment providing  for  the  appointment  of 
bailiffs  by  County  Court  Judges.  The 
Amendment  laid  down  that  no  person 
should  act  as  a  bailiff  without  a  certifi- 
cate, but  that  a  certificate  might  be  given 
for  use  on  one  occasion  only.  This 
would  enable  landlords  to  employ  par- 
ticular persons  as  bailiffs  on  special 
occasions.  The  right  of  granting  certi- 
ficates would  be  vested  in  County  Court 
Judges,  who  would  be  empowered  to 
delegate  the  power  to  their  Kegistrars. 
He  thought  the  same  principle  should 
be  adopted  with  regard  to  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  and  unless  he  heard 
anything  which  would  induce  him  to 
think  otherwise,  he  would  at  a  later 
stage  move  to  include  distraints  under 
that  Act. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  line  20,  leave  out  from  ("and")  to 
(<* bailiffs'*)  in  line  24  inoloBive,  and  ineert 
("  such  certificate  may  be  general  or  apply  to 
a  particular  distress  or  distresses,  and  may  be 
granted  at  any  time  after  the  passing  of  this 
^ct  in  such  manner  as  may  be  presoribed  by 
rules  under  this  Act ") ;  in  Une  24,  leave  out 
(<<  80  appointed  ")  and  insert  {**  holding  a  certi- 
ficate ''} ;  and  in  line  28,  leave  out  {**  appoint- 
ment") and  insert  (*<  certificate").— (TA^  Lord 
Hertchell,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Power  to  make  rules). 

LoBD  HEB8CHELL  proposed  that 
rules  should  be  framed  to  apply  to  fees 
and  expenses  of  distraints,  as  sometimes 
gpross  extortions  were  perpetrated ;  and 
he  would  propose,  too,  that  they  should 
not  be  limited  to  £20  as  now,  but 
apply  to  cases  up  to  £50,  and  even  larger 
sums. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

liOBD  HEB8CHELL  moved  the  in- 
sertion of,  after  Clause  6,  a  New  Clause, 
making  appraisement  unnecessary  in 
cases  of  distress.  Appraisements  in- 
volved expense,  which  fell  upon  the 
tenant,  and  neither  the  landlord  nor  the 
tenant  was  benefited.  But  he  would 
give  power  to  a  tenant  to  require  an 
appraisement  if  he  wished  to  have  one. 

Movedf  after  Clause  6,  to  insert  the 
following  Clause : — 


«  From  and  after  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  no  appraisement  of  the  value  of  anv  goods 
and  chattels  taken  under  a  distress  for  rent 
shaU  be  requisite,  and  the  tenant  shall  not  be 
liable  for  the  expenses  of  any  appraisement  un- 
less such  appraisement  be  made  on  his  request 
in  writing.^ '-(TAtf  Lord  HerwhtU.) 

The  PEIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
CEETAET  OF  STATE  foe  FOEEIGN 
AFFAIES  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbubt) 
pointed  out  that  in  many  oases  distress 
to  be  successful  should  be  carried  out 
without  delay.  He  was  afraid  that 
delays  would  occur  under  this  Bill. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  would 
make  provision  against  delays. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  23.) 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— THE  DBLAGOA  BAY 

RAILWAY. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBYATIONB. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEET  :  I  rise  to 
put  the  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice — namely.  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  had  their  attention  directed 
to  the  importance  of  the  Delagoa  Bay 
Eailway,  and  whether  they  contemplate 
taking  any  action  in  respect  to  it  ?  I  do 
not  desire  to  make  any  remarks  with 
regard  to  it  except  this — that  the  matter 
is  one,  I  need  hardly  inform  the  House, 
of  very  grave  importance  and  also  of  the 
most  extreme  delicacy.  It  is  because  of 
its  extreme  delicacy  that  I  will  not 
enlarge  on  the^  Question  I  have  put  on 
the  Paper.  I  will,  however,  say  this — 
I  believe  the  whole  test,  or  the  main 
test,  of  the  Colonial  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  must  be  found 
for  the  future  in  its  dealings  with  South 
Africa,  and  that  at  this  moment  this 
railroad,  which  gives  access  to  almost 
the  only,  if  not  the  only,  port  on  that 
enormous  length  of  coast,  is  in  danger 
of  falling  into  hands  which,  if  not 
hostile,  are  at  any  rate  unfriendly,  and 
into  control  which  may  not  merely  have 
an  important  effect  in  shutting  in  our 
South  African  Dominions,  but  may  also 
have  an  important  bearing  on  our  com- 
merce as  a  country,  and  be  the  means  of 
leading  to  the  imposition  of  differential 
and  hostile  rates  on  our  commerce  as  a 
nation.  I  say  these  are  grave  matters, 
and  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  will 
know  that  I  have  not  stat^  them  in 
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their  full  gravity.  But  beoauBe  thej  are 
grave  and  delicate  is,  I  think,  a  reason 
not  for  disoassing  them  without  infor- 
mation, but  for  asking  the  Government 
the  simple  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice,  and  on  the  answer  to 
which  will  depend  the  knowledge  of  how 
we  stand  in  this  most  grave  and  preg- 
nant matter. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow)  :  As 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  has  not  yet  taken  his 
seat  in  your  Lordships'  House,  he  has 
asked  me  to  reply  on  his  behalf  to  the 
Question  put  by  the  noble  Earl.  I  need 
hardly  say  that  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  G-overnment  has  been  very 
seriously  directed  to  the  question  of  the 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  both  as  an  inlet 
for  trade  between  this  country  and 
the  South  African  Republic,  and  also 
as  a  competitor  for  the  trade  coming 
in  by  the  Cape  and  Natal,  which  is 
not  of  great  volume  and  may  possibly 
Buflfer  by  competition.  Several  proposals 
have  been  made.  It  has  been  proposed 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  should 
acquire  by  purchase  the  territory  now 
beloDging  to  Portugal.  But  as  far  as  I 
know  at  present  a  word  which  the  noble 
Earl  may,  perhaps,  consider  ''  blessed  " 
— ^the  word  compulsion — has  not  come 
into  our  international  relations;  and, 
inasmuch  as  Portugal  is  proud  of  her 
Colony  and  well  satisfied  with  it,  she 
is  not  disposed  to  part  with  it. 
Therefore,  whatever  may  be  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  they 
need  not  be  discussed  at  this  mo- 
ment. Another  proposal  has  been 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
acquire  the  railway.  This  railway,  how- 
ever, does  not  run  through  British 
territory ;  it  does  not  run  from  British 
territory;  it  does  not  run  to  British 
territory  ;  and  I  believe  I  am  correct  in 
saying  that  for  the  British  Gt)verDment 
to  purchase  the  railway  would  be  an  act 
perfectly  unprecedented.  I  caonot  con- 
ceive on  what  ground  it  can  be  argued 
that  the  British  taxpayer  should  be 
asked  to  acquire,  and  not  only  to  ac- 
quire, but  also  to  work  and  control,  this 
railway.  If  it  is  of  importance  to  any- 
body, it  is  of  importance  to  the  Gape  and 
Natal.  The  Cape  and  Natal  are  out  of 
their  long  clothes ;  they  are  perfectly 
able  to  look  after  their  own  interests ; 
they  are  wealthy  and  powerful,  and  I 
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have  reason  to  know  that  proposals  for 
the  acquisition  by  purchase  of  this  rail- 
way have  been  submitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Cape.  These  proposals 
have  not  yet  been  decided  upon.  What 
they  may  be  I  do  not  know,  and  am 
therefore  not  in  a  position  to  state. 
But  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  possi- 
bility of  differential  rates  against 
goods  coming  in  from  Great  Britain 
in  comparison  with  those  from  other 
countries,  we  have  in  existence  a  Treaty 
with  the  Transvaal  Gt>vernment  which 
places  goods  coming  from  England  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  those  coming  into 
the  territory  from  any  other  country.  A 
Conference  has  recently  been  held  be- 
tween the  Orange  Free  State  and  the 
Colonies  of  the  Cape  and  Natal  in  rela- 
tion to  the  better  working  of  their 
systems  of  railways,  and  my  own  belief 
is  that  the  outcome  of  that  Conference, 
which  will  be  made  public  at  the  begin- 
ning of  March  next,  will  tend  towards  a 
better  arrangement  for  the  working  of 
the  railways  of  South  Africa.  And,  if 
so,  if  we  can  come  to  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  in  that  respect,  I  do  not 
fear  that  this  Delagoa  Bay  Railway  will 
be  of  that  importance  which  has  been 
made  out  to  us,  or  the  bugbear  that 
some  people  think  it. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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ExpsyiiEs  OF  Civil  Dbfartkents,  Votes  9, 
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Orderid^Brit  Reading— "Em^oj&nf  Liability 
for  Injaries  to  Workmen*  [145];  Metalli- 

-  ferons  Mines  *  [146]  ;  Land  Law  f Ireland) 
Act  (1887)  Amendment  (Arrears  of  Rent)  * 
[147]:  Sheriff  Coorts  (Scotland)  Extracts* 
[148.] 

QUEEN'S   SPEECH    (ANSWER   TO 
ADDRESS). 

Thb  COMPTEOLLER  op  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Arthur  Hill) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  as  followeth : — 

I  have  received  with  mach  satisfaction  your 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address. 

I  rely  with  confidence  on  yonr  assurance  that 
you  will  give  careful  consideration  to  the 
Measures  that  will  be  submitted  to  you  ;  and  I 
trust  that  the  result  of  your  deliberations  will 
be  effectual  in  promoting  prosperity  and  con- 
cord among  all  classes  of  My  People. 

MERTOPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS 
(ANSWER  TO  ADDRESS). 

The    comptroller    of    the 

HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Arthur  Hill) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  as  followeth : — 

I  have  receired  your  Address  praying  that  a 
Royal  Commission  may  be  issued  to  inquire 
and  report  upon  the  working  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works,  and  into  the  irregularities 
which  are  alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  con- 
nection therewith,  and  assuring  Me  that  you 
-will  concur  in  empowering  such  Commission  to 
take  Evidence  on  Oath,  to  compel  Attendance 
of  Witnesses,  to  grant  Certificates  of  Indemnity 
to  Witnesses  in  such  cases  as  may  be  desirable 
and  proper,  and  to  call  for  all  necessary  records 
and  documents.  And  I  have  given  directions 
that  a  Commission  shall  issue  for  the  purposes 
which  you  request,  and  that  a  Bill  shall  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  for  conferring  on  such 
Commission  the  powers  recommended  by  you 
as  expedient  for  the  purposes  of  the  Inquiry. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  —  INFECTIOUS  DI- 
SEASES —  COMPULSORY  NOTIFICA- 
TION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board,  In  how 
many  boroughs  of  the  United  Kingdom 
the  compulsory  notification  of  small- 
pox and  other  infectious  diseases  is 
compulsory ;  and,  if,  having  regard  to 
the  increased  density  of  population  and 
the  additional  pubUc  danger  of  infec- 


tions diseases,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment contemplated  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  to  eztena  such  compulsory  notifica- 
tion, either  to  all  the  boroughs  not  at 
present  possessing  such  powers,  or  to 
those  in  which  the  majority  of  the  rate- 
payers may  elect,  by  their  representa  - 
tives  in  the  Town  Councils,  to  adopt 
them? 

TiiB  PEE8IDENT  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
system  of  compulsory  notification  of  in- 
fectious diseases  is  in  force  in  England 
and  Wales  in  43  boroughs  and  four 
Local  Board  districts.  I  have  no  precise 
information  at  the  present  moment  with 
regard  to  Scotland  and  Ireland ;  but  if 
my  hon.  Friend  wishes  I  will  procure  it. 
The  question  as  to  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  to  extend  the  system  of  compulsory 
notification  is  under  consideration. 

RIOTS,  &o.  (IRELAND)-.CITY  OF  CORK; 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  How  many  citizens  of 
the  City  of  Cork  were  injured  on  the 
occasion  of  Mr.  Lane's  release  from 
prison;  what  was  the  number,  names, 
and  technical  medical  terms  of  the 
wounds  inflicted  on  the  people,  and  what 
was  the  name  or  names  of  the  respon- 
sible medical  men  who  attended  them ; 
what  was  the  exact  number  of  police 
injured,  the  technical  medical  terms  of 
the  injuries  inflicted,  if  any,  and  the 
name  of  the  doctor  or  doctors  who 
treated  them ;  and ,  on  how  many  occasions 
since  December  have  there  been  similar 
collisioas  with  the  police  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  It  would  not  be  practicable  to 
obtain  in  a  definite  form  the  information 
asked  for  in  the  first  two  paragraphs. 
As  regards  the  remaining  portions  of 
the  Question,  the  Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary  reports  that  eight  police- 
men were  imured  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to.  Three  of  these  are  under 
medical  treatment — one  for  contusion  of 
the  back,  another  for  concussion  of  the 
brain,  and  the  third  for  a  cut  or  injuries 
to  the  face  through  being  struck  with  a 
stone.  Drs.  Law  ton  and  Curtis  are  at- 
tending them.  Many  more  of  the  police 
were  struck  with  stones,  but  they  were 
not  injured.  On  one  other  occasion  only 
since  December  has  there  been  a  colli- 
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Bion  between  the  people  and  the 
police. 

Dr.  TANNEB  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  how  it  was 
that  he  could  not  give  the  information 
as  to  the  citizens,  inasmuch  as  all  he 
would  haye  to  do  would  be  to  ask  for  it 
at  the  door  of  the  north  and  south  in- 
firmaries in  Oork,  where  full  informa- 
tion regarding  all  the  cases  treated  was 
registered  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAHMAN  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  for  a  list 
of  the  cases  treated  he  would  be  happy 
to  get  that  information  for  him. 

Dr.  TANNEE  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  how  it  is 
that  he  can  give  me  a  report  only  as 
regards  the  policemen,  and  that  ho 
cannot  give  me  information  as  regards 
the  citizens.  He  tells  us  that  one  of  these 
policemen  was  suffering  from  a  contusion 
of  the  back,  which  might  be  produced 
by  the  most  trivial  cause,  and  yet  he 
can  say  nothing  about  the  public  who 
were  injured  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) 
asked  whether,  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion, the  Riot  Act  had  been  previously 
read  to  the  people  before  they  were 
ordered  to  disperse  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  have 
already  stated  that  there  was  only  one 
occasion  since  January  last  when  there 
was  a  collision  between  the  police  and 
the  people ;  and  on  that  occasion  a  large 
crowd  attempted  to  force  their  way 
through  a  body  of  police  who  were 
guarding  the  gaol,  and  the  police  then 
charged  them  with  their  batons. 

ARMY— COLONEL  PHILIP  DICKSON. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Philip 
Dickson ;  if  he  has  received  a  copy  of 
his  pamphlet ;  and,  if  any  redress  can 
be  given  him  in  the  shape  of  Colonial 
appointment  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  Secretary  of  State's  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case,  and  a  copy  of 
the  pamphlet  relative  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Dickson  was  placed  on  half-pay  upwards 
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of  23  years  ago  has  been  laid  before 
him.  The  officer's  case  was  very  care- 
fully considered  at  the  time,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  prepared  to 
re-open  it. 

SCOTLAND-INSPECTORS  OF  MINES 
(WESTERN  DISTRICT). 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Stato  for  the  Homo  Department,  If  he 
will  appoint  some  additional  Inspectors 
of  Mines  in  the  Western  District  of 
Scotland  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E) :  In  com- 
paring the  West  Scotland  district 
with  the  other  coal-mining  districts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  I  find  that  the 
proportion  of  accidents  and  deaths  rela- 
tively to  the  number  of  men  employed 
and  the  tons  of  coal  raised  is  extremely 
favourable — ^in  fact,  more  favourable 
than  almost  any  other  district.  Every 
case  of  accident  has  been  investigated  by 
the  Inspector,  who  has  also  found  time, 
with  the  help  of  the  Assistant  Inspector, 
to  make  many  underground  exaoiina- 
tions  in  cases  where  there  are  neither 
accidents  nor  complaints.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  do  not  see  that  any 
present  necessity  exists  for  appointing 
additional  Inspectors  in  that  district. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
asked,  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  given  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  additional  Inspectors  would 
be  appointed? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  his  memory 
did  not  serve  him  as  to  any  undertaking 
that  he  might  have  given.  Any  under- 
taking he  had  given  he  would,  of  course, 
abide  by.  He  had  given  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  result  of  inquiries  he  had  made 
since  last  Session ;  and  he  was  happy  to 
say  that  the  West  of  Scotland  came  out 
most  favourably. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  tell  the  House  how  many 
pits  there  were,  and  how  many  Inspec- 
tors, in  the  district  in  question  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said  he  had  the 
figures,  but  he  was  unable  to  carry  them, 
in  his  memory.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  know,  he  would  tell  him 
privately,  or  the  hon.  Member  could  put 
a  Question  on  the  Paper. 
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TBADB     AND     COMMEBCE— EXPORTS 
FROM  GERMANY,  1885-1886. 

Colonel  BRIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
aaked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  can  supplement  the 
figures  given  in  Mr.  Oiffen's  article  in 
Thg  Board  of  Trade  Journal  for  February, 
by  stating  the  amount  of  the  exports 
from  G-ermany  in  1885  and  1886  7 

The  PBE8IDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  It  would 
be  impossible  to  bring  down  the  figures 
generally  in  Mr.  Giffen's  Eeport  to  a 
later  date  than  is  contained  in  it,  as  the 
figures  were  mostly  collected  from  the 
Blue  Books  of  many  foreign  countries 
and  British  Possessions,  and  when  the 
Report  was  prepared  some  of  these 
countries  had  not  issued  their  detailed 
statistics  for  a  later  year  than  1885. 
Some  later  figures  could  be  given ;  but, 
the  Report  being  a  comparative  one,  the 
sames  dates  were  taken  throughout. 
The  Statistical  Abstract  for  Foreign 
Countries,  now  in  the  press,  will  contain 
many  of  these  later  figures,  including 
the  exports  from  Germany  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  SOUTHERN  PAOIFIC 
—THE  CONVENTION  OF  1847. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflPairs,  For  what  reason  Her  Majesty's 
Government  assent  to  the  abrogation  of 
the  Convention  of  1847,  whe;reby  the 
independence  of  the  Islands  of  Huahine, 
Raiatea,  and  Borabora,  near  Tahiti,  was 
guaranteed ;  and,  why  the  protection  of 
life  and  property  in  Raiatea  was  not 
secured,  as  in  the  New  Hebrides,  by  a 
Joint  Commission,  instead  of  handing 
over  that  Island  to  the  French  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febotjsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  reason  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government  assented  to  the 
abrogation  of  the  Convention  of  1847, 
relative  to  the  Islands  to  the  leeward  of 
Tahiti,  is  stated  in  a  despatch  addressed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Paris, 
which  is  printed  along  with  the  Con- 
yention  relative  to  the  New  Hebrides, 
lately  presented  to  Parliament.  The  last 
paragraph  of  that  despatch  is  as 
follows :  — 

"  The  resalt  of  tliis  failure  upon  Raiatea  hai 
been  that,  contrary  to   all   expectation,  the 
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French  Protectorate  has  never  been  made 
definitire.  It  does  not,  however,  appear  to  Her 
Alajeety'B  Qovemmont  desirable,  or,  indeed, 
practicible,  to  remit  to  an  aboriginal  adminis- 
tration an  Island  which  has  heen  for  some 
years  nnder  French  government,  as  well  as  in 
view  of  the  peculiar  eircumstances  attending 
the  failure  of  the  Convention  of  1885.  They 
are  willing  to  transfer  the  stipulation  in  ques- 
tion to  the  present  Convention,  sabject,  of 
course,  to  the  undertakings  given  in  a  f$ot$ 
verbale  to  Lord  Lyons  on  the  24th  of  October. 
1885.*' 


POST  OFFICE— MAIL  DESPATCHES  TO 
THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  Memorial  addressed  to  the  United 
States  Postal  Authorities  by  the  leading 
bankers  and  merchants  of  New  York, 
Boston,  Philadelphia,  and  other  large 
cities  in  the  United  States,  complaining 
of  the  loss  and  annoyance  caused  to 
them  under  the  present  system  of  mail 
despatches  to  the  United  States,  owing 
to  the  mails  from  this  side  being  fre- 
quently forwarded  by  steamers  of  a 
comparatively  low  rate  of  speed ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  promote 
the  more  rapid  transit  of  mails  from 
this  country  to  the  United  States  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University):  My 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  Me- 
morial referred  to ;  but  I  may  state  that 
it  is  not  exactly  in  the  terms  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  After  eulogizing 
the  successful  efforts  made  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic  to  expedite  the 
transmission  of  mails  to  Europe,  it  ex- 
presses regret  that  the  Postal  Adminis- 
trations of  ''some  European  countries  " 
appear  not  to  manifest  an  equal  interest 
in  the  prompt  and  speedy  transmission 
of  mails  to  the  United  States.  I  am  not 
bound  to  accept  this  challenge  as  es- 
pecially applicable  to  this  country,  par- 
ticularly as  the  arrangements  made  last 
year  for  the  use  of  the  best  of  the  Ounard 
and  White  Star  steamers,  as  well  as  fast 
ships  of  other  lines,  seems  to  have  given 
general  satisfaction  here.  But  the 
House  will  be  aware  that  the  efforts 
which  the  Post  Office  has  made  from 
time  to  time  to  adopt  the  American 
Transatlantic  mail  system  have  hardly 
received  so  much  support  in  this  country 
as  would  at  present  warrant  a  dis- 
turbance of  the  existing  arrangements. 

3  B 


1475 


Army — Hone 


{CX)MM0NSJ 


Breeding. 


1476 


ARMY  (INDIA)— MADRAS— ARMY 

CLOTHING  DEPAR'OIENT— EXCLUSION 

OP  EUROPEAN  ARTICLES. 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  ''the  terms  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  considers  mis- 
leading in  the  advertisements  "  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Army  Olothing,  Ma- 
dras, for  tenders  for  the  year  1889-90, 
are  those  of  the  paragraph  numbered  3 
in  the  specifications — namely,  ''Articles 
ot  European  manufacture  are  not  re- 
quired;'' if  so,  would  those  terms  ex- 
clude goods  made  in  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  would  they  freely  admit 
goods  made  in  the  United  States  of 
America;  what  was  the  total  cost  of 
advertisements  last  year  for  the  goods 
amounting  to  £17,000  in  value,  of  which 
only  £24  in  value  were  contracted  for ; 
and,  will  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  feel  obliged,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service,  to  cancel  any  and  all 
contracts  entered  into  in  contravention 
of  the  pledge  given  to  this  House  on 
the  10th  of  March,  1887? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  f  Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
(1)  Yes  ;  but  as  regards  goods  from  the 
United  States  the  advertisement  was 
not  likely  to  have  any  practical  con- 
sequences. (2)  The  cost  of  the  adver- 
tisement is  not  known  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  (3)  No ;  such  a  course  would 
not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  be  for  the  interest  of  the  Public 
Service,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
very  doubtful  whether  he  even  has  the 
power.  

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  asked,  whether  it  was  inten- 
tional that  goods  manufactured  in  the 
United  Kingdom  should  be  excluded  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST:  No,  Sir;  I  think 
I  have  answered  that  Question  seve- 
ral times  before.  It  was  not  inten- 
tional. 

Mr.  HOYLE :  Did  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  last  year — 

<•  The  rule  of  the  Service  is  fair  competition 
hetween  articlea  of  Indian  and  European  manu- 
facture ; " 

and  will  the  Secretary  of  State  see  that 
effectually  carried  out  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST:  Yes,  Sir;  I  think 
that  is  what  I  said  last  year. 


WALES  — THE  TITHE  AGITATION  — 
CWM,  CO.  FLINT— ALLEGED  ASSAULT 
BY  AN  EMERGENCY  MAN. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  report  is  true 
that,  at  a  farm  named  Marian  Bach, 
situate  in  the  parish  of  Cwm,  in  the 
County  of  Flint,  during  a  settlement  of 
tithe  on  Thursday,  the  9th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, a  Mrs.  Davies,  wife  of  the  farmer, 
while  standing  in  her  own  doorway, 
was  either  struck  or  pushed  in  the 
breast  by  an  Emergency  man,  until  she 
reeled  backwards  and  fell ;  and  that  the 
Superintendent  in  charge  of  the  police 
had  to  take  him  by  the  collar  and  re- 
move him,  in  order  to  prevent  a  breach 
of  the  peace  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes ;  I 
have  received  a  Report  from  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Flintshire,  who  informs  me 
that  the  date  of  the  occurrence  was  the 
26th  of  January,  not  the  9th  of  Feb- 
ruary. He  states  that  not  one  of  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  Question  is 
founded  on  fact ;  but  that,  on  the  con- 
trary, the  Emergency  man  was  assaulted 
by  Mrs.  Davies,  who  rushed  at  him  and 
struck  at  him  with  a  thick  stick,  but  he 
parried  off  the  blow,  and  she  then  re- 
tired. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— HOUSE  OF  LORDS 

—APPEALS. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Return  showing  what 
Appeals  to  the  House  of  Lords  remain 
undecided,  and  giving  the  dates  when 
they  were  heard  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
There  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  any  neces- 
sity for  the  Return  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  I  may  add 
that  there  are  only  five  appeals  waiting 
for  judgpnent,  and  they  were  all  heard 
since  the  Long  Vacation .  The  only  case 
heard  before  the  Long  Vacation  has  to 
be  re-argued. 

ARMY— HORSE    BREEDING— REPORT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitohin) 
(for  Mr.  Chaplin)  (Lincolnshire,  Siea- 
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ford)  asked  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  Whether  the  Goyeroment 
will  undertake  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendation  contained  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Horse 
Breeding: — 

'<  That,  for  the  future,  in  the  statistics  of 
the  export  of  horses,  the  number  of  stallions, 
mares,  and  geldings,  shall  be  distinguished  and 
classified." 

Mr.  BUEDETT-C0UTT8  (West- 
minster) asked,  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  give  a  record  of  the  breeds 
to  which  the  exported  stallions  and 
mares  belonged  ? 

The  ohancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
E.) :  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Board 
of  Customs  on  the  subject  of  this  Ques- 
tion, and  am  able  to  say  that  the 
statistics  of  the  export  of  horses  will  in 
future  be  given  in  the  form  suggested 
by  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Horse 
Breeding.  With  regard  to  the  other 
Question  which  has  been  put  to  me,  I 
will  have  inquiry  made  as  to  whether  it 
is  possible  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

ARMY     PENSIONS- INVALIDED     SOL- 
DIERS. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  a  Bule  in  Her  Majesty's 
Service  that  a  soldier  who  has  served  2 1 
years,  or  is  discharged  as  invalided  a 
year  or  two  before  that  time  in  conse- 
quence of  ill-health  brought  on  by  lonff 
foreign  servioe,  is  entitled  to  the  fuU 
pension  of  11^.  per  day,  and  2d,  per 
day  extra  if  invalided  after  nine  years' 
Bervice  in  India;  whether  Peter  MacNee, 
late  of  the  21st  Scottish  Bifles,  is  so 
entitled  to  a  pension  of  Is,  \d,  per  day, 
having  served  altogether  19  years  and 
eight  months,  over  18  years  of  which 
be  served  in  India,  and  been  discharged 
as  invalided  in  consequence  of  general 
debility  caused  by  foreign  service ;  whe- 
ther, instead  of  being  granted  the  full 
pension  of  1«.  \d.  per  day,  to  which  he 
vras  entitled,  he  was  granted  on  discharge 
only  \9,  per  day  from  the  3rd  of  August, 
1887,  and  whether  this  was  amended 
and  reduced  on  the  23rd  of  November 
following  ioWd.  per  day ;  and,  whether 
the  War  Office  Authorities  will  recon- 
sider the  case  of  this  old  soldier,  who 
has  a  good  conduct  badge,  and  as  so 


long  served  Her  Majesty,  and,  but  for 
ill  health,  would  have  completed  his  full 
term? 

Thk  financial   SEORETABT, 

WAE  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodmok) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
Peter  MacNee  was  discharged  after  19 
years'  qualifying  service,  which  only  en- 
titles him  to  a  pension  oiWd,  a-day  under 
the  present  Regulations.  By  the  Regula- 
tions under  wluch  he  enlisted  his  pension 
would  have  been  smaller.  There  is  no 
provision  in  the  Royal  Warrant  for 
giving  2d,  a- day  extra  for  invaliding 
after  nine  years'  service  in  India.  I 
may  add  that  the  granting  of  pensions 
within  the  limits  of  the  Royal  Warrant 
rests  entirely  with  the  Oommissioners  of 
Ohelsea  Hospital. 

VENEZUELA  —  EXPULSION   OF  A 
BlilTISH  OFFICLA.L. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Oamlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a  Representa- 
tive, despatched  by  the  Governor  of  the 
Colony  of  British  Guiana  to  the  territory 
declared  by  the  Proclamation  of  last 
December  to  be  part  of  the  Colony,  was 
compelled  by  Venezuelan  authorities  to 
appear  before  an  official  at  Guaoipati, 
detained  for  some  days,  and  ordered  to 
leave  by  a  foreign  route ;  and,  if  so, 
what  action  will  be  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  resent  this  infraction  of 
British  rights  by  the  arrest  of  a  Colonial 
Representative  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
state  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Mr.  McTurk,  an  official 
of  British  Guiana,  was  sent  at  the  end 
of  last  year  to  ascertain  the  correctness 
of  reported  disturbances  in  the  Tumari 
district.  No  official  Report  of  his  jour- 
ney has  been  received ;  but  it  is  stated 
iu  a  local  newspaper  that  on  his  arrival 
at  El  Callao  he  was  stopped  by  the 
Venezuelan  authorities  and  required  to 
return  by  the  route  open  to  the  public. 
Mr.  McTurk  is  understood  to  be  on  his 
way  to  Trinidad,  and  we  must  await 
his  Report  before  forming  any  opinion 
upon  what  has  happened.  A  telegram 
has  been  sent  to  Trinidad  to  ascertain 
the  nature  of  his  Report.  The  district 
in  question  has  been  for  some  time  past 
in  dispute  between  this  country  and 
Venezuela.  The  obj  ect  of  the  Proclama- 
tion referred  to  was  to  safeguard  any 
British  rights  which  might  be  infringed 
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by  the  oonoession  for  a  railway  granted 
by  the  Rresident  of  Venezuela. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— COUNTY  COURTS. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  ChanceUor  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  at  Woodbridge,  on  the 
26th  of  September  last,  though  the 
summonses  were  returnable  at  11.30, 
the  Court  did  not  begin  to  sit  until 
nearly  2,  and  that  at  Stowmarket,  on 
the  5th  of  December,  the  Court,  though 
summoned  for  10,  did  not  commence 
till  12.30;  if  he  is  aware  that  at  Stow- 
market  only  nine  Courts  were  held  in  1 883, 
five  in  1884,  six  in  1885,  five  in  1886, 
and  seven  in  1887 ;  if  he  will  consult  the 
[Registrars  as  to  the  dates  of  the  fixtures 
of  County  Courts  in  Suffolk  during  the 
last  few  years ;  and,  if  he  will  give  in- 
structions that  monthly  Courts  shall  be 
held  in  pursuance  of  9  &  10  Vict.  c.  95, 
BS.  5,  6  r 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
hon.  Member  is  aware  that  I  have  no 
control  over  County  Courts.  All  that  I 
can  do  is  to  bring  the  allegations  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  This  I  have  done,  and  in- 
quiry is  being  made.  I  am  informed 
that  no  representations  have  reached 
the  Lord  Chancellor  that  more  frequent 
Courts  are  desired  in  Suffolk. 

CRIMINAL     LAW    AND     PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— STATISTICS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any,  and 
what,  statistics  relating  to  the  cases 
which  have  been  tried  under  **  The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887 ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
make  the  Return  continuous  ? 

Thk  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  We  purpose  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  almost  immediately,  the 
same  information  as  Earl  Spencer  gave 
after  the  Session  of  1883.  This  will 
contain  a  Return,  by  counties,  showing 
the  number  of  persons  proceeded  against 
for  each  class  of  offences  under  the  Act, 
together  with  the  results  of  theproceed- 
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ings  up  to  the  Slst  of  December,  1887. 
Had  the  form  in  which  it  has   been 

Erinted  been  convenient,  this  would  have 
een  on  the  Table  to-day ;  but  we  have 
had  to  send  it  back  to  Dublin  for  altera- 
tions. These  statistics  would,  in  ordi- 
nary course,  be  published  annually,  and 
I  see  no  reason  for  having  regular 
publications  at  more  frequent  intervals ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  cares  to  move  for  it 
at  the  proper  time,  so  as  to  g^t  a  review 
of  the  working  of  the  Act  during  the 
first  six  months  of  this  year,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  giving  it  to  him. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  say,  whether  the 
Return  will  show  the  names  of  the 
mag^trates  who  tried  the  cases  ? 
Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  No,  Sir. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  COUBT, 
KERRY— FAIR  RENTS. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  How  many  appliea- 
tions  to  fix  fair  rents  have  been  lodged 
with  the  Land  Commission  Court  for  six 
months  up  to  1st  February,  1888,  in  the 
County  Kerry ;  in  how  many  cases  have 
fair  rents  been  fixed  by  the  Courts 
during  the  period;  and,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  remove  the  block 
in  the  Land  Court  in  that  county,  and 
so  relieve  applicants  from  impending 
ruin? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habmah) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  during  the  period  named  1,105 
applications  were  lodged,  and  in  88 
cases  rents  have  been  fixed  in  County 
Kerry.  A  Sub-Commission  will  sit  in 
Kerry  during  the  month  of  ApriL 

TRADE     AND     COMMERCE— FORBIOIT 
COMPETITION-MR.  QIFFEN'S  REPORT. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  When  Mr.  OifiPen's  Beport 
and  Tables  relating  to  Foreign  Compe* 
tition  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers? 

The  PEESIDENT  fSir  Michah. 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.),  in  repl7» 
said,  the  Beport  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
printers,  and  it  would  be  oirculated  in 
a  few  days. 


MALTA  BOUNDARY  COMMISSIONERS- 
EXPENSES. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  ic  is  proposed 
that  the  expenses  of  the  Malta  Boun- 
dary Commissioners  shall  be  paid  by 
the  British  or  the  Maltese  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henby  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  Tbe  ex- 
penses of  the  Malta  Royal  Commission, 
which  amounted  to  a  little  over  £450, 
will  be  defrayed  from  Malta  Funds. 
The  Papers  about  to  be  distributed  will 
show  that,  in  addition  to  the  actual 
expenses  of  travelling  and  living,  Sir 
George  Bowen,  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, was  allowed  an  honorarium  at 
the  rate  of  £5  per  diem.  The  other 
Commissioner,  Sir  George  Baden- 
Fowell,  when  he  accepted  the  Commis- 
sionership,  declined  to  receive  any  re- 
muneration, as  being  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Papers  about 
to  be  presented  will  contain  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  discretion  and  ability 
with  which  the  Commissioners  dis- 
charged their  functions. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH  LIQUTS— 
THE  BULL  ROCK. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  during  the  Recess, 
tenders  were  received,  in  response  to 
advertisements  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Irish  Lights  inserted  in  the  newspapers, 
for  certain  lenses  and  other  apparatus 
for  the  new  lighthouse  at  Bull  Rock ; 
whether  the  tender  sent  in  by  Mr.  J.  R. 
Wigham,  for  Messrs.  Barbier  and  Co., 
of  Paris,  was  the  lowest  tender  received 
in  answer  to  that  advertisement ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Wigham's  and  Messrs.  Barbier's 
work  has  frequently  been  used  with 
satisfaction  by  the  Lighthouse  Authori- 
ties; whether  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Xiights  consequently  decided  to  accept 
Messrs.  Barbier's  tender;  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  interfered  and  inter- 
posed their  statutory  authority  for  the 
purpose  of  reversing  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  and 
caused  the  order  to  be  given  to  a  firm 
whose  tender  was  higher  than  that  sent 
in  by  Mr.  Wigham  on  behalf  of  Messrs. 
Barbier  and  Go. ;  whether  this  action  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  decided  on  at  a 
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full  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
grounds  on  which  the  action  of  the  Board 
was  based  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.)  :  Three 
tenders  for  the  supply  of  a  dioptric 
apparatus  for  the  Bull  Rock  Lighthouse 
were  submitted  in  September  last  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  their  statutory 
sanction.  The  lowest  tender  was  that 
of  Messrs.  Barbier  and  Fenestre,  of 
Paris,  amounting  to  £2,980.  The  next 
lowest  was  that  of  Messrs.  Chance 
Brothers  and  Company,  of  Birming- 
ham, amounting  to  £3,130.  The  Com- 
missioners recommended  the  acceptance 
of  the  lowest  tender.  My  Predecessor 
at  the  Board  of  Trade,  noticing  that 
this  tender  was  only  £150  below  that  of 
the  British  firm  of  Messrs.  Chance  and 
Co.,  and  that,  should  the  work  be 
carried  out  by  a  French  firm,  this  differ- 
ence would  be  liable  to  be  further  re- 
duced by  the  additional  expenses  to  be 
incurred  by  the  engineer  in  visiting 
France  to  inspect  the  work,  decided  that 
it  would  be  desirable  to  depart  from  the 
usual  custom  of  accepting  the  lowest 
trustworthy  tender,  and  to  place  the 
work  in  the  hands  of  the  British  firm. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— MURDER  OF  ELIZA- 
BETH OLIVER  AT  EAST  HULL. 

Mb.  GEOTEIAN  (Hull,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Elizabeth 
Oliver,  aged  13,  who  was  murdered  in 
East  Hull  on  the  8th  of  February, 
having,  according  to  the  medical  evi- 
dence, been  first  outraged ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
perpetrator  or  perpetrators  of  this  mur- 
der are  still  at  large,  he  will  recommend 
that  a  reward  be  offered  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  discovery  of  those  con- 
cerned in  this  outrage  and  murder  ? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case.  The  Home  Office  has  for 
some  years  past  discontinued  the  prac- 
tice of  offering  rewards  in  such  cases, 
on  the  ground  that  they  have  been 
found  by  experience  not  only  to  be  in- 
effectual towards  the  detection  of  crime, 
but  even  to  operate  prejudicially.    I  do 
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not  feel  justifiod  ia  departing  from  this 
practice  in  the  present  instance. 

GAMBLING  AOxS-PIUZE  DRAWING  AT 
STOKK-ON-TRENT. 

Captain  HEATHOOTE  (Stafford- 
shire, N.W.)  a^ked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  heen  called  to  the 
prohibition  of  a  prize  drawing  at  Stoke- 
on-Trent  ;  and,  whether,  when  such 
prohibition  was  issued,  he  was  aware 
that  this  prize  drawing  was  for  a 
charitable  object,  that  the  prizes  are  all 
voluntary  contributions,  and  that  the 
whole  of  the  proceeds  were  to  be  de- 
voted to  the  bene6t  of  Mrs.  J.  B.  Evans, 
a  widow,  who  is  now  in  straitened 
circumstances  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  My  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  fact  that  such 
a  lottery  was  about  to  take  place. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  was  obliged 
to  take  notice  of  an  act  illegal  and  for- 
bidden by  statute,  however  deserving 
of  sympathy  the  objects  of  the  lottery 
might  be.  I  accordingly  communicated 
with  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions, 
who  issued  his  usual  letter  of  warning 
to  the  persons  whose  names  appeared 
on  the  printed  prospectus. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PROCEEDINGS 
AT  RATHMORE  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  (Longford,  N.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  in  The  Cork  Herald,  of  10th 
February,  of  the  proceedings  at  Bath- 
more  Petty  Sessions,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  endeavoured 
to  secure  precedence  to  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  in  opposition  to  the  unpaid  magis- 
trates sitting  with  him ;  whether  the 
following  is  a  correct  report  of  a  portion 
of  the  proceedings : — 

*'Mr.  Roche:  The  local  magfistrates  did  not 
attend  for  two  months,  and  the  result  is  that 
the  OrimeB  Act  cases  have  been  delayed  by  the 
hearing  of  the  others. 

"  Mr.  Coltsman :  I  don*t  consider  that  the 
Orimes  Court  is  entitled  to  take  precedence  of 
the  ordinary  Petty  Sessions  Court. 

"Mr.  Leonard:  Neither  do  I. 

"  Mr.  Roche :  We  will  see  what  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  to  say  on  the  mattw. 
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'*  Mr.  Coltsman  :  I  must  enter  my  strongest 
protest  against  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Roche.  He 
endeavoured  to  intimidate  the  local  magistrates 
from  proceeding  with  the  ordinary  business  of 
the  Court,  and  he  has  threatened  Mr.  Leonard 
and  myself  with  the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  need 
scarcely  say  that  both  Mr.  Leonard  and  I  dis- 
regard this  threat,  and  we  will  do  what  we  con- 
sider our  duty ;  *' 

whether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
any  notice  of  the  language  of  Mr. 
Boche ;  if  Mr.  Roche  did  complain  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  what  reply  he  re- 
ceived ;  and,  what  power  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has,  and  under  what  statute,  to 
regulate  the  precedence  of  Petty  Ses- 
sions cases  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Duhlin  Uni- 
versity) :  My  attention  has  been  called, 
by  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  to  the  report  in  Tk«  Cork 
Herald  referred  to  in  the  Question.  I 
am  unable  to  state  whether  the  report 
is  accurate  in  every  particular ;  but  it  is 
the  fact  that  a  difference  of  opinion 
arose  between  the  members  of  the  Bench 
on  the  occasion  in  question  as  to  the 
order  in  which  the  business  before  the 
Bench  should  be  proceeded  with.  The 
Government  do  not  intend  to  take  any 
notice  of  what  occurred  on  that  occasion. 
Both  parties  represented  their  views  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  who,  however,  does 
not  regulate  the  precedence  of  cases 
before  Courts  of  Petty  Sessions.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  incident  has  now  com- 
pletely terminated. 

Mr,  DEASY:  May  I  ask— and  my 
Question  arises  out  of  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — whether 
he  will  not  consider  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
see  that  the  paid  magistrates — the  offi- 
cers under  the  direction  of  Dublin  Castle 
— are  not  permitted  to  intimidate  the 
unpaid  magistrates  ? 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  May  I  also  ask  whether 
Mr.  D.  Crouin  Coltsman  has  been  a 
magistrate  of  the  County  Kerry  for  45 
years,  and  whether  he  is  not  also  a 
deputy  lieutenant  for  that  county,  and 
also  a  large  landowner  in  that  county ; 
and,  whether  this  discussion  occurred  in 
open  Court,  and  whether  it  was  initiated 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  not  really 
aware  of  the  facts  with  reference  to 
Mr.  Coltsman.  The  facts  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  may  be  perfectly 
true,. 
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ALLOTMENTS     ACT,      1887   —  CROWN 
LANDS— COMPULSORY  PURCHASES. 

OoMMANDEB  BETHELL  (York,  E.  E.» 
Holderness)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  the 
Clauses  of  "The  Allotments  Act,  1887," 
with  reference  to  the  compulsory  pur- 
chase of  land,  can  be  put  in  force  against 
the  Grown,  where  the  Crown  is  the 
owner  of  the  lands  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
clauses  of  the  Allotments  Act  as  to  com- 
pulsory purchase  of  land  cannot  be  put 
in  force  against  the  Crown.  The  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Health  Act  and  of 
the  Lands  Clauses  Acts,  as  to  the  taking 
of  lands  compulsorily,  are  subject  to  the 
like  limitation. 

Mb.  H.  GAEDNEE  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  In  how  many  cases  have  the 
compulsory  clauses  of  the  Act  been  put 
into  force  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  No  application  has 
been  made  to  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

INDIA     (BENGAL)— WRECK     OF    THE 
"SIR  JOHN  LAWRENCE." 

CoMMAin)EB  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holderness)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  Eeport 
on  the  loss  of  the  steamer  Sir  John 
Lawrence^  addressed  by  the  Members  of 
the  Marine  Court  of  Inquiry  to  the  Go- 
vernment ofBengal,  which  Export  states, 
upon  the  evidence  given  in  the  inquiry, 
that  not  only  was  the  Sir  John  Lawrence 
carrying  more  than  her  proper  comple- 
ment of  passengers,  but  that 

"  Every  inducement  exists  for  the  captains, 
or  even  for  the  owners  of  the  vessels  engaged 
in  the  Chanobbally  trade,  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  opportunity  to  carry  more  than  the 
licensed  number  of  passengers;" 

"  That  the  method  of  survey  adopted  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Port  Commissioners  and 
Port  Officer  is  extremely  unsatisfactory,  and 
in  urgent  need  of  speedy  and  thorough  re- 
form ;  " 

and,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  whe- 
ther the  Government  of  Bengal  are 
taking  steps  to  correct  these  abuses  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  been  directed  to  the  Eeport  in 
question.  The  Government  of  Bengal 
has  already  taken  measures  with  a  view 


to  correcting  these  abuses.  It  has 
directed  the  Commissioner  of  Police  at 
Calcutta  and  the  Commissioner  of  Orissa 
to  report  fully  upon  the  whole  subject, 
with  a  view  to  the  introduction  of  more 
stringent  Eegulations. 

SEA  FISHERY  DEPARTMENT-TRAWL- 
ING  WITHIN  TERRITORIAL  WATERS. 

Mb.  EOWNTEEE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  the  Government  will  this 
Session  introduce  a  Bill  to  give  to  the 
Sea  Fishery  Department  powers  to  stop 
beam  trawling  within  territorial  waters 
on  the  English  coast,  where  it  is  desir- 
able so  to  do,  similar  to  the  powers 
already  enjoyed  by  the  Fishery  Boards 
of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland,  and  recom- 
mended for  adoption  in  England  by  the 
Parliamentary  Commission  of  1878, 
and  again  by  the  Eoyal  Commission  of 
1885  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.)  :  This  sub- 
ject is  only  part  of  the  general  question 
of  the  regulation  of  fisheries  within 
territorial  waters,  a  scheme  for  which  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  But  as  such  a  scheme 
would  involve  the  creation  of  Local 
Authorities  for  the  purpose,  I  think  it 
would  be  premature  to  introduce  a  Bill 
at  the  present  moment. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  a 
difference  of  opinion  did  not  exist  in 
Scotland  as  to  the  powers  of  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Board  to  stop  beam  trawling 
within  territorial  waters ;  and,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
an  inquiry  so  as  to  give  a  decisive 
opinion  on  the  subject? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodoxald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  :  Undoubtedly 
there  is  no  power  to  close  any  fishing 
within  the  territorial  waters  in  Scotland, 
except  where  the  authority  is  satisfied 
that  fishing  by  beam  trawling  there  is 
injurious  to  some  other  mode  of  fishing 
in  that  part  of  the  water ;  and  hitherto, 
as  I  understand,  nothing  has  been  done 
in  the  way  of  closing  up  any  fishings 
permanently.  They  have  only  been 
closed  by  way  of  experiment,  in  order 
to  see  whether  it  was  injurious. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  asked,  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  held  that  the  Fishery  Board 
had  power  to  stop  fishing  within  the 
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whole  territorial  waters  at  one  and  the 
same  time  ? 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  repHed, 
that  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  a  legal 
opinion  on  such  very  short  notice. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—POSTAL  ORDERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Has  he  adopted  any  of  the  suggestions 
for  the  remedying  the  anomaly  whereby 
the  commission  on  postal  orders  for  19«. 
Gd,  costs  more  than  postal  orders  for 
£1? 

ThePOSTMASTEE  GENEEAL(Mr. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  University) :  No, 
Sir.  Various  suggestions  with  this  ob- 
ject have  been  considered  by  my  Depart- 
ment ;  but  none  of  them  has  appeared 
completely  satisfactory. 

POST  OFFICE— POSTAL   CHARGES   AT 

8HANGHAL 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Has  he  taken  any  steps  to  remedy  the 
anomaly  of  the  English  Post  Office  at 
Shanghai  charging  100  per  cent  more 
for  the  postage  of  letters  to  England 
than  the  French  Post  Office  charges  for 
postage  of  letters  also  to  England  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEBAL(Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  can 
only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  I  gave  to  the  same  Question 
asked  by  Imn  on  the  22nd  of  March  last. 
I  then  said — 

**  In  the  case  referred  to,  the  French  Office 
does  not  incur  a  lo8a  in  sending  the  letters  by 
British  packets  for  21<^. ;  but  even  at  the  6d. 
rate  a  considerable  loss  is  incurred  by  the 
Britidi  Office,  because  it  has  to  pay  heavily, 
not  only  for  the  sea  service,  but  also  for  a 
roedal  train  service  across  Italy  and  France. 
Obviously,  any  reduction  of  the  British  postage 
would  involve  additional  loss.*' 

POST    OFFICE    CONTRACTS  —  THE 
AUSTRALIAN  MAILS. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  it  is  true  that  a  contract  has  been 
signed  for  seven  years  for  the  convey- 
ance  of  mails  to  and  from  Australia ;  if 
it  is  true  that  the  rate  of  speed  for  the 
mail  steamers  has  been  fixed  at  less 
than  12  knots  an  hour  during  the  next 
seven  years ;  is  he  aware  that  eight  out 
of  tlie  16  steamers  now  engaged  on  the 
contract  can  easily  steam  16  knots  an 
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hour,  and  some  of  them  in  bad  weather 
have  averaged  this  rate  of  speed  the 
whole  distance  to  Australia ;  and,  is  he 
aware  that,  even  going  on  what  is  known 
as  an  economical  consumption  of  coal, 
these  steamers  have  easily  accomplished 
a  14^  knot  speed  from  Australia  on 
several  occasions  during  the  past  few 
months  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Two 
such  contracts  have  been  entered  into, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament — 
one  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Steam  Navigation  Company,  and  the 
other  with  the  Orient  Steam  Navigation 
Company.  The  conditions  as  to  speed 
are  that  the  mails  shall  be  carried  (under 
penalties  for  overtime)  in  32  days  from 
Naples  to  Adelaide,  and  in  32^  days 
from  Brindisi  to  Adelaide,  including 
the  landing  of  mails  at  King  George's 
Sound,  and  all  other  stoppages  Uiat 
may  be  made  on  the  voyage.  Some  of 
the  steamers  which  will  be  employed  in 
this  service  will,  no  doubt,  be  faster 
than  others ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  con- 
tractors undertaking  a  mail  service 
under  heavy  penalties  for  overtime 
would  not  be  bound  by  the  time  pos- 
sible to  their  swiftest  ships.  Allowing 
for  stops,  the  average  running  speed 
under  these  contracts  may  be  reckoned 
at  about  12  knots. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  wished 
to  know,  whether  any  premium  was  given 
for  excess  of  speed  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  think  it  will  be  better 
to  defer  this  Question  until  the  contract 
is  on  the  Table. 

RIOTS,  &o.  (IRELAND)— ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE  AT  BELFAST. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  an  extraordinary  state- 
ment in  a  London  paper  called  The  SUtr, 
purporting  to  describe  a  ''revolting 
Orange  outrage,"  alleged  to  have  taken 
place  in  Belfast  on  Friday,  and  published 
in  that  evening's  paper ;  whether  there 
is  any  foundation  for  the  statement  that 
a  funeral  procession  was  attacked  by  the 
workers  in  the  mill  of  Messrs.  William 
Ewart  and  Sons;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  funeral  referred  to  happened 


1489 


Irish  Zand 


{Februabt27,  1888} 


Commission, 


1490 


to  pass  the  mill  when  the  workers  were 
crowding  in  from  dinner ;  and,  whether 
any  single  person  connected  with  the 
mill  molested  the  procession  in  the 
slightest  degree  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  have  not  seen  the  statement  in  the 
London  paper  referred  to;  but  I  have 
seen  reports  of  the  occurrence  in  The 
Belfast  Morning  News  and  in  The  Free- 
man^s  Journal,  These  reports  are,  ac- 
cording to  the  reports  of  the  local  Con- 
stabulaiy,  considerably  exaggerated ; 
but  I  regret  to  find  that  a  body  of  the 
mill  workers  were  guilty  of  the  disgrace- 
ful conduct  of  booing  at  and  groaning 
at  the  funeral  procession. 

THE  FOOD  SUPPLY— EXPORTATION  OP 

CATTLE,  &c.  PROM  THE  ARGENTINE 

REPUBLIC. 

Mr.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex,  Horn- 
sey)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  with  regard  to  the  bounties  on 
the  exportation  of  live  cattle  and  pre- 
served beef  and  mutton  from  the  Argen- 
tine Republic,  Whether,  for  reasons  and 
objects  similar  to  those  which  prompted 
his  intervention  on  behalf  of  the  sugar 
industry,  he  proposes  any  action  to  re- 
lieve the  struggling  and  depressed  agri- 
cultural industry  from  the  effects  of 
foreign  bounties  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  This  is, 
doubtless,  an  important  subject,  and  I 
have  already  given  directions  for  the 
latest  information  with  regard  to  it  to 
be  collected,  with  the  intention  of  sub- 
mitting it  to  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment and  the  Foreign  Office,  by  whom 
it  would  be  properly  considered.  But  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
circumstances  are  by  no  means  the  same 
as  existed  in  the  case  of  the  sugar 
bounties,  and  that  the  bounty  given 
by  the  Argentine  Republic  is  a  very 
small  one,  amounting  to  about  Is.  per 
cwt.  of  meat. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE- 
NUMBERS. 

M».  PtCKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  additions  have  been 
made  to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
since  August  last  ? 


The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  increase  to  the  strength  of  the 
Force  up  to  the  1st  of  August  last  was 
224. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-OOM. 
MISSION  FOR  COUNTY  DOWN. 

Mr.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact, 
as  published  in  The  Bfslfast  Northern 
Whig  of  the  23rd  instant,  that  the  Sub- 
Commission  for  the  County  of  Down  will 
sit  at  Newry  on  4th  April,  and  at  Ban- 
bridge  on  4th  May  next ;  whether,  con- 
sidering the  large  number  of  originating 
notices  to  fix  fair  rents  served  by  the 
tenants  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the 
Marquess  of  Downshire,  Colonel  Forde, 
and  Lord  Annesley,  in  the  Unions  of 
Newtownards  and  Downpatrick,  he  can 
now  state  on  what  dates  a  Sub- Commis- 
sion will  sit  to  hear  applications  from 
tenants  in  these  Unions ;  and,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  have  only  the  one  Sub- 
Commission  sitting  in  the  County  of 
Down? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  state 
that  a  Sub-Commission  for  County  Down 
will  sit  at  Banbridge  on  the  4th  April, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  dispose  of  the 
applications  from  the  north  side  of  the 
county.  The  sitting  at  Newry,  although 
at  present  fixed  for  the  1st  of  May,  will 
be  open  to  re-arrangement  as  occasion 
may  justify.  It  is  intended  to  have 
only  one  Sub-Commission  sitting  in  the 
County  Down. 

IRISH  LAND    COMMISSION— SUB-CO^r- 
MISSION  FOR  COUNTY  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
can  state  when  the  Sub-Commission  for 
County  Donegal  will  hear  the  fair  rent 
applications  entered  from  the  Union  of 
Stranorlar,  the  Union  of  Strabane,  and 
the  district  of  Dunfanaghy;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  largo  number  of 
tenants  residing  in  this  Union  had  their 
originating  notices  served  on  the  Land 
Commission  before  the  gale  day  at  No- 
vember last,  and,  although  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  the  reduced  rent  in  respect 
of  the  half-year  expiring  on  the  gale 
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day  next  previous  to  the  pasBing  of 
"  The  Irish  Land  Act,  1887,'^  they  will 
be  obliged  to  pay  the  old  rent  up  to  the 
date  of  the  aecision  of  the  Com- 
missioners ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SEOKETART  (Colonel  Kikg-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  on  the  14th  of  October  last  there 
were  but  nine  cases  unheard  in  the 
Stranorlar  Unien,  five  in  the  Strabane 
Union,  and  four  in  the  Dunfanaghy 
Union.  They  were  not  at  present 
in  a  position  to  say  when  the 
application  from  these  Unions  will  be 
heard.  The  Sub-Commission  which  has 
been  sitting  in  the  County  Donegal 
since  the  10th  of  January  continue  there 
until  the  end  of  April ;  but  its  time  will 
be  fully  occupied  oy  applications  from 
the  remaining  Unions  of  the  county,  all 
of  which  were  entered  prior  to  the  14th 
of  October.  As  regards  the  latter  por- 
tion of  the  Question,  it  is  to  be  observed 
that  where  a  tenant  has  made  application 
prior  to  the  gale  day  next  following  the 
passing  of  the  Act  quoted,  he  will  be 
entitled  to  deduct  any  over-payment  he 
may  have  made  for  the  half-year  ex- 
piring on  that  gale  day  upon  the  judicial 
rent  being  fixed. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Is  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  aware 
that  in  the  Union  of  Stranorlar  alone 
there  were  200  notices  lodged  in 
November  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN:  I  am 
not  aware  of  that. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -PETTY 
SESSIONS  COURT,  KANTURK-RE- 
FUSAL  OF  SUMMONS. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  If  it 
is  a  fact  that  a  young  man  jiamed 
Patrick  Hongan,  within  the  past  fort- 
night, applied  for  a  summons  to  the 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk  at  Kanturk  against 
Constable  Egan  of  that  town,  ana  that 
the  clerk  refused  to  issue  a  summons 
without  the  directions  of  a  magistrate ; 
whether  Hoxigan  then  applied  to  Mr, 
Crawford,  J. P.,  who  refused  to  grant  a 
summons  until  Hongan  went  before  the 
Petty  Sessions  Bench  and  formally 
there  applied  for  same;  whether  Mr. 
Crawford,  at  Kanturk  Petty  Sessions, 
on  Saturday  last,  the  18th  instant, 
stated  from  the  Bench  that  it  was  always 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


the  custom  not  to  issue  summonses 
against  policemen  without  the  sanction 
of  the  Bench ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
legal  foundation  for  suoh  a  custom  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  facts  are  correctly  stated 
in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  in  refusing  to 
issue  a  summons  under  the  circum- 
stances mentioned  in  the  Question  with- 
out the  direction  of  a  magistrate,  was 
acting  not  merely  in  accordance  with 
custom,  but  in  pursuance  of  instructions 
which  he  had  received  from  a  full  Bench 
of  Magistrates.  Under  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions Act  it  is  the  duty  of  the  clerk  to 
issue  summonses  under  the  direction  of 
the  Justices ;  and  it  is  quite  competent 
to  the  Justices  to  giye  any  directions 
which  they  may  think  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  process  of  the 
Court  from  abuse. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION -THE  LORD 

LIEUTENANT'S  COUNTY  DOWN 

TENANTS. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E,)  (for  Mr. 
M'Cartan)  (Down,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  with  a  view  to  make  a 
settlement  with,  or  to  sell  their  holdings 
at  20  years'  purchase,  to  his  County 
Down  tenants,  extended  the  time  within 
which  they  could  make  applications  to 
have  fair  rents  fixed  and  be  entitled  to 
the  reduction  on  the  half-year's  rent  due 
at  1st  November  last,  as  provided  by  the 
fifth  section  of  *'  The  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887  ;  "  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  originating  notices  to  fix  fair 
rent  were  served  on  the  Land  Commis- 
sion by  the  tenants  of  His  Excellency 
between  the  ;31st  of  October  last  and 
the  1st  of  February  instant  ;  whether 
notices  were  served  on  the  tenants  who 
had  not  made  application  to  the  Court, 
offering  20  per  cent  reduction  on  the  old 
rents;  and,  whether,  considering  that 
there  are  upwards  of  4,000  applications 
at  present  entered  for  hearing  in  the 
County  of  Down,  and  that  one  Sub- 
Commission  could  not  dispose  of  all  these 
cases  for  years,  he  will  now  consider  the 
desirability  of  having  a  new  Sub-Com- 
mission appointed  for  the  County  of 
Down? 

The  PARLIAMENTART  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiKO-HAmiCAir} 
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(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  I  hardly  understand  the  inquiry 
contained  in  the  first  paragraph.  In 
order  that  the  tenants  should  be  entitled 
to  the  reduction  on  the  half-year's  rent 
due  the  1st  of  November,  the  Act  re- 
quires  that  the  application  should  have 
been  made  before  that  date.  If  a  land- 
lord desires  to  give  his  tenants  the  bene- 
fit of  any  reduction  made  in  cases  in 
which  they  made  application  after  the 
1st  of  November,  and  allow  them  an 
abatement  on  the  six  months'  rent  to 
that  date,  it  is  altogether  a  matter  of 
personal  arrangement.  I  am  not,  how- 
ever, aware  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  hav- 
ing done  so.  The  number  of  originating 
notices  referred  to  in  the  second  para- 
graph was  19.  I  have  no  knowledge  as 
regards  the  third  paragraph.  The  num- 
ber of  applications  from  the  County 
Down  is  3, 645.  The  Land  Commissioners 
will  consider  whether  any  course  can  be 
adopted  to  effect  the  hearing  of  these 
cases  within  a  reasonable  time. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  —  SPECIAL 
REPORT  SCHEDULES. 

Mb.    DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  (for  Mr. 
M'Cartan)  (Down,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Special  Beport  of  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission, dated  3rd  January,  1888,  and 
presented  to  the  House  on  Wednesday 
last,    does    not   contain   copies  of  the 
Schedule   and  Supplemental  Schedule 
referred  to  therein  ;  whether,  considering 
the  numerous  complaints  that  the  re- 
ductions made  by  the  Land  Commission 
were  by  no  means  commensurate  with 
the  fall  in  the  prices  of  produce,  and 
that  the  same  machinery  has  to  be  re- 
sorted  to  for   1888  and   1889,  he  will 
give  a  Betum  of  Copies  of  these  Sche- 
dulesy  with  the  answers  given  thereon 
by   the   scrutineers;  whether  the  sug- 
gestion, No.  1,  made  in  the  Letter  of 
the    Land  Commission  of  the  25th  of 
August,  and  copy  of  which  is  appended 
to  the  Special  Eeport,  has  been  in  any 
instance  carried  out  by  the  scrutineers ; 
and,   if  so,  in  what  Unions  differences 
have  been  made  in  the  revision  of  judicial 
rents  by  reason  of  "  one  portion  being  a 
xxiountain  and  the  other  portion  a  low- 
land  district;''  whether  he  can  state 
the  neuxies  of  the  persons  in  the  County 
of  Down  with  whom  "  the  Supplemen- 
tal Sohedttles  on  thin  paper,"  referred 


to  in  Suggestion  No.  2,  were  left  to  be 
filled,  as  directed,  '^  at  the  request ''  of 
the  scrutineers;  and,  whether  he  can 
mention  at  what  dates  respectively  the 
scrutineers  for  the  County  of  Down  were 
instructed  to  have  their  Schedules  and 
Supplemental  Schedules  filled  up  and 
returned  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECBETAEY  (Colonel  Kinq-Haeman) 
(£ent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  am  aware  of  the  circumstances 
mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph.  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  no  objection  to  furnish  copies 
of  the  Schedules  referred  to,  and  which 
they  state  were  at  the  time  communi- 
cated to  the  public  Press.  They  cannot, 
however,  undertake  to  give  the  answers 
furnished  by  their  scrutineers,  nor  the 
names  of  the  persons  in  the  County 
Down  with  whom  the  Supplemental 
Schedules  were  left.  The  Beturns  of 
the  scrutineers  did  indicate,  in  most 
instances,  the  characteristics  of  the 
Union  dealt  with,  as  regarded  its  moun- 
tain and  lowland  districts.  The  scruti- 
neers were  directed  to  return  their 
Schedules  and  Supplemental  Schedules 
as  soon  as  they  should  have  obtained 
the  information  called  for. 

RATING  ASSESSMENTS  —  EXEMPTION 
OF  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS, 

Mb.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
any  Bill  to  be  introduced  this  Session, 
to  provide  for  the  removal  of  the  exist- 
ing exemption  of  lunatic  asylums  from 
the  ordinary  assessment  for  rating  pur- 
poses, which  relieves  the  county  at  the 
expense  of  the  particular  parish  in  which 
the  asylum  is  situate  ? 

Thb  PIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
Government  do  not  propose  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  assessment  of 
rates  on  lunatic  asylums ;  but  an  oppor- 
tunity will  arise  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  raise  the  question  when  the  Lunacy 
Acts  Amendment  Bill  is  before  the 
House. 

THE  ROYAL  FAMILY— ADDITIONAL 

GRANTS. 

Mr.  E.  BOBEBTSON  (Dundee) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  still  adhere 
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to  the  undertaking  given  by  the  Go- 
yernment  of  the  aay  in  1885,  not  to 
propose  any  new  grants  to  Members  of 
the  Eoyal  Family  until  the  whole  subject 
has  been  considered  by  a  Committee  of 
this  House  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  As  I  do 
not  apprehend  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  propose  any  new  grants 
to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family  at  any 
very  early  date,  I  think  it  inadvisable 
to  enter  into  any  engagement  with  the 
Ilouse  with  regard  to  what  may  pos- 
sibly be  remote  contingencies;  and  I 
must  refer  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  the  answers  I  gave  to  him  and 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone) 
last  Monday  with  reference  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  asked,  whether 
the  House  was  to  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  that  the 
Government  did  not  depart,  and  did  not 
intend  to  depart,  from  the  understand- 
ing given  in  1885  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  answered 
the  Question  already,  both  last  Monday 
and  to-day.  I  cannot  vary  my  answer 
in  the  slightest  de<2:ree. 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  that  his 
Question  was,  whether  the  Government 
still  adhered  to  the  understanding  given 
by  the  Government  of  the  day  in  1885, 
not  to  propose  any  new  grants  to  Mem- 
bers of  ihe  Royal  Family  until  the 
whole  subject  had  been  considered  by  a 
Committee  of  that  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able 
to  accept  the  view  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  Government 
of  1885  did  enter  into  any  such  under- 
taking. But,  whether  that  is  so  or  not, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  give  any  such 
undertakinfl;  with  reference  to  what  I 
believe  to  be  remote  contingencies.  I 
have  stated  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment think  it  right  to  follow. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  —  AMENDMENTS  TO 
QUESTION  FOR  SECOND  READING 
—  PAROCHIAL  BOARDS,  &c.  BILL 
—CROFTERS,  &c.  BILL. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  Mr.  Speaker,  Whether  the  Paro- 
chial Boards  Bill,  the  second  reading  of 
which  was  merely  negatived  on  Wed- 
nesday without  the  Amendment  ''this 
day  six  months"  being  carried,  could 

Mr.  E,  BoherUon 


be  put  down  again  for  a  second  read- 
ing? 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 
put  a  similar  Question  with  regard  to 
the  Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
(1886)  Amendment  Bul. 

Mr.  speaker  :  With  regard  to  the 
Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill,  the 
second  reading  of  which  was  negatived 
on  Wednesday  last,  the  position  is  this — 
inasmuch  as  no  Amendment  was  moved 
''that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months,"  and  all  the  House 
determined  was  "  that  the  Bill  be  not 
now  read  a  second  time,"  it  is  therefore 
competent  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
set  up  the  Bill  again  and  put  it  down  for 
a  second  reading  on  a  future  day.  The 
same  Rule  applies  to  the  Crofters'  Hold- 
ings (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment 
Bill,  the  circumstances,  if  I  recollect, 
being  identically  the  same. 

TURKEY— THE  DARDANELLES- 
ALLEGED  PURCHASE  OP  AN  ISLAND. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is, 
Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment in  a  leading  article  in  Le  Tfmpt 
newspaper,  that  Her  Majesty's  Gh>veni- 
ment  have  procured  or  asked  from  the 
Turkish  Government  the  cession  of  a 

Eort  or  of  an  Island  in  the  neighbour- 
ood  of  the  Dardanelles  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
answering  my  hon.  Friend.  There  is 
no  foundation  whatever  for  that  state- 
ment, or  for  any  of  the  other  statements 
in  the  article  in  question. 

THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE, 
1888  — RULE  1  (SITTINGS  OF  THE 
HOUSE). 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cli£fe) :  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  you, 
Sir,  on  a  point  of  Order,  in  reference  to 
the  new  Rule  which  was  passed  on 
Friday.  I  wish  to  know  whether,  under 
the  new  Rule,  no  Notice  of  opposition 
to  a  Bill  or  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  under 
the  halt-past  12  o'clock  Rule  will  take 
place  unless  the  opposition  comes  from 
an  hon.  Member  in  his  place  ? 

Mr.  SPEAE:ER  :  As  I  read  the  Re- 
solution passed  by  this  House  on  Friday 
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last,  its  purport  appears  to  be  this — that 
after  12  o'clock  it  is  sufficient  to  retard 
the  further  progress  of  any  Bill  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  say  ''  I  object."  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  half-past  12 
Sule  has  been  abolished;  but  it  has 
certainly  fallen  into  desuetude,  or  will 
fall  into  desuetude,  by  the  operation  of 
the  Rule  which  was  passed  on  Friday 
last.  But  if  half-past  12  o'clock  be 
reached  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  Bule,  in  regard  to  what  is  called  a 
Blocking  Motion,  would  not  come  into 
operation;  but,  as  the  hon.  Member 
will  observe,  it  is  sufficient  after  12  to 
stop  the  further  progress  of  a  Bill  by 
an  hon.  Member  objecting  to  the  time 
at  which  it  is  proposed  to  bring  it  on. 

THE  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  with  reference  to  the  Vote  for 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Travelling 
Expenses  of  Besident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  Whether  he  could  see  his  way 
to  postpone  the  consideration  of  that 
Vote,  inasmuch  as  there  were  two  or 
three  Votes  before  it  which  he  was  in- 
formed would  give  rise  to  considerable 
discussion,  and  then  they  could  hardly 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  the  Irish  Vote 
in  a  small  portion  of  one  night's  Sitting  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  think 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe,  and 
hope,  that  the  Votes  preceding  Vote  28, 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  will 
not  take  up  much  time,  as  they  are  not 
of  a  contentious  character,  and  I  trust 
that  this  particular  Vote  may  be  reached 
at  a  very  early  hour,  leaving  ample  time 
for  its  discussion.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
is  aware  that  unless  the  Votes  on  the 
Paper  are  got  through  at  this  Sitting  it 
wiU  be  impossible  for  me  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Sir  Oharles  Bussell) 
on  Thursday  next.  I  am  exceedingly 
desirous  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  to  bring  on  the  Motion ;  but  if 
Supply  is  not  finished  to-night  it  would 
be  necessary  to  continue  it  on  Thurs- 
day. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  to  say  that  if  the 
other  Votes  take  considerable  time  there 
will  be  another  opportunity  found  for 
discussing  tiiis  Vote 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  the  only 
Vote  on  which  we  expect  considerable 
discussion. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Is  there  not  prolonged 
discussion  expected  on  the  Chamberlain 
Vote? 

An  hon.  Mbmbeb:  That  comes  on 
after  the  Irish  Vote. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
rPaddtngton,  S.):  Oan  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  state  to  the  House  definitely 
when  the  Army  and  Na^  Estimates 
will  be  laid  before  the  House;  also 
when  the  printed  Paper  setting  forth 
the  usual  Statement  will  be  furnished  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  the  Army  Estimates 
will  be  distributed  on  Thursday,  and  I 
trust  the  Navy  Estimates  will  be  ready 
on  Friday  or  Saturday.  The  Army 
Estimates  will  be  proceeded  with  on 
Monday  next.  The  Navy  Estimates 
will  follow  on  Thursday,  if  it  is  possible 
to  do  so. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL : 
As  to  the  Supplementary  Estimates  to 
come  on  to-night,  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether,  as  to  the  Vote  of  £18,000  for 
New  Guinea,  any  money  has  already 
been  expended  by  the  Treasury  under 
that  head  ? 

Thf  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  No, 
Sir. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Why  is  it  put  down  in  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Because  it  is  neces- 
sary to  make  provision  in  the  financial 
year  for  expenditure  which  is  intended 
to  come  within  the  year. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked,  was  it  intended  to  take  the 
Army  Estimates  on  Monday  on  short 
notice  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  My  experience 
is  that  they  generally  have  been  taken 
on  short  notice.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  aware  that  there  has  been  con- 
siderable delay  with  regard  to  the  Esti- 
mates. It  is  proposed  to  take  the 
debate  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Monday  next  on  the  Arm}' 
Estimates. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  when  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
would  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
gave  Notice  that  he  should  move  to 
reduce  Vote  1  by  £3,900  (Mr,  Chamber- 
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Iain's  Mission),  and  a  further  reduction 
on  a  subsequent  Vote  relating  to  Jubilee 
expenses  oi  £5,658. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  T. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICES    (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  1887-8). 

SrpPLT — eonsidsred  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — Public  Wobks  and 
Buildings. 

(1.)  £13,000,  Supplementary,  Public 
Buildings,  Ireland. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
appreciate  the  value  of  these  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  with  copies  of  the 
original  Estimates  to  which  they  were 
Supplementary  being  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members.  He  had  found  on  in- 
quiry at  the  Vote  Office  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  copy  to  be  obtained.  He  had, 
however,  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  copy, 
and  on  looking  at  it  he  found  that  the 
figures  given  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  did  not  agree  with  those 
which  appeared  in  the  original  Esti- 
mate. The  original  Estimate  was  for 
£62,000  odd  for  National  Education 
Buildings;  whereas  the  sum  now  put 
down  in  the  present  Vote  as  the  original 
Estimate  was  £59,478.  He  desired  to 
ask  one  or  two  questions  in  regard  to 
this  particular  Vote,  which  was  one  that 
had  come  before  the  Public  Accounts' 
Committee  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
and  after  subjecting  it  to  a  detailed 
examination  the  result  had  invariably 
been  unsatisfactory.  Last  year  the 
Committee  were  assisted  by  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  found  that  several  irregulari- 
ties had  occurred  during  the  financial 
year  then  under  discussion.  The  Eepre- 
sentative  of  the  Treasury  who  appeared 
before  the  Committee  was  utterly  un- 
able to  give  any  explanation  of  the 
relations  between  the  Treasury  itself 
and  the  Boiurd  of  Works  in  Ireland 
with  respect  to  the  expenditure  of  pub- 
lic money.  The  Treasury  official,  how- 
ever, admitted  that  certain  irregularities 
had  taken  place  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
of  Works.  Hon.  Members  might  sup- 
pose on  looking  at  this  Supplementary 
&rtimate  that  there  was  some  unforeseen 

Mr,  Zabauchere 


expenditure  to  be  met  in  the  financial 
year  amounting  to  £18,000.  Accord- 
ing to  the  original  Estimate,  it  would 
appear  that  the  whole  amount  for  the 
year  was  £75,478 ;  but  that  sum  had 
been  reduced  by  £13,000,  showing  an 
apparent  economy  to  the  extent  of 
£13,000.  There  could  not  be  a  more 
misleading  case.  The  economy  effected 
in  the  Vote  figured  last  year  at  the  sum 
of  £13,000;  but  the  Committee  were 
now  told  that  the  grants  for  ordinary 
literary  schools,  in  addition  to  a  Vote  of 
£35,000,  were  re<juired  to  the  extent  of 
£13,000,  that  bemg  precisely  the  sum 
which  they  stated  to  have  been  saved. 
In  fact,  this  Supplementary  Estimate 
wiped  away  the  whole  of  the  economy 
effected  last  year  in  this  Department. 
The  whole  Estimate  was  based  on  a 
system  which  had  nothing  to  say  for  it- 
self in  respect  of  real  economy ;  but  it 
was  calculated  to  mislead  and  delude 
the  Committee  of  Supply.  The  Public 
Accounts'  Committee  on  many  occasions 
had  found  it  necessary  to  consider  the 
irregularities  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  and  the  fact  that  they  were  in 
the  habit  of  spending  large  sums  of 
money  without  the  Treasury  knowing 
anything  of  the  matter  until  months 
after  the  expenditure  had  been  incurred. 
At  present  he  would  content  himself  by 
asking  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  whether  this 
sum  of  £13,000  represented  the  sum 
which  was  put  down  last  year  as  a  saving? 
Sir  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  he  was  always  afraid 
that  any  proposal  to  save  money  upon 
Irish  Votes  was  only  made  the  means  of 
simply  throwing  good  money  after  bad. 
They  had  been  given  to  understand 
lately  that  the  financial  authorities  of 
the  Government  were  about  to  take 
steps  to  minimize  as  much  as  possible 
the  Supplementary  Estimates.  There 
were  unusually  favourable  circumstances 
why  that  should  have  been  done  this 
year,  seeing  that  there  was  no  appre- 
hension of  war,  and  no  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  the  Naval  and  Military 
Services.  So  far,  however,  from  the 
Department  having  taken  the  trouble  to 
avoid  Supplementary  Estimates,  they 
had  come  to  the  House  to  ask  it  to 
pass  Votes  greater  in  number  than 
ever.  The  Civil  Service  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  would  be  found  to 
be  a  fat  volume — a  good  deal  more 
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numerouB  than  in  previous  years.  Some 
of  the  items  were  ridiculously  small  in 
amount;  in  one  instance  he  saw  that 
the  amount  to  be  voted  was  only  £1. 

The  chairman  of  WATS  and 
MEANS  (Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
referring  to  Estimates  which  were  not 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
felt  that  he  had  gone  somewhat  beyond 
the  consideration  of  the  present  Vote. 
He  thought,  however,  it  was  a  lament- 
able fact  that  the  Departments  were  not 
able  to  out  their  coat  according  to  their 
cloth. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) : 
I  am  precluded  by  your  ruling,  Sir, 
from  following  the  hon.  Gentleman 
into  the  Vote  of  £1  that  becomes  neces- 
sary on  the  Bankruptcy  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  on  this  occasion  are  not, 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  described,  '^a 
fat  volume."  They  are  by  no  means  as 
large  this  year  as  they  have  been  in  pre- 
vious years.  [Sir  George  Campbell  :  I 
said  more  numerous.]  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  examine  them,  I  am  sure  he 
will  find  that  they  are  fewer  in  number 
and  considerably  smaller  in  amount  than 
they  have  ever  been  on  any  previous 
occasion.  The  Supplementary  Estimates 
this  year  are  about  £180,000,  whereas 
last  year  they  amounted  to  £515,000. 
That  shows,  I  think,  that  great  care  and 
effective  control  have  been  exercised  by 
the  Department,  and  the  Department 
itself  may  take  credit  for  the  examina- 
tion to  which  the  Estimates  were  sub- 
jected before  they  were  presented  to 
Parliament  last  year.  As  to  the  control 
exercised  over  the  expenditure,  I  think 
there  has  been  a  greater  improvement 
in  the  administration  than  ever  charac- 
terized the  previous  Estimates.  There 
is  another  point  which  touches  one  of 
the  questions  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
— not  one  of  these  Estimates  would  have 
been  evaded,  and  the  fact  that  they  have 
been  so  little  exceeded  in  amount  is  due 
to  the  action  of  the  Department,  and 
those  responsible  for  examining  the  Esti- 
mates as  originally  sent  in.  In  answer 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal,  I  find  the  first  objection 
which  he  took  was  on  comparing  the 


original  Estimate  with  the  amount  now 
required  in  the  shape  of  Supplementary 
Estimates.  The  discrepancy  between 
the  original  Estimate  and  the  statement 
which  now  appears  in  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate  is  accounted  for  in  this 
way.  The  hon.  Member  will  remember 
that  last  year  there  was  a  proposal  to 
take  £3,000  for  the  Ulster  Canal.  The 
House  of  Commons  decided  to  strike 
that  item  out,  and  consequently  the 
original  Estimate  was  reduced  by 
£3,000,  which,  it  will  be  found,  re- 
presents exactly  the  difference  between 
the  original  Estimate  and  the  state- 
ment given  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate. The  total  sum  for  new  works 
and  alterations  was  £62,478  in  the 
original  Estimate,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
£3,000  were  asked  for  the  Ulster  Canal. 
With  regard  to  this  very  item,  I  may 
point  out  that  the  reduction  of  the  gene- 
ral Vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Supplementary  Estimate  which  is  pre- 
sented on  this  occasion;  because  the 
hon.  Member,  if  he  refers  to  the  original 
Estimate,  will  find  that  the  sum  taken 
for  grants  for  ordinary  literary  schools 
was  £35,000.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
expenditure  proved  to  be  more  than 
£35,000,  and  the  £13,000  the  Com- 
mittee are  now  asked  to  vote  is  the 
amount,  with  certain  savings  on  the 
general  Vote,  which  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  in  order  to  make  up  the  amount 
expended  on  the  National  literary 
schools.  The  fact  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  sum  of  £13,000 
now  asked  for  represents  the  reduction 
on  the  Estimate  as  compared  with 
1886-7,  is  a  mere  accidental  coinci- 
dence. These  grants  are  dependent 
upon  the  progpress  which  has  been  made 
upon  the  building  of  schools  to  which 
the  grants  are  applied,  and  the  favour- 
able weather  in  the  past  year  enabled 
greater  progress  to  be  made  with  the 
buildings  than  had  been  expected. 
It  is  rather  difficult  to  estimate  be- 
forehand how  much  in  a  particular 
year  the  Treasury  may  be  called  upon 
to  grant.  I  hope  I  have  shown  that 
there  is  no  discrepancy  between  the 
original  Estimate  and  this  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate;  and,  further,  that  the 
cutting  down  of  the  works  estimated  on 
a  former  occasion  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  sum  the  Committee  are  now  asked 
to  pass.  The  two  questions  are  entirely 
distinct,  and,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  it 
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appears  that  more  has  been  spent  this 
year  than  is  generally  spent ;  but  it  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  Treasury  that  there 
should  have  been  an  excess  this  year.  I 
can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  every 
oare  will  bo  taken  to  prevent  a  reour- 
renoe  in  future  of  the  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things  which  has  been  com- 
plained of. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
May  I  be  allowed  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  whether  the  Board  of 
Works  can  spend  money  on  these  schools 
without  the  assent  of  the  Treasury  ?  I 
apprehend  that  they  cannot ;  but  that 
any  expenditure  beyond  the  Estimate 
must  have  obtained  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury.  I  want  to  know  whether  that 
is  not  the  case  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes ;  but  I  think  I 
can  satisfy  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Trea- 
sury,  as  far  as  possible,  took  every  pre- 
caution they  could.  [Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  made  a  remark  which  was 
inaudible.]  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
will  allow  me  to  answer  the  question  in 
my  own  way  as  far  as  I  can.  I  must 
first  state  to  the  Committee  how  the 
matter  stands  and  how  these  grants  are 
made.  The  grants  are  made  to  the  ex- 
tent of  two- thirds  of  the  estimated  cost 
of  building  schools  in  Ireland.  Applica- 
tions are  sent  to  the  National  Education 
Commissioners  in  Ireland,  by  whom  the 

f  rants  are  made.  They  have,  in  the 
rst  instance,  to  give  their  approval  to 
every  scheme  for  the  erection  of  schools, 
and  the  grants  are  made  to  them.  Plans 
are  sent  to  the  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
Board  of  Works  are  charged  with  the 
duty  of  paying  the  money  which  has 
been  granted  by  the  National  Education 
Commissioners.  The  Board  of  Works 
m.akes  the  payments  from  time  to  time  on 
the  certificate  of  the  architect  and  sur- 
veyor that  a  certain  amount  of  work  has 
been  done,  and  certain  amounts  become 
payable.  Towards  the  end  of  last  year 
I  went  over  to  Dublin,  and  in  the  course 
of  my  investigation,  I  found  that  the 
amount  of  money  that  had  been  voted 
by  Parliament  for  these  services  had 
been  exhausted.  [  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  : 
'What  month?]  In  December.  I  at 
once  caused  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the 
Education  Commissioners  drawing  their 
attention  to  the  fact,  and  pointing  out 
that  no  more  money  was  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Treasury  for  the  financial  year. 
The  consequence  of  that  was  that  a  stop 
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was  put  to  the  payments  by  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  no  furthur  payments 
were  made  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury.  I  think  that  is  an  answer  to 
the  noble  Lord's  question  as  to  whether 
the  Board  of  Works  spent  the  money 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury. 
I  have  pointed  out  that  the  Board  of 
Works  aid  not  spend  money  without  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury,  and  I  will  now 
explain  why  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
was  given.  These  schools  for  which 
grants  have  been  sanctioned  are  spread 
all  over  Ireland.  The  sanction  to  their 
erection  is  first  given  by  the  National 
Education  Commissioners,  and  subse- 
quently by  the  Board  of  Works.  It 
would  entail  extreme  hardship  if,  after 
the  grants  have  been  made,  and  the 
buildings  have  made  progress  in  the  be- 
lief that  under  the  conditions  of  the  grant, 
the  money  expended  would  be  repaid,  it 
would  entail  extreme  hardship  to  arrest 
their  progress,  and  moreover  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  do  so.  I  have  called 
the  attention  both  of  the  Board  of  Works 
and  of  the  National  Education  Commis- 
sioners to  this  matter  in  such  a  way  that 
I  believe  in  future  the  making  of  these 
grants  will  be  placed  on  a  better  footing ; 
but  I  do  not  feel  that  the  Treasury 
would  be  justified  in  repudiating  them, 
because  they  would  have  been  re- 
pudiating what  was  a  distinct  contract 
entered  into  between  the  National 
Education  Commissioners  and  the  Board 
of  Works  on  making  these  grants.  If 
economy  is  to  be  effected,  it  must  be  on 
the  original  granting  of  the  money, 
more  than  upon  the  Estimates.  The 
money  which  becomes  payable  this 
year  is  not  the  money  granted  this  year. 
A  portion  of  the  money  expended  this 
year  was  granted  in  1884-5,  a  further 
portion  in  1835-6,  and  a  third  portion  in 
1886-7.  It  must  necessarily  be  that  the 
payment  of  the  money  and  the  build- 
of  the  schools  must  follow  at  some  con- 
siderable period  subsequent  to  that  on 
which  the  grant  was  made.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  touched  slightly  upon  what 
has  been  a  difficulty  in  the  past.  I 
think  there  has  been  a  misunderstanding 
as  to  the  power  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  to  act  separately  and 
independently  of  the  action  of  the  Board 
of  Works.  I  can  safely  say  that  in 
future  the  Estimates  will  be  framed  in 
conjunction  with  and  upon  the  approval 
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of  the  National  Education  Oommis- 
flioners,  and  we  shall,  as  far  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  so,  limit  the  grants  within 
the  year's  Estimate  so  as  to  prevent 
any  excess  in  a  future  year.  I  do  not 
say  that  that  will  be  possible  next 
year,  because,  now  that  the  question 
has  been  raised,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
be  perfectly  frank  with  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  I  may  tell  them  that  when 
I  went  to  Dublin  and  discovered  this 
fact — that  not  only  had  the  grant  of 
last  year  been  exhausted,  that  not  only 
had  the  Board  of  Works  no  more  money 
at  their  disposal,  but  that  grants,  which 
in  the  ordinary  course  will  and  must  be 
met  before  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
had  been  made  by  the  Education  Oom- 
missioners  in  excess  of  the  provision 
made  by  Parliament.  Immediately  this 
was  discovered,  I  determined  to  put  the 
system  upon  some  better  footing;  but 
that  is  too  late  now.  If  the  House  of 
Oommons  is  anxious  to  say  that  the 
system  of  making  grants  for  these 
buildings  by  the  National  Education 
Oommissioners  from  day  to  day  and 
week  to  week  shall  be  stopped,  then  of 
course  Parliament  has  the  power  to  do 
that,  and  will  take  the  responsibility 
upon  themselves.  But  as  the  matter 
stands  at  present,  I  do  not  think  the 
Treasury  has  power  to  interfere  with  any 
of  the  grants  already  made,  and  I  think 
I  have  shown  my  noble  Friend  that  I 
have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  I  can,  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  present  condition  of 
things.  My  noble  Friend  referred  to  the 
way  in  which  this  Estimate  is  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  to  what  I  said  about 
the  Ulster  Oanal.  Now,  the  amount  which 
appears  in  the  original  Estimate  of  the 
year  for  the  Ulster  Canal  was  struck 
out,  and  that  accounts  for  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  amount  stated  in 
the  original  Estimate  and  the  amount 
which  now  appears  in  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate.  If  my  noble  Friend  will 
refer  to  sub-head  B,  he  will  find  that  it 
covers  various  items  besides  grants  for 
ordinary  literary  schools,  and  unless  you 
are  to  have  separate  Estimates,  I  do 
not  see  how  you  are  to  avoid  mixing  up 
two  or  three  subjects  of  this  sort,  all  of 
them  coming  under  the  provision  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  for  which  they  are 
responsible. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  desired  to  support  the  course 
which   his  hon.    Friend    the  Member 
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for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor) had  taken  in  regard  to  this  Esti- 
mate. It  was  not  often  that  he  found 
himself  in  accord  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) ;  but  he 
did  so  on  this  occasion,  and  he  desired 
to  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  the  remarks 
he  had  made.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Estimates  were  purely  illusory,  and  that 
the  Government  took  no  pains  to  ascer- 
tain how  much  money  the  National 
Education  Commissioners  had  granted, 
notwithstanding  the  professions  of 
economy  with  which  they  came  to  Par- 
liament. Those  professions  of  eco- 
nomy they  knew  to  be  altogether 
unreal.  He  had  no  wish  to  attribute 
to  the  Treasury  that  which  he  had  no 
right  to  attribute  to  them ;  but  it  was 
quite  clear  that  they  paid  away  money 
without  knowing  what  the  real  require- 
ments under  this  head  were,  for  it  was 
evident  that  the  Government  were  in 
Ignorance  of  what  was  required  until 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  went  to 
Ireland  in  the  month  of  December. 
Nothing  could  be  more  monstrous  than 
the  way  in  which  these  Estimates  were 
prepared.  The  difference  between  the 
sum  of  £59,000  and  £62,000  was  ac- 
counted for  by  the  cutting  off  of  the 
item  for  the  Ulster  Canal ;  but  the  main 
objection  was  that  a  saving  of  £18,000 
had  been  put  forward  which  could  only 
serve  to  delude  the  public.  The  Gh>vem- 
ment  appeared  to  take  no  pains  to 
ascertain  what  amount  of  money  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  pay,  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he 
had  discovered  on  his  visit  to  Dublin, 
very  much  to  his  surprise,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  provision  for 
£60,000  more  than  he  had  any  previous 
knowledge  of.  He  protested  against 
the  Committee  being  asked  blindly  to 
vote  a  sum  of  money  they  knew  nothing 
about.  They  were  obliged  to  take  it  on 
trust  from  the  Treasury,  and  the  Trea- 
sury appeared  to  know  quite  as  little  as 
they  did  about  it. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  will  answer  at 
once  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  The  economy  of 
£13,000,  to  which  he  has  alluded,  had 
no  reference  in  any  form,  shape,  or 
manner  to  the  question  of  the  erection 
of  literary  schools. 

Mb  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  it  hap- 
pened  to  be  the  same  amount 
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Mr.  JAOKSON:  That  is  only  an 
accidental  coincident. 

Mr.  BEADLAUan  said,  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  said  that  until  he  went 
over  to  Ireland  he  did  not  know  what 
grants  had  been  made,  and  he  then  dis- 
covered that  it  wo  aid  be  necessary  to 
make  provision  for  £60,000  more.  He 
understood  the  hon.  G-entleman  to  say 
that  the  £13,000  had  actually  been  ex- 
pended. 

Mr.  JAOKSON:  I  should  like  to  keep 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  £13,000,  which 
happens  to  be  the  same  amount  as  the 
saving  effected  last  year.  I  wish  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  the  amount 
provided  for  the  ordinary  Public  Works 
Yote  proved  to  be  sufficient,  and  more 
than  sufficient,  for  the  work  done.  The 
£13,000  deficit  has  reference  to  the 
grants  for  literary  schools ;  therefore  it 
is  altogether  inaccurate  to  say  that  the 
Oovernment  came  to  the  House  with 
illusory  Votes,  seeking  to  deceive  the 
public.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  consider  the  difficulties  we  have  to 
encounter  with  regard  to  this  Vote. 
The  Treasury  receive  from  the  Board  of 
Works  an  Estimate  that  will  come  in 
payment  in  the  course  of  the  year.  That 
Estimate  has  to  be  framed  in  the  month 
of  November,  and  it  is  an  Estimate  of 
the  sum  likely  to  be  expended  in  carry- 
ing on  the  building  operations  in  certain 
schools  in  different  parts  of  Ireland, 
some  of  which  may  not  even  have  been 
begun,  and  the  information  as  to  the 
progress  of  which  cannot  be  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Works  itself,  except 
upon  a  very  rough  and  general  Esti- 
mate. It  is  quite  impossible  for  the 
Board  to  determine  beforehand  what 
schools  will  be  begun  at  all  within  the 
financial  year,  and  to'  say  15  months 
beforehand  what  progress  will  have 
'been  made  with  them  during  the  year. 
I  think  I  have  shown  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  £13,000  to  which  he  has  al- 
luded have  no  reference  to  any  public 
works  except  the  literary  schools. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  must 
trouble  the  Oommittee  again.  The  mat- 
ter had  not  been  made  clear  yet.  He 
understood  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
say  that  this  money  was  granted  in 
1884-5  and  1885-6.  Why,  then,  in 
November,  1886,  when  the  Estimates 
were  being  prepared,  could  not  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  learn  that  which 
he  learned  afterwards  ?  Why  should  he 


not  have  communicated  with  the  autho- 
rities who  controlled  the  building,  or 
have  learned  what  buildings  were  going 
to  be  undertaken  during  the  year.  He 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  would  not  say  that  the 
Estimate  had  been  made  out  with  an 
intention  to  deceive ;  but  why  should  it 
have  been  made  out  in  a  manner  which 
certainly  had  the  effect  of  deceiving  the 
House  ?  The  Government  professed  to 
be  economical,  whereas  there  was  no 
saving  at  all. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  tried, 
with  some  success,  to  throw  upon  the 
National  Education  Commissioners  and 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  excess  which  amounts 
this  year  to  £13,000,  and  next  to 
£60,000,  for  contracts  they  have  entered 
into  without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
What  I  say  is,  that  if  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  desire  to  throw  the  respond-- 
bility  on  the  National  Education  Com- 
missioners and  the  Board  of  Works, 
they  are  trying  to  divest  themselves  of  a 
responsibility  which  belongs  to  them- 
selves. Everybody  knows  that  the  Na- 
tional Education  Commissioners  and  the 
Board  of  Works  will  grant  money 
lavishly,  and  with  great  freedom,  if  they 
have  the  power  to  do  so.  The  only  con- 
trol over  those  two  Bodies  is  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  will  not  do  for  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  get  up  in  this  House 
and  throw  the  responsibility  upon  those 
Bodies,  when  we  know  that  the  Trea- 
sury itself  possesses  an  absolute  power 
of  veto.  It  will  not  do,  therefore,  for 
the  Treasury  to  say  that  the  fault  rests 
with  the  Commissioners  of  Education 
and  the  Board  of  Works.  The  very  fact 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Education  and 
the  Board  of  Works  having  committed 
a  fault  shows  that  there  must  have  been 
complicity  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury. 
I  object,  therefore,  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
getting  up  in  this  House  and  endeavour- 
ing to  exculpate  the  Treasury  by  throwing 
the  responsibility  upon  other  persons. 
Another  point  on  which  there  has  been 
a  misunderstanding  is  that  which  was 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  This  is  an  Estimate  for 
works  amounting  to  more  than  £59,000, 
and  the  Supplementary  Estimate  this 
year  shows  that  there  has  been  no 
diminution.    The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
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Bury  may  give  any  explanation  lie  likes, 
bat  he  cannot  get  rid  of  that  fact.  It  is 
too  much  the  habit  in  presenting  a  Vote 
to  Parliament  to  present  it  in  a  li^ht  as 
favourable  as  possible ;  but  invariably, 
when  a  saving  is  shown,  it  is  discovered 
that  all  the  economy  is  eaten  up  by  an 
excess  next  year.  The  fact  remains  in  this 
instance  that  the  control  of  the  Treasury 
over  expenditure  of  thisnature  is  illusory. 
Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  will  take  the 
last  point  of  the  noble  Lord  first.  I  think 
the  Committee  will  be  prepared  to  ac- 
cept from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  the  fact  that,  whatever 
the  appearances  may  be,  the  deficiency 
of  £18,000  has  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  original  Estimate.  There  is  no  con- 
nection between  the  two  things.  There 
must  have  been  items  to  the  amount  of 
£13,000  cut  off  in  the  original  Estimate; 
but  they  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  present  deficiency,  and  facts 
are  facts.  For  the  reason  stated  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  two  figures  which  ap- 
pear in  the  two  sets  of  Estimates  are 
identical.  If  one  had  been  £15,000  and 
the  other  £8,000,  instead  of  £13,000,  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  make  an 
intentional  reduction  in  order  to  present 
an  illusory  balance  sheet.  Let  me 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
this  point — ^what  object  can  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  cutting  down  the  expendi- 
ture if  it  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  because  the  credit 
gained  for  the  reduction  of  the  Estimate 
is  certainly  nothing  like  the  discredit 
thrown  upon  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  introduction  of  a  Supplementary 
Estimate !  No  Administration  would 
run  the  risk  of  reducing  the  original 
Estimate  if  they  foresaw  that  a  Suf^le- 
mentary  Estimate  would  be  necessary. 
I  therefore  repudiate  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  the  charge  that  they  have 
been  guilty  of  the  conduct  which  has 
been  imputed  to  them.  And  now  I 
come  to  the  next  point — namely,  the  con- 
trol of  the  Treasury.  It  is  a  fact  that  it 
has  been  held  by  the  National  Board  of 
Education,  erroneously  I  admit,  but 
assented  to  by  successive  Governments, 
tmtil  the  present  Administration,  that 
the  National  Board  of  Education  in 
Ireland  may  make  grants,  and  that  to 
the  extent  of  two-thirds  of  the  expendi- 
ture. Parliament  was  bound  to  vote  the 
money,  the  locality  providing  the  re- 
maining third.   I  am  bound  to  say  that, 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


so  far  as  I  am  oonoemed,  I  was  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  that  principle  for  a  moment, 
and  I  am  obligea  to  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  for  having  taken  up  the  matter, 
because  the  discussion  whicn  has  taken 
place  will  strengthen  our  hands  in  the 
future  arrangements  we  make  with  the 
National  Board.  The  National  Board 
undoubtedly  believe  themselves  to  be 
acting  within  their  right.  We  do  not 
admit  that,  but  until  this  year  it  was 
erroneously  considered  that  where  the 
locality  provided  one-third  of  the  money 
to  be  expended,  Parliament  was  bound 
to  vote  the  remaining  two-thirds.  I 
come  now  to  a  third  point,  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  with  regard  to  the  idleffed 
laches  of  the  Government  in  not  having 
determined  in  November  last  how  much 
money  should  be  spent.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  is  nothing 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Treasery  desire  more  than  to 
ascertain  how  much  money  will  be  spent 
in  building  operations  in  the  course  of  a 
given  year ;  but  there  is  nothing  more 
liable  to  fluctuation.  We  have  not  got 
the  matter  in  our  own  hands.  We  do  not 
build  the  schools ;  but  they  are  built  by 
contractors  or  by  the  local  authorities, 
and  in  large  operations  it  is  impossible 
to  say  how  much  money  within  a  few 
thousand  pounds  is  likely  to  be  spent  in 
a  given  year.  I  admit  that  every  effort 
must  be  made  to  ascertain  that  sum;  but 
it  is  not  an  easy  task,  and  the  Treasury 
are  unable  to  withhold  the  few  thousands 
of  pounds  that  may  be  necessary,  seeing 
that  their  refusal  would  involve  a 
suspension  of  the  erection.  If  the 
schools  are  wanted,  and  more  good 
progress  is  made  with  them  in  the 
financial  year  than  was  originally  ex- 
pected, it  would  be  undesirable  to  with- 
hold the  public  money  which  must  be 
paid  a  few  months  later.  Of  course,  it 
is  very  inconvenient  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  has  to  make  his 
calculation  in  regard  to  the  Public  Ex- 
penditure; but  I  think  it  is  more  ad- 
visable to  carry  on  works  of  this  nature 
rather  than  to  turn  away  a  large 
number  of  men  who  are  engaged  in  the 
building  of  these  schools  towards  the 
end  of  the  year,  in  order  to  prevent  an 
expenditure  that  would  be  sanctioned  as 
a  matter  of  course  in  February  or 
March.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
simply  put  down  the  money  that  was 
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wanted  wben  the  Estimate  was  original!  j 
prepared. 

Mb.  BBADLAUOH:  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  said  that  there  had 
been  no  communication  from  the  Board 
of  Works. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  said  there  had 
been  no  oommunication  from  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education.  I 
did  not  say  there  had  been  no  oommuni- 
cation between  the  National  Education 
Commissioners  and  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  That  only  shifts 
the  responsibility  to  some  other  Board. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Board  of 
Works  are  our  agents  in  Dublin,  and 
they  made  the  best  Estimate  they  could 
in  November  last  year ;  but  in  the  case 
of  buildings  not  yet  commenced,  it  is  a 
difficult  task  to  know  what  money  it 
would  be  necessary  to  spend  within  a 
given  year.  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
see  that  there  has  been  no  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  in  regard 
to  this  matter. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  appreciated  the  point  of  his 
observations,  possibly  because  he  was 
not  in  the  House  when  he  made  them. 
He  thought  the  Committee  would  re- 
cognize that,  although  this  item  looked 
very  simple  and  innocent,  there  was  a 
great  deal  behind  it  which  had  not 
come  to  light,  and  which  it  was  desirable 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to.  What  they  had  to  deal  with  lay 
hidden  behind  that  sum  of  £13,000. 
He  was  making  no  attack  upon  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  did  his  work  as 
honestly  and  as  well  as  any  man  who 
ever  filled  the  post,  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  would  have  no  objection  to 
make  to  anything  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  or  done.  His  point  was  this — 
that  the  Board  of  Works,  who  were  the 
agents  of  the  Treasury  for  Irish  pur- 
poses, did  not  deal  with  the  Treasury  in 
London  as  the  Treasury  ought  to  be 
dealt  with.  They  did  not  communicate 
to  the  Treasury  all  those  items  connected 
with  the  public  expenditure  which  they 
ought  to  have  communicated,  and  li 
there  was  any  point  upon  which  the 
Einancial  Secretary  was  to  blame  it  was 
not  in  insisting  in  having  that  informa- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member 


of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and 
he  must  have  known  that  those  and 
other  irregularities  had  not  been  made 
known  to  the  Treasury  tmtil  a  month 
after  the  money  was  granted,  showing 
the  perfunctory  carelessness  with  which 
money  was  granted,  and  proving  that 
there  was  anything  but  a  rigid  and 
careful  examination.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  that  item  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  whole   Vote.      He    (Mr. 
O'Connor)   demurred  from    that  view 
altogether,  because  if  they  had  a  surplus 
on  one  particular  item  in  a  Vote  and  a 
deficit  on  another,  the  Treasury  ought 
to  be  able  to  balance  the  deficit  by  the 
surplus  without  going  to  the  House. 
The  Financial  Secretary  had  informed 
the  House  that  with  regard  to  all  the 
rest  of  the  Vote  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament  was  more  than  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
connection  with  other  works,  and  that 
this    Supplementary    Estimate    would 
otherwise  have  been  required  to  deal 
with  a  larger  deficit  which  had  been 
prevented  by  applying  balances  obtained 
from  other  items  in  the  Vote.    Now, 
he  could  not  understand  how  economy 
could  be  practised  in  a  Vote  by  applying 
surpluses     obtained     from     particular 
items    for     which     more    was    asked 
than    was    absolutely    necessary,    and 
then      discovering      that     upon     one 
item  there  was  a  large  deficit.     This 
Vote  covered  buildings  for  the  Hiber- 
nian schools.  Coastguard  stations.  Me- 
tropolitan buildings,   lunatic    asylums, 
Science    and    Art   buildings,   Eevenue 
buildings,  and  other  institutions,  as  well 
as  the  unfortunate  Ulster  Canal.    He 
was  afraid  that  the  examination  of  the 
details  of  the   original  Estimate    was 
anything  but  satisfactory.  The  National 
Education  Commissioners  contended  that 
they  were  within  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament;  that  they  had  to  furnish 
Estimates  for  the  Board  of  Works,  who 
ought  to  have  full  information  as  to 
what  purposes  the  money  was  required 
for.    It  was  admitted  that  the  Board  of 
Works  knew,  as  far  back  as  November 
and  December  last,   that  there  was  a 
deficit  on  this  particular  Seryice ;  but 
the  Committee  now  learned  from  the 
Financial  Secretary  that  it  was  not  until 
he  went  over  to  Dublin,   and  investi- 
gated the  matter  on  the  spot,  that  he 
ascertained  that  not  only  had  all  the 
money  which  had  been  voted  been  ex- 
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hansted  before  two-tbirds  of  the  financial 
year  bad  lapsed^  but  tbat  tbere  was  a 
furtber  liability  to  tbe  extent  of  £60,000 
of  wbicb  tbe  Treasury  knew  notbing  at 
all,  and  of  wbicb  be  bimself  would  bave 
been  ignorant  if  be  bad  not  gone  over 
and  investigated  for  bimself.     Tbat,  to 
bis    (Mr.    Artbur    O'Connor's)    mind, 
sbowed  very  lax  administration  of  tbe 
public  money.    Tbe  Board  of  Works 
last  year  spent  a  great  deal  of  money 
tbey  were  not  autborized  to  spend  by 
Parliament,  or  cbecked  by  tbe  Treasury, 
except  in  regard  to  tbe  reception  of  His 
Boyal  Higbness  tbe  Prince  of  Wales  in 
Dublin.    In  tbe  previous  year  tbe  same 
tbing  occurred,  and  money  was  expended 
by  tbe  Board  of  Works  witbout  tbe  autho- 
rity of  tbe  Treasury  or  tbe  sanction  of 
Parliament.     Tbe  Treasury  bad  come  to 
no  decision  in  tbe  matter  at  tbe  time 
tbe  Public    Accounts    Committee   was 
appointed.     Tbe  letter  of  tbe  Treasury 
communicating  tbe  decision  to  wbicb 
tbey  bad  arrived  last  year,   and    tbe 
decision  of  tbe  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee,  was  not  communicated  to  tbe 
different  Departments  until  the  month 
of  January  this  year,  or  more  than  a 
month  late.     As  a  rule  the  Treasury 
letter  was  communicated  in  tbe  month  of 
December ;  but  this  year  it  was  not  sent 
out  until  January.     Tbe  whole  of  tbis 
business  sbowed  looseness  on  tbe  part  of 
the  Board  of  Works  and  of  the  Trea- 
sury which  almost  amounted  to  care- 
lessness.   He  entirely  believed  that  the 
Financial  Secretary  was  innocent  in  tbe 
matter ;  but  tbe  whole  attitude  of  the 
Treasury  in    regard  to  tbe  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  was  one  which   re- 
quired to  be  revived.    These  irregulari- 
ties   should    not  be  allowed   for    one 
moment.    The  Board  of  Works  should 
not  be  allowed  to  spend  money  tbey  were 
not  autborized  to  spend,  nor  should  tbey 
render  themselves  liable  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  thousands  of  pounds  of  tbe  public 
money  witbout  communicating  full  in- 
formation to  tbe  Treasury. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
tbat  this  Vote  for  the  building  of  schools 
was  very  much  on  tbe  plan  adopted  in 
connection  with  tbe  Science  and  Art 
Department.  Tbe  grants  were  given  in 
proportion  to  the  amounts  raised  in  tbe 
localities,  but  only  on  the  understanding 
tbat  tbe  total  annual  vote  for  this  service 
was  not  exceeded,  and  late  applicants 
must  be  put  off  for  a  subsequent  year. 

Hn  Arthur  0^  Connor 


So  far  as  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment was  concerned,  he  did  not 
think  that  any  question  had  ever  been 
raised  as  to  the  way  in  which  it 
carried  on  its  duties  in  tbis  respect, 
simply  because  it  was  understood  tbat 
no  money  could  be  expended  without 
tbe  approval  of  Parliament  and  that  in 
no  case  should  a  given  vote  be  exceeded. 
If  money  was  to  be  spent  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  simply  by  a 
locality  claiming  it,  tbe  control  of 
Parliament  over  the  expenditure  was 
lost. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
be  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation of  the  Financial  Secretary ;  bat 
tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
opened  up  the  ground  of  policy  in  regard 
to  tbe  way  in  which  the  education  of  the 
Irish  people  was  administered.     There 
had  been  a  great  desire  expressed  to 
extend  education  in  Ireland,  and  upon 
a  system  which  had  been  settled  for  a 
long  time,  in  order  to  avoid  quarrels 
between  different  religious  denomina- 
tions.   In  order  to  carry  that  out  and 
leave  the  G-ovemment  free,  the  system 
had  been  automatic,  so  that  any  school 
could  be  established  in  any  place,  if  it 
were  not  too  near  another  school.    It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Education  and  tbe  Board  of  Works  to 
see  that  the  locality  had  a  sufficident 
population.    As  the  people  of  Ireland 
paid  £7,500,000  towards  the  Imperial 
taxation,    he  thought  tbey  had  some 
right  to  receive  some  little  good  out  of 
tbe  expenditure.    He  knew  tbe  desire 
of  tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  to 
economize  ;  and  he  would  point  out  a 
way  in  which  that  object  could  be  ac- 
complished.   At  present  tbe  system  only 
permitted  tbe  erection  of  a  school  where 
a  piece  of  land  could  be  obtained.    It 
was  not  tbe  practice  to  build  a  school  in 
the  best  place,  but  only  where  a  bit  of 
land  could  be  got.    The  result  was  that 
where  four  schools  might  be  sufficient, 
tbey  bad  to  build  10,  because  they  were 
not  erected  in  the  best  places.    A  Bill 
to  remedy  this  defect  had  frequently 
been  brought  in  by  the  Irish  Party. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
be  able  to  effect  a  considerable  economy 
if  he  would  insist  on  tbe  schools  being 
built  in  the   best   places.     Moreover, 
fewer  teachers  would  be  required,  and 
a  great  deal  more  than  this  £13,000 
would  be  saved.    Instead  of  grumbling 
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I  object  to  is  a  Supplementary  Vote  for 
works  which  Parliament  did  not  con- 
sider and  vote  money  for  last  year.  The 
Vote  last  year  for  the  erection  of  these 
buildings  was  £30,000,  and  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Treasury  have  allowed 
£12,000  more  to  be  spent  within  the 
financial  year  than  they  took  power  for. 
If  the  Qovernment  will  turn  to  the  Vote 
they  will  find  that  their  Estimate  was 
even  more  gravelv  defective  than  that, 
because  it  will  be  found  that  the  original 
Estimate  was  £100,000.  That,  I  sup- 
pose, was  the  Estimate  of  the  Board  of 
Works ;  but  the  revised  Estimate  now 
placed  before  the  Committee  amounts  to 
£145,000.  When  the  Treasury  came 
before  Parliament  and  asked  for  a  Vote 
to  purchase  part  of  a  site  and  erect  new 
Science  and  Art  buildings  and  a  national 
library,  they  told  Parliament  that  the 
cost  would  be  £100,000,  and  it  is  now 
found  that  the  expenditure  will  be 
£45,000  more  than  the  original  Esti- 
mate. I  think  that  that  is  not  only 
objectionable  but  discreditable,  and  it 
throws  the  greatest  possible  suspicion 
on  the  value  of  the  Government  Esti- 
mates. That  is  a  general  complaint  in 
regard  to  all  works,  and  I  put  it  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  why  it  should 
be  allowed.  I  know  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  tell  me  that  to  have 
arrested  the  progress  of  the  building 
would,  of  course,  entail  great  con- 
fusion and  a  loss  of  money.  But  if  the 
Treasury  had  said  that  they  had  no  more 
money  to  devote  to  this  purpose  this 
year,  the  public  would  have  known  that 
it  was  the  bad  management  of  the  Board 
of  Works  that  had  caused  all  the  loss 
and  confusion.  If  a  great  stand  of 
that  kind  were  once  made,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  would  occur  again,  but  as 
long  as  the  Government  allow  the  Board 
of  Works  to  spend  more  money  than 
they  originally  estimated,  and  consented 
to  pay  the  excess,  so  long  as  this  loose 
and  unbusinesslike  way  of  conducting 
business  goes  on,  there  will  be  loss  and 
confusion.  I  think  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  owes  an  explanation  to 
the  Committee  of  this  Vote  even  more 
than  upon  the  last  one. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  in  addition  to  the  point  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord,  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  Estimates 
were  being  constantly  revised.  He 
found  that  the  original  Estimate  sub** 


about  the  expenditure  of  this  £13,000, 
he  believed  that  the  money  had  been 
very  well  spent  indeed. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  will  certainly  take 
a  note  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's suggestion.  The  point,  however, 
is  to  check  the  expenditure  of  the  Na- 
tional Education  Commissioners.  Par- 
liament will,  I  hope,  insist  that  the 
Treasury  shall  have  more  authority  over 
the  amount  expended  in  a  particular 
year  than  they  have  hitherto  had.  Ix>ok- 
ing  at  the  enormous  way  in  which  these 
schools  are  being  built,  I  think  that 
Parliament  should  insist  that  there 
should  be  a  limit  upon  the  expendi- 
ture on  these  schools  in  a  particular 
year.  The  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  expect  the  Government  to  determine 
how  much  money  shall  be  expended  in 
a  particular  year,  and  keep  to  that  amount 
rigidly. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  main- 
tained the  right  and  privilege  of  Irish 
Boards  to  spend  money  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  he  thought  the 
British  taxpayer  might  fairly  tremble. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Government  had 
admitted  that  in  regard  to  this  parti- 
cular Vote  there  were  anomalies  which 
ought  to  be  remedied.  He  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  gone  a  little  further,  and  told 
the  Committee  that  next  year  there 
should  not  be  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  but 
that  the  Irish  Board  should  be  given  to 
tmderstand  that  they  must  get  their  coat 
cut  according  to  their  cloth,  and  not 
spend  more  than  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament,  whatever  that  amount 
might  be.  He  sincerely  hoped  that 
there  would  be  no  discussions  of  this 
nature  in  the  ensuing  Session. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  no  one  would  regret 
the  reounence  of  such  a  discussion  more 
than  I  should. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £12,000,  Supplementary,  Science 
and  Art  Buildings  (Dublin). 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  have  one  or  two 
words  to  say  upon  this  matter.  I  think 
the  Vote  stanas  still  more  in  need  of 
explanation  than  the  laat,  and  that  there 
are  matters  connected  with  it  that  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  in  silence.    What 
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of  the  National  Education  Commis- 
sioners,  and  we  shall,  as  far  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  so,  limit  the  ^ants  within 
the  year's  Estimate  so  as  to  prevent 
any  excess  in  a  future  year.  I  do  not 
say  that  that  will  be  possible  next 
year,  because,  now  that  the  question 
has  been  raised,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
be  perfectly  frank  with  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  I  may  tell  them  that  when 
I  went  to  Dublin  and  discovered  this 
fact — that  not  only  had  the  grant  of 
last  year  been  exhausted,  that  not  only 
had  the  Board  of  Works  no  more  money 
at  their  disposal,  but  that  grants,  which 
in  the  ordinary  course  will  and  must  be 
met  before  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
had  been  made  by  the  Education  Com- 
missioners in  excess  of  the  provision 
made  by  Parliament.  Immediately  this 
was  discovered,  I  determined  to  put  the 
system  upon  some  better  footing;  but 
that  is  too  late  now.  If  the  House  of 
Commons  is  anxious  to  say  that  the 
system  of  making  grants  for  these 
buildings  by  the  National  Education 
Commissioners  from  day  to  day  and 
week  to  week  shall  be  stopped,  then  of 
course  Parliament  has  the  power  to  do 
that,  and  will  take  the  responsibility 
upon  themselves.  But  as  the  matter 
stands  at  present,  I  do  not  think  the 
Treasury  has  power  to  interfere  with  any 
of  the  grants  already  made,  and  I  think 
I  have  shown  my  noble  Friend  that  I 
have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  I  can,  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  present  condition  of 
thing^.  My  noble  Friend  referred  to  the 
way  in  which  this  Estimate  is  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  to  what  I  said  about 
the  Ulster  Canal.  Now,  the  amount  which 
appears  in  the  original  Estimate  of  the 
year  for  the  Ulster  Canal  was  struck 
out,  and  that  accounts  for  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  amount  stated  in 
the  original  Estimate  and  the  amount 
which  now  appears  in  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate.  If  my  noble  Friend  will 
refer  to  sub-head  B,  he  will  find  that  it 
covers  various  items  besides  grants  for 
ordinary  literary  schools,  and  unless  you 
are  to  have  separate  Estimates,  I  do 
not  see  how  you  are  to  avoid  mixing  up 
two  or  three  subjects  of  this  sort,  all  of 
them  coming  under  the  provision  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  for  which  they  are 
responsible. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  desired  to  support  the  course 
which   his  hon.    Friend    the  Member 

Mr,  Jdciion  • 


for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor) had  taken  in  regard  to  this  Esti- 
mate.  It  was  not  often  that  he  found 
himself  in  accord  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Handolph  Churchill) ;  but  he 
did  so  on  this  occasion,  and  he  desired 
to  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  the  remarks 
he  had  made.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Estimates  were  purely  illusory,  and  that 
the  Oovernment  took  no  pains  to  ascer- 
tain how  much  money  the  National 
Education  Commissioners  liad  granted, 
notwithstanding  the  professions  of 
economy  with  which  they  came  to  Par- 
liament. Those  professions  of  eco- 
nomy they  knew  to  be  altogether 
unreal.  He  had  no  wish  to  attribute 
to  the  Treasury  that  which  he  had  no 
right  to  attribute  to  them ;  but  it  was 
quite  clear  that  they  paid  away  money 
without  knowing  what  the  real  require- 
ments under  this  head  were,  for  it  was 
evident  that  the  Oovernment  were  in 
ignorance  of  what  was  required  until 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  went  to 
Ireland  in  the  month  of  December. 
Nothing  could  be  more  monstrous  than 
the  way  in  which  these  Estimates  were 
prepared.  The  difference  between  the 
sum  of  £59,000  and  £62,000  was  ac- 
counted for  by  the  cutting  off  of  the 
item  for  the  Ulster  Canal ;  but  the  main 
objection  was  that  a  saving  of  £18,000 
had  been  put  forward  which  could  only 
serve  to  delude  the  public.  The  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  take  no  paius  to 
ascertain  what  amount  of  money  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  pay,  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he 
had  discovered  on  his  visit  to  Dublin, 
very  much  to  his  surprise,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  provision  for 
£60,000  more  than  he  had  any  previous 
knowledge  of.  He  protested  against 
the  Committee  being  asked  blindly  to 
vote  a  sum  of  money  they  knew  nothing 
about.  They  were  obliged  to  take  it  on 
trust  from  the  Treasury,  and  the  Trea- 
sury appeared  to  know  quite  as  little  as 
they  did  about  it. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  will  answer  at 
once  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  The  economy  of 
£13,000,  to  which  he  has  alluded,  had 
no  reference  in  any  form,  shape,  or 
manner  to  the  question  of  the  erection 
of  literary  schools. 

Mb  BRADLAUOH  said,  that  it  hap- 
pened to  be  the  same  amoant. 


1509  Supply— Civil  Servim^  {Febbttaby  27,  1888}    S^c.  FsiimaUs,  1887-8.    1510 


Mb.  JAOKSON:  That  is  only  an 
accidental  coincident. 

Mb.  BEADLAUaH  said,  the  hon. 
Oentlemen  liad  said  that  nntil  he  went 
over  to  Ireland  he  did  not  know  what 
grants  had  been  made,  and  he  then  dis- 
covered that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
make  provision  for  £60,000  more.  He 
understood  the  bon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  the  £13,000  had  actually  been  ex- 
pended. 

Mb.  JAOKSON:  I  should  like  to  keep 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  £13,000,  which 
happens  to  be  the  same  amount  as  the 
saving  effected  last  year.  I  wish  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  the  amount 
provided  for  the  ordinary  Public  Works 
vote  proved  to  be  sufficient,  and  more 
than  sufficient,  for  the  work  done.  The 
£13,000  deficit  has  reference  to  the 
grants  for  literary  schools ;  therefore  it 
is  altogether  inaccurate  to  say  that  the 
Government  came  to  the  House  with 
illusory  Votes,  seeking  to  deceive  the 
public.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  consider  the  difficulties  we  have  to 
encounter  with  regard  to  this  Vote. 
The  Treasury  receive  from  the  Board  of 
Works  an  Estimate  that  will  come  in 
payment  in  the  course  of  the  year.  That 
Estimate  has  to  be  framed  in  the  month 
of  November,  and  it  is  an  Estimate  of 
the  sum  likely  to  be  expended  in  carry- 
ing on  the  building  operations  in  certain 
schools  in  different  parts  of  Ireland, 
some  of  which  may  not  even  have  been 
begun,  and  the  information  as  to  the 
progpress  of  which  cannot  be  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Works  itself,  except 
upon  a  very  rough  and  general  Esti- 
mate. It  is  quite  impossible  for  the 
Board  to  determine  beforehand  what 
schools  will  be  begun  at  all  within  the 
financial  year,  and  to'  say  15  months 
beforehand  what  progress  will  have 
l)een  made  with  them  during  the  year. 
I  think  I  have  shown  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  £13,000  to  which  he  has  al- 
luded have  no  reference  to  any  public 
works  except  the  literary  schools. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  said,  he  mast 
trouble  the  Oommittee  again.  The  mat- 
ter had  not  been  made  clear  yet.  He 
understood  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
say  that  this  money  was  granted  in 
1884-5  and  1885-6.  Why,  then,  in 
November,  1886,  when  the  Estimates 
were  being  prepared,  could  not  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  learn  that  which 
he  learned  afterwards  ?  Why  should  he 


not  have  communicated  with  the  autho- 
rities who  controlled  the  building,  or 
have  learned  what  buildings  were  going 
to  be  undertaken  during  the  year.  He 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  would  not  say  that  the 
Estimate  had  been  made  out  with  an 
intention  to  deceive ;  but  why  should  it 
have  been  made  out  in  a  manner  which 
certainly  had  the  effect  of  deceiving  the 
House  ?  The  Government  professed  to 
be  economical,  whereas  there  was  no 
saving  at  all. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUROHILL : 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  tried, 
with  some  success,  to  throw  upon  the 
National  Education  Commissioners  and 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  the  re« 
sponsibility  for  the  excess  which  amounts 
this  year  to  £13,000,  and  next  to 
£60,000,  for  contracts  they  have  entered 
into  without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
What  I  say  is,  that  if  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  and  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  desire  to  throw  the  responsi-- 
bility  on  the  National  Education  Com- 
missioners and  the  Board  of  Works, 
they  are  trying  to  divest  themselves  of  a 
responsibility  which  belongs  to  them- 
selves. Everybody  knows  tiiat  the  Na* 
tional  Education  Oommissioners  and  the 
Board  of  Works  will  grant  money 
lavishly,  and  with  great  freedom,  if  they 
have  the  power  to  do  so.  The  only  con- 
trol over  those  two  Bodies  is  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  will  not  do  for  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  get  up  in  this  House 
and  throw  the  responsibility  upon  those 
Bodies,  when  we  know  that  the  Trea- 
sury itself  possesses  an  absolute  power 
of  veto.  It  will  not  do,  therefore,  for 
the  Treasury  to  say  that  the  fault  rests 
with  the  Oommissioners  of  Education 
and  the  Board  of  Works.  The  very  fact 
of  the  Oommissioners  of  Education  and 
the  Board  of  Works  having  committed 
a  fault  shows  that  there  must  have  been 
complicity  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury. 
I  object,  therefore,  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
getting  up  in  this  House  and  endeavour- 
ing to  exculpate  the  Treasury  by  throwing 
the  responsibility  upon  other  persons. 
Another  point  on  which  there  has  been 
a  misunderstanding  is  that  which  was 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  This  is  an  Estimate  for 
works  amounting  to  more  than  £59,000, 
and  the  Supplementary  Estimate  this 
year  shows  that  there  has  been  no 
diminution.    The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 

3  0  2 
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sury  may  give  any  explanation  lie  likes, 
but  he  cannot  get  rid  of  that  fact.  It  is 
too  much  the  habit  in  presenting  a  Vote 
to  Parliament  to  present  it  in  a  li^ht  as 
favourable  as  possible ;  but  invariably, 
when  a  saving  is  shown,  it  is  discovered 
that  all  the  economy  is  eaten  up  by  an 
excess  next  year.  The  fact  remains  in  this 
instance  that  the  control  of  the  Treasury 
over  expenditure  of  this  nature  is  illusory. 
Me.  GOSOHEN:  I  will  take  the 
last  point  of  the  noble  Lord  first.  I  think 
the  Oommittee  will  be  prepared  to  ac- 
cept from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  the  fact  that,  whatever 
the  appearances  may  be,  the  deficiency 
of  £13,000  has  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  original  Estimate.  There  is  no  con- 
nection between  the  two  things.  There 
must  have  been  items  to  the  amount  of 
£13,000  cut  off  in  the  original  Estimate; 
but  they  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  present  deficiency,  and  facts 
are  facts.  For  the  reason  stated  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  two  figures  which  ap- 
pear in  the  two  sets  of  Estimates  are 
identical.  If  one  had  been  £15,000  and 
the  other  £8,000,  instead  of  £13,000,  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  make  an 
intentional  reduction  in  order  to  present 
an  illusory  balance  sheet.  Let  me 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Oommittee  to 
this  point — ^what  object  can  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  cutting  down  the  expendi- 
ture if  it  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  because  the  credit 
gained  for  the  reduction  of  the  Estimate 
is  certainly  nothing  like  the  discredit 
thrown  upon  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  introduction  of  a  Supplementary 
Estimate !  No  Administration  would 
run  the  risk  of  reducing  the  original 
Estimate  if  they  foresaw  that  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  would  be  necessary. 
I  therefore  repudiate  on  the  part  of  the 
Gt)vernment  the  charge  that  they  have 
been  guilty  of  the  conduct  which  has 
been  imputed  to  them.  And  now  I 
come  to  the  next  point — namely,  the  con- 
trol of  the  Treasury.  It  is  a  fact  that  it 
has  been  held  by  the  National  Board  of 
Education,  erroneously  I  admit,  but 
assented  to  by  successive  Governments, 
tmtil  the  present  Administration,  that 
the  National  Board  of  Education  in 
Ireland  may  make  grants,  and  that  to 
the  extent  of  two-thirds  of  the  expendi- 
ture. Parliament  was  bound  to  vote  the 
money,  the  locality  providing  the  re- 
maining third.   I  am  bound  to  say  that, 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


so  far  as  I  am  oonoemed,  I  was  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  that  principle  for  a  moment, 
and  I  am  obligea  to  toe  hon.  Member 
opposite  for  having  taken  up  the  matter, 
because  the  discussion  whicn  has  taken 
place  will  strengthen  our  hands  in  the 
future  arrangements  we  make  with  the 
National  Board.  The  National  Board 
undoubtedly  believe  themselves  to  be 
acting  within  their  right.  We  do  not 
admit  that,  but  until  this  year  it  was 
erroneously  considered  that  where  the 
locality  provided  one-third  of  the  money 
to  be  expended.  Parliament  was  bound 
to  vote  the  remaining  two-thirds.  I 
come  now  to  a  third  point,  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  with  regard  to  the  alleged 
laches  of  the  Government  in  not  having 
determined  in  November  last  how  much 
money  should  be  spent.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  is  nothing 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Treasery  desire  more  than  to 
ascertain  how  much  money  will  be  spent 
in  building  operations  in  the  course  of  a 
ffiven  year  ;  but  there  is  nothing  more 
uable  to  fluctuation.  We  have  not  got 
the  matter  in  our  own  hands.  We  do  not 
build  the  schools ;  but  they  are  built  by 
contractors  or  by  the  local  authorities, 
and  in  large  operations  it  is  impossible 
to  say  how  much  money  within  a  few 
thousand  pounds  is  likely  to  be  spent  in 
a  given  year.  I  admit  that  every  effort 
must  be  made  to  ascertain  that  sum;  but 
it  is  not  an  easy  task,  and  the  Treasniy 
are  unable  to  withhold  the  few  thousands 
of  pounds  that  may  be  necessary,  seeing 
that  their  refusal  would  involre  a 
suspension  of  the  erection.  If  the 
schools    are    wanted,  and   more    good 

Progress  is  made  with  them  in  the 
nancial  year  than  was  originally  ex- 
pected, it  would  be  undesiraUe  to  with- 
hold the  public  money  which  must  be 
paid  a  few  months  later.  Of  course,  it 
is  very  inconvenient  to  the  ChancelloT 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  has  to  make  his 
calculation  in  regard  to  the  Public  Ex- 
penditure; but  I  think  it  is  more  ad- 
visable to  carry  on  works  of  this  nature 
rather  than  to  turn  away  a  large 
number  of  men  who  are  engaged  in  the 
building  of  these  schools  towards  the 
end  of  the  year,  in  order  to  prevent  an 
expenditure  that  would  be  sanctioned  as 
a  matter  of  course  in  February  or 
March.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
simply  put  down  the  money  that  was 
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wanted  when  the  Estimate  was  originally 
prepared. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH:  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  said  that  there  had 
been  no  communication  from  the  Board 
of  Works. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  said  there  had 
been  no  oommunication  from  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education.  I 
did  not  say  there  had  been  no  oommuni- 
cation between  the  National  Education 
Commissioners  and  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mb.  BKADLAUQH  :  That  only  shifts 
the  responsibility  to  some  other  Board. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  Board  of 
Works  are  our  agents  in  Dublin,  and 
they  made  the  best  Estimate  they  could 
in  November  last  year ;  but  in  the  case 
of  buildings  not  yet  commenced,  it  is  a 
difficult  task  to  know  what  money  it 
would  be  necessary  to  spend  within  a 
given  year.  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
see  that  there  has  been  no  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  in  regard 
to  this  matter. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  appreciated  the  point  of  his 
observations,  possibly  because  he  was 
not  in  the  House  when  he  made  them. 
He  thought  the  Committee  would  re- 
cognize that,  although  this  item  looked 
very  simple  and  innocent,  there  was  a 
great  deal  behind  it  which  had  not 
come  to  light,  and  which  it  was  desirable 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to.  What  they  had  to  deal  with  lay 
hidden  behind  that  sum  of  £13,000. 
He  was  making  no  attack  upon  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  did  his  work  as 
honestly  and  as  well  as  any  man  who 
ever  filled  the  post,  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  would  have  no  objection  to 
make  to  anything  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  or  done.  His  point  was  this — 
that  the  Board  of  Works,  who  were  the 
agents  of  the  Treasury  for  Irish  pur- 
poses, did  not  deal  with  the  Treasury  in 
London  as  the  Treasury  ought  to  be 
dealt  with.  They  did  not  communicate 
to  the  Treasury  all  those  items  connected 
with  the  public  ezpenditnre  which  they 
ought  to  have  communicated,  and  if 
there  was  any  point  upon  which  the 
Einanoial  Secretary  was  to  blame  it  was 
not  in  insisting  in  having  that  informa- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member 


of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and 
he  must  have  known  that  those  and 
other  irregularities  had  not  been  made 
known  to  the  Treasury  until  a  month 
after  the  money  was  granted,  showing 
the  perfunctory  carelessness  with  which 
money  was  granted,  and  proving  that 
there  was  anything  but  a  rigid  and 
careful  examination.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  that  item  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  whole   Vote.      He    (Mr. 
O'Connor)  demurred  from    that  view 
altogether,  because  if  they  had  a  surplus 
on  one  particular  item  in  a  Vote  and  a 
deficit  on  another,  the  Treasury  ought 
to  be  able  to  balance  the  deficit  by  the 
surplus  without  going  to  the  House. 
The  Financial  Secretary  had  informed 
the  House  that  with  regard  to  all  the 
rest  of  the  Vote  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament  was  more  than  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
connection  with  other  works,  and  that 
this    Supplementary    Estimate    would 
otherwise  have  been  required  to  deal 
with  a  larger  deficit  which  had  been 
prevented  by  applying  balances  obtained 
from  other  items  in  the  Vote.    Now, 
he  could  not  understand  how  economy 
could  be  practised  in  a  Vote  by  applying 
surpluses     obtained     from     particular 
items    for    which     more    was    asked 
than    was    absolutely    necessary,    and 
then      discovering      that      upon     one 
item  there  was  a  large  deficit.     This 
Vote  covered  buildings  for  the  Hiber- 
nian schools.  Coastguard  stations.  Me- 
tropolitan buildings,   lunatic    asylums. 
Science    and    Art   buildings,   Kevenue 
buildings,  and  other  institutions,  as  well 
as  the  unfortunate  Ulster  Canal.    He 
was  afraid  that  the  examination  of  the 
details  of  the  original  Estimate    was 
anything  but  satisfactory.  The  National 
Education  Commissioners  contended  that 
they  were  within  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament;  that  they  had   to  furnish 
Estimates  for  the  Board  of  Works,  who 
ought  to  have  full  information   as  to 
what  purposes  the  money  was  required 
for.    It  was  admitted  that  the  Board  of 
Works  knew,  as  far  back  as  November 
and  December  last,   that  there  was  a 
deficit  on  this  particular  Seryice ;  but 
the  Committee  now  learned  from  the 
Financial  Secretary  that  it  was  not  until 
he  went  over  to  Dublin,   and  investi- 
gated the  matter  on  the  spot,  that  he 
ascertained  that  not  only  had  all  the 
money  which  had  been  voted  been  ex- 
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hausted  before  two-tbirds  of  tbe  financial 
year  bad  lapsed^  but  tbat  tbere  was  a 
furtber  liability  to  tbe  extent  of  £60,000 
of  wbicb  tbe  Treasury  knew  uotbing  at 
all,  and  of  wbicb  be  bimself  would  bave 
been  ignorant  if  be  bad  not  gone  over 
and  investigated  for  bimself.  Tbat,  to 
bis  (Mr.  Artbur  O'Connor's)  mind, 
sbowed  very  lax  administration  of  tbe 
public  money.  Tbe  Board  of  Works 
last  year  spent  a  great  deal  of  money 
tbey  were  not  autborized  to  spend  by 
Parliament,  or  cbecked  by  tbe  treasury, 
except  in  regard  to  tbe  reception  of  His 
Eoyal  Hiebness  tbe  Prince  of  Wales  in 
Dublin.  In  tbe  previous  year  tbe  same 
tbing  occurred,  and  money  was  expended 
by  tbe  Board  of  Works  witbout  tbeautbo- 
rity  of  tbe  Treasury  or  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  Tbe  Treasury  bad  come  to 
no  decision  in  tbe  matter  at  tbe  time 
tbe  Public  Accounts  Committee  was 
appointed.  Tbe  letter  of  tbe  Treasury 
communicating  the  decision  to  wbicb 
tbey  bad  arrived  last  year,  and  tbe 
decision  of  tbe  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, was  not  communicated  to  tbe 
different  Departments  until  tbe  montb 
of  January  tbis  year,  or  more  tban  a 
montb  late.  As  a  rule  tbe  Treasury 
letter  was  communicated  in  tbe  montb  of 
December ;  but  tbis  year  it  was  not  sent 
out  until  January.  Tbe  wbole  of  tbis 
business  sbowed  looseness  on  tbe  part  of 
tbe  Board  of  Works  and  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury wbicb  almost  amounted  to  care- 
lessness. He  entirely  believed  tbat  tbe 
Financial  Secretary  was  innocent  in  tbe 
matter ;  but  tbe  wbole  attitude  of  tbe 
Treasury  in  regard  to  tbe  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  was  one  wbicb  re- 
quired to  be  revived.  Tbese  irregulari- 
ties sbould  not  be  allowed  for  one 
moment.  Tbe  Board  of  Works  sbould 
not  be  allowed  to  spend  money  tbey  were 
not  autborized  to  spend,  nor  sbould  tbey 
render  tbemselves  liable  for  tbe  expendi- 
ture of  thousands  of  pounds  of  tbe  public 
money  witbout  communicating  full  in- 
formation to  tbe  Treasury. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
tbat  tbis  Vote  for  tbe  building  of  schools 
was  very  much  on  tbe  plan  adopted  in 
connection  with  tbe  Science  and  Art 
Department.  Tbe  grants  were  given  in 
proportion  to  tbe  amounts  raised  in  the 
locfdities,  but  only  on  the  understanding 
that  tbe  total  annual  vote  for  this  service 
was  not  exceeded,  and  late  applicants 
must  be  put  off  for  a  subsequent  year. 

Mr,  Arthur  0'  Connor 


So  far  as  tbe  Seienee  and  Art  De- 
partment was  concerned,  be  did  not 
think  tbat  any  question  bad  ever  been 
raised  as  to  the  way  in  wbioh  it 
carried  on  its  duties  in  this  respect, 
simply  because  it  was  understood  that 
no  money  could  be  expended  witbout 
tbe  approval  of  Parliament  and  that  in 
no  case  sbould  a  given  vote  be  exceeded. 
If  money  was  to  be  spent  witbout  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  simply  by  a 
locality  claiming  it,  tbe  control  of 
Parliament  over  tbe  expenditure  was 
lost. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gblway^  N.)  said, 
be  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation of  the  Financial  Secretary ;  bat 
tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  had 
opened  up  tbe  ground  of  policy  in  regard 
to  the  way  in  wbicb  tbe  education  of  the 
Irish  people  was  administered.  There 
bad  been  a  great  desire  expresaed  to 
extend  education  in  Ireland,  and  upon 
a  system  which  bad  been  settled  for  a 
long  time,  in  order  to  avoid  quarrels 
between  different  religious  denomina- 
tions. In  order  to  carry  tbat  out  and 
leave  the  Government  free,  the  system 
bad  been  automatic,  so  tbat  any  school 
could  be  established  in  any  place,  if  it 
were  not  too  near  another  school.  It 
was  tbe  duty  of  tbe  Comndsaioners  of 
Education  and  tbe  Board  of  Works  to 
see  tbat  the  locality  had  a  sufficicient 
population.  As  the  people  of  Ireland 
paid  £7,500,000  towards  the  Impmal 
taxation,  be  thought  tbey  had  some 
right  to  receive  some  little  good  out  of 
the  expenditure.  He  knew  tbe  desire 
of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
economize ;  and  he  would  point  out  a 
way  in  wbicb  tbat  object  could  be  ac- 
complished. At  present  the  system  only 
permitted  tbe  erection  of  a  school  where 
a  piece  of  land  could  be  obtained.  It 
was  not  the  practice  to  build  a  school  in 
tbe  best  place,  but  only  where  a  bit  of 
land  could  be  got.  Tbe  result  was  that 
where  four  schools  might  be  sufficient, 
tbey  had  to  build  10,  because  tbey  were 
not  erected  in  the  best  places.  A  Bill 
to  remedy  this  defect  bad  frequently 
been  brought  in  by  tbe  Irish  Party. 
Tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  would 
be  able  to  effect  a  considerable  economy 
if  he  would  insist  on  tbe  schools  being 
built  in  tbe  best  places.  Moreover, 
fewer  teachers  would  be  required,  and 
a  great  deal  more  than  this  £13,000 
would  be  saved.    Instead  of  grumbling 
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about  the  expenditure  of  this  £13,000, 
he  believed  that  the  money  had  been 
very  well  spent  indeed. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  will  certainly  take 
a  note  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's suggestion.  The  point,  however, 
is  to  check  the  expenditure  of  the  Na- 
tional Education  Commissioners.  Par- 
liament will,  I  hope,  insist  that  the 
Treasury  shall  have  more  authority  over 
the  amount  expended  in  a  particular 
year  than  they  have  hitherto  had.  Tx>ok- 
ing  at  the  enormous  way  in  which  these 
schools  are  being  built,  I  think  that 
Parliament  should  insist  that  there 
should  be  a  limit  upon  the  expendi- 
ture on  these  schools  in  a  particular 
year.  The  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  expect  the  Government  to  determine 
how  much  money  shall  be  expended  in 
a  particular  year,  and  keep  to  that  amount 
rigidly. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  main- 
tained the  right  and  privilege  of  Irish 
Boards  to  spend  money  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  he  thought  the 
British  taxpayer  might  fairly  tremble. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Government  had 
admitted  that  in  regard  to  this  parti- 
cular Vote  there  were  anomalies  which 
ought  to  be  remedied.  He  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  gone  a  little  further,  and  told 
the  Committee  that  next  year  there 
should  not  be  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  but 
that  the  Irish  Board  should  be  given  to 
imderstand  that  they  must  get  their  coat 
cut  according  to  their  cloth,  and  not 
spend  more  than  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament,  whatever  that  amount 
might  be.  He  sincerely  hoped  that 
there  would  be  no  discussions  of  this 
nature  in  the  ensuing  Session. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  no  one  would  regret 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  discussion  more 
than  I  should. 

Vote  a^eed  to, 

(2.)  £12,000,  Supplementary,  Science 
and  Art  Buildings  (Dublin). 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  have  one  or  two 
words  to  say  upon  this  matter.  I  think 
the  Vote  stanas  still  more  in  need  of 
explanation  than  the  laat,  and  that  there 
are  matters  connected  with  it  that  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  in  silence.    What 


I  object  to  is  a  Supplementary  Vote  for 
works  which  Parliament  did  not  con- 
sider and  vote  money  for  last  year.  The 
Vote  last  year  for  the  erection  of  these 
buildings  was  £30,000,  and  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Treasury  have  allowed 
£12,000  more  to  be  spent  within  the 
financial  year  than  they  took  power  for. 
If  the  Government  will  turn  to  the  Vote 
they  will  find  that  their  Estimate  was 
even  more  gravelv  defective  than  that, 
because  it  will  be  found  that  the  original 
Estimate  was  £100,000.  That,  I  sup- 
pose, was  the  Estimate  of  the  Board  of 
Works ;  but  the  revised  Estimate  now 
placed  before  the  Committee  amounts  to 
£145,000.  When  the  Treasury  came 
before  Parliament  and  asked  for  a  Vote 
to  purchase  part  of  a  site  and  erect  new 
Science  and  Art  buildings  and  a  national 
library,  they  told  Parliament  that  the 
cost  would  be  £100,000,  and  it  is  now 
found  that  the  expenditure  wiU  be 
£45,000  more  than  the  original  Esti- 
mate. I  think  that  that  is  not  only 
objectionable  but  discreditable,  and  it 
throws  the  greatest  possible  suspicion 
on  the  value  of  the  Gt>vernment  Esti- 
mates. That  is  a  general  complaint  in 
regard  to  all  works,  and  I  put  it  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  why  it  should 
be  allowed.  I  know  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  tell  me  that  to  have 
arrested  the  progress  of  the  building 
would,  of  course,  entail  great  con- 
fusion and  a  loss  of  money.  But  if  the 
Treasury  had  said  that  they  had  no  more 
money  to  devote  to  this  purpose  this 
year,  the  public  would  have  known  that 
it  was  the  bad  management  of  the  Board 
of  Works  that  had  caused  all  the  loss 
and  confusion.  If  a  great  stand  of 
that  kind  were  once  made,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  would  occur  again,  but  as 
long  as  the  Government  allow  the  Board 
of  Works  to  spend  more  money  than 
they  originally  estimated,  and  consented 
to  pay  the  excess,  so  long  as  this  loose 
and  unbusinesslike  way  of  conducting 
business  goes  on,  there  will  be  loss  and 
confusion.  I  think  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  owes  an  explanation  to 
the  Committee  of  this  Vote  even  more 
than  upon  the  last  one. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  in  addition  to  the  point  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord,  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  Estimates 
were  being  constantly  revised.  He 
found  that  the  original  Estimate  sub-^ 


1519     Supply^Civil  Serviee$,         {COMMONS}        i^-e.  E8imate»,  1887-8.     1520 


mitted  to  the  House  was  £100,000. 
Then  came  the  revised  estimate  of 
£138,571,  and  during  the  financial  year 
that  Estimate  of  £138,571  had  been 
again  revised  and  brought  up  to  the 
£145,191  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
drawn  attention.  Therefore,  the  Esti- 
mates laid  before  Parliament  turned  out 
to  be  utterly  worthless,  and  he  wished 
to  have  some  explanation  of  why  the 
Estimates  should  grow  every  year  in 
this  manner. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  asked, 
how  much  of  the  money  was  to  be  spent 
for  the  site? 

The  SECBETAHY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
am  afraid  that  I  have  not  got  the 
amount  for  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  asked.  The  noble  Lord  has 
brought  two  Questions  before  the  Com- 
mittee— one  is  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
Estimate  originally  presented  to  Par- 
liament, and  its  subsequent  enlarge- 
ment or  revision ;  and,  secondly,  as  to 
the  unwisdom  of  allowing  the  expendi- 
ture to  exceed  the  amount  voted  by 
Parliament,  and  not  stopping  it  in  the 
way  suggested.  I  may  say  that  I  am 
not  responsible  for  that  original  Esti- 
mate presented  to  Parliament.  But  I 
would  venture  to  ask  any  Member  of 
the  Committee,  who  has  had  any  ex- 
perience of  building  operations,  to  con- 
sider for  one  moment  how  difficult  it 
must  be  for  anybody  before  an  actual 
contract  could  be  obtained,  to  estimate 
accurately  what  the  ^cost  of  a  building 
would  be.  I  am  afraid  that  that  is 
actually  impossible,  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  noble  Lord  knows  perfectly  well,from 
his  own  experience,  that  estimates  for 
building  operations  are  seldom  sufficient 
to  carry  out  works  of  this  character.  I 
may  point  out  that  the  Estimates  have 
been  revised  from  time  to  time,  possibly 
in  consequence  of  alterations  in  the  plan. 
It  may  be  said  that  the  plans  ought  to 
bo  made  complete  in  the  first  instance ; 
but  we  know  that  from  time  to  time 
alterations  are  found  to  be  necessary. 
With  regard  to  the  amount  which  has 
been  expended  in  excess  of  the  Estimate, 
I  am  sorry  to  repeat  what  I  said  in  the 
previous  case.  I  merely  stated  what  the 
explanation  was,  and  it  is  apparently  an 
explanation  well  founded.  When  I 
was  in  Dublin,  both  in  conversation  with 
the  contractor  and  with  those  who  are 
responsible     for     superintending    the  I 
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building,  I  learned  that  the  contractors 
in  this  case  have  acted  most  energetic- 
ally. There  has  never  been  a  single  day 
on  which  the  works  have  been  stopped, 
and  I  cannot  admit  that  it  would  have 
been  good  policy  to  have  turned  these 
men  away  from  that  building,  simply 
because  the  money  voted  by  Parliament 
had  been  spent,  and  to  have  kept  them 
idle  for  months.  I  cannot  think  that 
Parliament  would  have  justified  the 
Treasury  if  we  had  taken  that  course. 
It  is  most  difficult,  and  in  some  cases 
impossible,  to  calculate  how  much  pro- 
gress will  be  made  in  a  large  building  of 
this  character  during  the  year.  I  am 
extremely  sorry  to  have  to  come  now 
and  ask  for  a  Supplementary  Estimate. 
I  can  only  plead  that  although  the 
money  is  raised  this  year,  instead  of 
next,  it  does  not  add  one  single  sixpence 
to  the  cost  of  the  building  to  which  Par- 
liament is  committed,  and  the  circum- 
stance is  entirely  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  building  has  made  much  greater 
process  than  was  contemplated  when 
the  Estimate  was  framed  last  year.  I, 
therefore,  do  not  believe  that  the  Board 
of  Works  are  deserving  of  censure, 
because  they  framed  their  Estimate  as 
far  as  the  information  they  had  to  guide 
them  enabled  them  to  calculate  the 
amount  that  would  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year.  The  original 
Estimate  for  the  service  was  £100,000. 
I  cannot  say  when  that  original  Estimate 
was  formed,  and  I  am  afraid  that  I  have 
not  the  particulars  as  to  why  that  sum 
had  been  so  largely  exceeded. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  he  thinks  the  increase 
in  the  Estimate  from  £100,000  to 
£145,000  is  such  a  reasonable  increase 
as  would  happen  in  the  ordinair  affairs 
of  life  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Speaking  from  my 
own  experience  I  should  say  "  Yes.'*  I 
should  say  ''It  is  not  at  all  an  excep- 
tional case;"  and  I  must  say  that  Par- 
liament must  have  sanctioned,  the 
increase  on  a  former  occasion ;  therefore 
the  Treasury  is  not  responsible.  It  is 
not  surprising  that  the  Estimate  has 
been  enlarged,  partly  by  reasou  of  the 
improvements  which  have  been  sanc- 
tioned in  the  construction  itself,  ^firen 
during  the  last  year  I  must  ploa^^njtty 
to  having  sanctioned  a  further  cgKjJwSMm 
of  £1,S00,  because  it  was  ^^^^^iixQBfftT 
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represented  to  the  Treasury  that  unless 
the  Botunda  was  raised  a  little  higher 
than  was  intended  in  the  original  plan, 
the  general  appearance  of  what  eyery- 
hody  admits  to  be  a  magnificent 
building  would  be  spoiled. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  he  thought  that  the 
Treasury  ought  to  exercise  the  utmost 
care  in  dealing  with  public  Departments. 
They  seldom  heard  of  a  case  where  the 
expenditure  fell  below  the  Estimate. 
The  practice  of  exceeding  the  Estimates 
for  building  was  not  only  common,  but 
habitual,  and  for  that  reason  he  thought 
that  the  Treasury  ought  to  exercise  the 
utmost  care  and  even  rigour  in  dealing 
with  the  public  Departments,  so  that 
they  should  not  allow  the  expenditure 
to  be  BO  largely  exceeded.  £184,155 
had  already  been  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment in  connection  with  these  Science 
and  Art  buildings  in  Dublin,  and  that 
sum  was  likely  to  be  still  further  ex- 
ceeded by  the  £1,800  to  which  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  aUuded.  At 
any  rate  he  should  be  glad  to  learn 
whether  the  £1,800  was  in  excess  of  the 
£184,000. 

Mr.  BARTLET  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  this  was  only  a  typical  case  of  the 
enormous  increase  over  the  Estimates  in 
regard  to  buildings  erected  in  connection 
with  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 
There  were  buildings  at  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum,  in  Edinburgh,  in  Jermyn 
Sta*eet,  and  elsewhere,  and  in  all  cases 
it  had  been  found  that  the  Estimate  was 
so  absurdly  below  the  real  cost  as  to 
require  very  strict  notice.  He  thought 
that  an  increase  of  about  50  per  cent 
over  the  original  Estimate  was  very  ex- 
cessive. He  had  had  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  building,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  was  an  excessive 
amount  of  increase.  The  item  of  £1,800 
was  the  keynote  of  the  whole  difficulty, 
because,  although  only  a  very  small 
sum,  it  showed  that  the  plans  were  not 
properly  and  carefully  considered  ori- 
ginally. They  were  prepared  economi- 
cally in  the  first  instance,  with  the  idea 
that  it  would  in  that  case  be  more  easy 
to  get  the  Treasury  to  allow  an  increased 
expenditure  afterwards.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  only  way  of  effecting 
economy  in  the  cost  of  building  opera- 
tions was  by  going  carefully  into  the 
plans  at  first,  and  oy  its  being  under- 
stood that  the  House  of  Oommons  would 


not  consent  to  increase  the  amount 
afterwards.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
wholesome  thing  for  the  Committee 
to  throw  out  the  increase  on  the  present 
occasion 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
would  appear  from  the  Vote  that 
£184^155  had  already  been  sanctioned. 
Was  this  a  new  Estimate  or  part  of  the 
Estimate  that  had  already  been  passed  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  This  sum  which 
has  already  been  sanctioned  will,  I 
hope,  complete  the  works.  In  regard  to 
the  sum  of  £1,800  which  thehon.  Mem^ 
ber  referred  to  as  having  been  sanctioned 
in  the  past  year,  I  am  afraid  it  may 
happen  that  that  sum  will  prove  to  be 
an  excess  over  the  Estimate.  It  would, 
however,  be  an  unwise  thing  to  spoil  a 
building  like  this  for  the  sake  of  £1,800. 
Everybody  must  admit  that  the  altera- 
tion proposed  to  be  effected  in  the 
Rotunda  will  be  a  very  great  improve- 
ment. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  Does 
this  item  include  this  sum  of  £1,800  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes,  certainly. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  they 
were  told  that  the  favourable  weather 
in  the  past  year  had  enabled  greater 
progress  to  be  made  with  the  building 
than  had  been  expected  ;  but  now  they 
were  told  that  the  Estimate  included  a 
portion  of  the  Rotunda  which  had  not 
been  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  asked,  whether  the 
architect  received  a  larger  fee  for  the 
increased  amount  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  hon.  Member 
rather  mistakes  the  matter.  It  was 
arranged,  in  the  original  plan,  to  go  a 
certain  height;  and  the  question  has 
since  arisen  whether  it  was  not  desirable 
to  put  four  or  five  feet  more  on  the  top 
of  it  in  order  to  give  it  a  better  appear- 
ance. It  was  originally  arranged  that 
the  boilers  and  heating  apparatus  should 
be  placed  in  the  basement  of  the  main 
building;  but,  later  on,  when  it  was 
seen  that  there  was  a  possibility,  at 
some  time  or  other,  of  the  electric  Ught 
being  adopted — for  which  additional 
machinery  would  be  required  —  the 
question  came  up  for  consideration 
whether  it  would  be  desirable  or  safe  to 
put  in  the  basement  of  the  main  build- 
ing all  the  appliances  for  heating  and 
lighting — engines,  boilers,  and  so  on.  It 
was  suggested  that  there  was  a  piece  of 
ground   outside   the    building   which 
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might  be  used  for  an  annexe,  if  that 
were  ultimately  determined  upon,  and 
that  the  boilers  and  heating  apparatus 
might  be  put  outside  of  and  separate 
from  the  main  building.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  that  would  be  a  valuable  im- 
provement, alike  as  regarded  safety, 
convenience,  and  economical  working; 
and  that  it  would  be  better  to  adopt 
that  plan  than  to  carry  out  the  original 
suggestion. 

Sib  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
showed  very  clearly  how  these  things 
grew ;  how,  when  a  plain  building  was 
estimated  for,  all  sorts  of  additions  and 
improvements  were  asked  for.  In  the 
first  place;  the  House  was  led  to  sanction 
an  outlay  of  £100,000,  and  then  was 
led  on  to  sanction  one  of  £'200,000  or 
£300,000.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son), he  was  sorry  to  say,  did  not  seem 
to  condemn  the  system  under  which 
they  were  asked  to  sanction,  bit  by  bit, 
an  enlargement  of  an  original  Estimate. 

ThbOHANCELLORop THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Ooschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  assured  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  neither  the  Board  of  Works 
in  Ireland  nor  any  other  body  in  the 
United  Kingdom  found  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  too 
yielding  or  easy  in  regard  to  these 
matters.  This  was  one  case  in  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  given  way ;  but  for 
this  one  case  which  appeared  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  there  were  50  cases 
in  which  he  had  not  given  way,  and  in 
which  he  received  considerable  abuse 
for  the  hardness  of  his  heart.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  judge  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  by  this  case.  A  ffreat  build- 
ing was  concerned,  and  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  a  slight  concession;  but  he 
was  stoney-hearted  generally,  unless  a 
stroiig  case  was  made  out. 

Mr.  H.  S.  WBIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  said,  they  all  knew  from  experience 
that  however  large  an  Estimate  was,  it 
was  certain  to  be  exceeded  in  the  long 
run.  It  was,  therefore,  far  better  to 
allow  a  certain  latitude  than  to  draw 
hard  and  fast  lines  which  they  found  it 
impossible  to  observe.  If  this  Vote  was 
refused,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
Local  Authorities  would  be  compelled 
to  make  their  Estimates  in  future  con- 
siderably larger  than  at  the  time  might 
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seem  necessary,  in  order  to  provide  for 
unforeseen  contingencies. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £1,100,  Supplementary,  Light- 
houses Abroad. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  explanation  of  this  Vote  was  very 
simple.  There  was  a  tender  called  the 
Riekmand^  which  carried  stores  to  the 
lighthouses  off  the  coast  of  Rooky 
Island.  A  hurricane  came  on  when 
this  tender  was  making  for  the  shore. 
The  tender  was  blown  on  the  rocks,  and 
injured.  This  expenditure  eonsisted 
partly  of  repairs,  partly  of  the  hire  of  a 
schooner  to  do  the  work  during  the 
time  the  Itiehmond  was  laid  up,  and 
partly  of  the  cost  of  assistance  in  getting 
the  vessel  off  the  rocks.  The  ooonrrenoe 
was  an  accident,  and  no  blame  attaohed 
to  anvone. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

Class  II. — ^Salabibs  amd  Expenses  of 
Civil  Defartms^its. 

(4.)  £1,  Supplementary,  Bankruptcy 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) 
said,  he  believed  that  £1  was  the 
smallest  sum  which  it  was  competent  for 
Parliament  to  Vote,  and  he  had  pur- 
posely made  the  charge  £1  so  that  the 
Committee  might  see  at  once  that  the 
voting  of  the  money  was  a  mere  matter 
of  form.  The  Committee  would  under- 
stand that  although  the  fees  were  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  whole  cost  of  the  sw- 
vice,  there  had  been  in  the  origioal 
Estimate  a  Vote  for  £68,920  for  salaries. 
There  had  been  an  increase  of  fees,  and, 
in  some  cases,  an  increase  of  salaries  to 
the  extent  of  £7,044  ;  but,  unless  a  Yote 
of  the  House  was  taken,  those  salaries 
could  not  be  dealt  with  in  the  Appro- 
priation Account,  because  they  would 
never  have  received  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. The  Treasury  had  power  to 
issue  from  time  to  time  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  aid  of  Yotes  of  Parliament,  out 
of  the  receipts  arising  from  fees, 
stamps,  and  dividends,  any  sums  which 
might  be  necessary  to  meet  the  charge 
estimated  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
respect  of  salaries  and  expenditure. 
They  had  done  this,  but  there  would  not 
be  Parliamentary  sanction  of  the  salaries 
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unless  tbey  took  a  Vote  in  this  form. 
That  wa9  wby  the  Vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  supposed  they  might  take 
it  that  the  receipts  from  the  working  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  were  in  excess  of 
the  expenditure. 

Ma.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Eyerton) 
said,  the  salary  of  the  official  receiver 
at  Liverpool  was  £1,000 ;  whereas,  the 
official  receiver  at  Manchester  was  paid 
a  salary  of  £1,200  and  had  an  assistant 
receiver  who  was  paid  £600.  The  busi- 
ness of  Liverpool  was  considerably  in 
excess  of  that  at  Manchester,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  thought  that  the  salary 
of  the  Liverpool  receiver  should  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  that  of 
the  Manchester  receiver.  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  whether  there 
was  anything  included  in  the  Vote  for 
the  purpose. 

Thb  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michaxl  Hioks-Bbaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  there  was  nothing 
included  in  the  Vote  for  the  particular 
matter  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  referred: 
An  application  on  the  subject  of  this 
gentleman's  salary  had  been  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and,  of  course,  it  would 
be  fully  considered. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gbntleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  that  this  was 
a  formal  matter  must  be  taken  with  some 
qualification.  A  great  deal  more  than 
£1  was  involved  in  the  Vote.  When  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1 883  passed  through 
the  House,  an  alteration  was  made  in 
the  Estimates.  It  was  then  agreed  that 
a  statement  should  be  annually  laid 
before  Parliament,  showing  the  amount 
of  fees  realized  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Act,  and  the  amount  expended  in  the 
administration  of  the  Act.  Apparently 
there  was  no  charge  on  the  Public  Trea- 
sury in  connection  with  the  Service,  but 
the  appearances  were  misleading.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  there  was  just  as  large  a 
charge  against  the  Public  Treasury  in 
connection  with  this  Vote  as  in  connec- 
tion with  any  other  Vote  in  the  Esti- 
mates, because  if  this  money  was  not 
spent  in  extra  salaries  and  in  large 
travelling  allowances  it  would  go  into 
the  Exchequer.  The  officials  under  the 
Bankruptcy  administration  were  at  pre- 


sent battening  upon  the  fees  obtained 
in  bankruptcy  proceedings.  Of  course, 
as  the  charge  did  not  come  apparently 
as  a  direct  charge  on  the  Treasury,  the 
House  was  not  very  much  inclined  to 
look  with  scrutiny  into  the  matter; 
but  he  contended  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Treasury  to  keep  down  this  Vote  as 
much  as  possible.  This  involved  an 
extra  charge  of  £7,000,  and  was  justi- 
fied on  the  ground  that  the  fees  were 
enough  to  meet  the  outgoings.  They 
were,  unfortunately,  more  than  enough, 
and  that  involved  an  injustice  to  the 
suitors  and  to  the  estates  under  the 
Bankruptcy  administration.  Seeing 
how  much  money  was  realized  by  these 
fees,  it  would  be  very  much  fairer,  and 
more  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  which 
was  manifested  and  expressed  at  the 
time  the  Act  of  1883  was  passed,  if 
Bankruptcy  fees  were  very  considerably 
lowered,  at  any  rate,  in  a  great  number 
of  cases.  He  would  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Treasury  had  conferred  with 
the  Board  of  Trade  as  to  the  possibi- 
lity of  lowering  some,  at  least,  of  the 
charges  under  Bankruptcy  administra- 
tion. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  said,  the  Treasury 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  were  constantly 
in  communication  with  regard  to  this 
expenditure.  Perhaps  he  ought  to  ex- 
plain that,  although  the  total  sum  was 
£7,044,  it  really  was  not  an  increase  of 
£7,044,  because  there  were  the  Sub- 
heads E  and  F,  which,  he  believed, 
came  under  the  Yote  for  the  first  time 
this  year.  Hitherto  they  had  been  paid 
out  of  the  fees  of  the  estate,  and  an 
arrangement  had  been  made,  which  was 
thought  to  be  more  economical,  whereby 
they  should  come  on  the  Votes.  He 
would  bear  in  mind  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said  regarding  the  fees.  He 
believed  that  since  1883  the  fees  had 
amounted  to  £485,000,  while  the  ex- 
penditure had  been  £460,000.  There 
was,  therefore,  a  balance  of  £25,000. 
The  fees  more  than  covered  the  cost, 
but  the  margin  was  rather  small. 

Mb.  PIOKERSOILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
under  the  heading  *'  Law  Charges " 
there  was  a  sum  of  £784  required  in 
addition  to  the  original  Estimate,  and, 
on  tuminff  over  the  page,  he  found  that 
this  was  due  to  exceedingly  heavy  liti- 
gation. He  desired  to  know  whether 
this  sum  was  made  up  in  part  of  costs 
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in  connection  with  the  prosecutions  of 
Bupposed  fraudulent  bankrupts  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
said,  he  beliered  it  was  not  so  made  up ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  arose  from  an  in- 
crease of  litigation  which  was  conse- 
quent upon  the  administration  of  estates 
Dj  officials  of  the  Bankruptcy  Depart- 
ment and  questions  arising  out  of  it 
upon  which  the  decisions  of  the  Court 
and  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  had  to 
be  taken. 

Mr.  FICKERSGILL  said,  that  some 
cases  of  criminal  prosecution  directed 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  appeared  to  him 
to  be  most  improper  and  even  oppres- 
sive— cases  in  which  juries  oonld  not 
reasonably  be  expected  to  convict.  He 
suggested  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  should  look  into  the  matter,  and 
put  a  check,  if  necessary,  upon  the 
eagerness  of  over- zealous  officials. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £481,  Supplementary,  Colonial 
Office. 

(6.)  £2,277,  Supplementary,  Charity 
Commission. 

The  secretary  to  tub  TREA- 
SnRY(Mr.  Jaokson)  (Leeds,N.)  said,  that 
the  reason  why  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate was  to  be  taken  at  all  was  that  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission's  year 
ended  on  the  31st  of  December,  and  the 
Act  under  which  the  Commission  was 
appointed  was  included  each  year  in  the 
Expiring  Laws  Bill.  The  ordinary 
financial  year  ended  on  the  3 1st  of 
March,  and,  therefore,  three  months 
had  to  be  provided  for  in  a  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate.  It  had  been  suggested, 
and  he  thought  it  was  desirable,  that 
both  years  should  end  on  the  31st  of 
March. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  agreed  that  it  would  be  de* 
sirable  to  make  the  change  suggested 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and  thus 
avoid  the  need  of  any  Supplementary 
Estimate  in  this  matter.  He  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  who  was  connected  with 
the  Charity  Commission,  and  who  was 
the  ordinary  means  of  communication 
between  the  Commission  and  the  House, 
was  unable  to  be  in  his  place  in  conse- 
quence of  an  accident,  but,  no  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  would  be  able  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion he  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  wished  to  put. 

Mr,  Fiekerfgill 


It  would  be  remembered  that  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission  which  sat  in 
1886  and  1887  were  of  opinion  that  the 
introduction  of  the  representative  princi- 
ple in  the  Gbveming  Bodies  of  the  schools 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance.    In 
Section  12  of  their  Report  they  declared 
it  to  be  essential  that  the  sympathies  of 
the   localities    should    be    enlisted  by 
giving  the  people  a  large  share  in  the 
management  of  the  schools  by  repre- 
sentation,   either    direct    or    indirect, 
through  elected  bodies.    The  point  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  was  this-* 
whether  the  Endowed  School  Commis- 
sion was  now  really  carrying  into  effect 
that    recommendation.     If   the    Com- 
mittee would  turn  to  the  Report  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  it  would 
be  seen  that  there  was  an  Amendment 
moved  to  the  effect  that  the  words  ^*  a 
large  share  "  should  be  left  out,  to  sub- 
stitute a  share  in  the  management  by 
''a  majority"  of  representatives,  and 
that  this  was  only  lost  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would  agree  that  there  W€is  a 
strong    expression  of  opinion  on    the 
part  of  the  Committee  that  the  repre- 
sentative principle  should  find  a  larger 
place  on  these  bodies.    The  matter  was 
not  a  Party  one  at  all.    It  cut  both  ways, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  under  the 
principle  of  election  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite—the  Conservative — side  of 
the  House,  would  find  places  on   the 
governing  bodies  of  the  schools  just  aa 
they  did  now.      He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  would  be  able  to  give  the 
Committee  an  assurance  that  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners  were  carry- 
ing out  the  representative  principle  in  the 
schemes  they  were  framing. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  as  a  Member  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  he  could  say  that 
it  was  the  opinion  of  that  Committee, 
after  taking  a  considerable  amount  of 
evidence,  that  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners in  framing  their  schemes  did 
haveregard  to  the  principle  of  represen- 
tation. The  Commissioners  themselves 
gave  evidence  in  support  of  the  principle 
of  representation.  Mow  soon  it  might 
be  desirable  to  extend  the  principle  was 
another  question,  but  he  did  not  think 
the  granting  or  refusing  of  the  money 
now  asked  for  could  be  determined  by 
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the  opinion  of  the  Oommittee  on  that 
point.  No  doubt  it  was  desirable  that 
the  Gbveming  Bodies  of  these  endowed 
schools  should  be  in  full  sympathy  with 
the  sentiment  of  the  localities  and  should 
haye  the  confidence  of  the  public.  It 
was  the  policy  of  the  Charity  Oommis- 
sioners,  he  believed,  to  act  in  accordance 
with  that  view,  and  they  had  accepted 
the  decision  of  the  Select  Committee  as 
being  in  accordance  with  their  own  well 
established  system.  That,  howeyer,  was 
not  the  only  element  to  be  considered  in 
the  constitution  of  these  bodies,  as  there 
were  others  which  should  be  kept  clearly 
in  yiew.  The  question  of  how  far  the 
principle  of  representation  should  be 
extended  would  not  be  affected  by  this 
Vote. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Habt  Dyke) 
(Kent,  Dartford)  said,  he  apologized  for 
taking  part  in  the  debate,  and  only  rose 
because  the  hon.  Member  who  usually 
answered  for  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners, was  not  able  to  be  in  his  place. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell)  had  conceded 
the  point  urged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bushrliffe  Diyision 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) ;  that  was 
to  say,  that  the  representatiye  principle 
should  haye  effect  in  these  schemes  so  far 
as  the  localities  were  concerned.  He 
would  point  out,  howeyer,  that  they 
might  go  too  far  with  the  representatiye 
element,  and  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  desired  that  they 
should  do  that.  A  Motion  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Lichfield  Diyision  of  Staf- 
fordshire to  deal  with  this  question  of 
representation,  and  he  did  not  suppose 
that  the  Committee  would  go  so  far  as 
that  Motion.  Though  he  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  he  was 
constantly  in  communication  with  the 
Commissioners,  and  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member,  without  any  further  com* 
munication  with  them,  that  they  were 
perfectly  well  aware  of  the  language 
used  in  the  Report  to  which  reference 
had  been  made.  It  would  be  found  that 
reference  was  made  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Select  Committee  in  the  Eeport 
of  the  Commissioners  themselyes,  so  that 
that  was  eyidence,  at  all  eyents,  that  the 
Commissioners  considered  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Oommittee  as  worthy 


of  their  attention.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  so  far  as  the  Charity 
Commissioners  were  concerned  they  had 
taken  note  of  the  matter,  and  that  in 
eyery  scheme  they  were  framing  now,  or 
would  frame  in  future,  they  would  take 
care  that  the  representatiye  principle 
should  haye  a  place. 

Vote  agre$d  to. 

(7.)  £7,100,  Supplementary,  Mint, 
including  Coinage. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  said,  he  should  like  to  as- 
certain some  particulars  with  regard  to 
this  loss  of  £7,100  on  foreign  bronze 
coin,  as  it  appeared  to  be  equal  to  33  per 
cent  on  the  £22,578  withdrawn  from 
circulation.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  or  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  explain  what  portion  of  the 
loss  arose  from  the  sale  of  coins,  and 
what  portion  was  on  account  of  expenses 
connected  with  it.  There  was  a  public 
announcement  made,  he  thought,  in  July 
last,  to  the  effect  that  the  French  Goyem- 
ment  intended  to  withdraw  their  copper 
coins.  Now,  the  bulk  of  the  coins  which 
were  withdrawn  in  this  country  were 
French,  and  that  would  haye  been  a 
yery  fayourable  opportunity  for  getting 
rid  of  the  French  copper  coin  in  this 
country  without  loss  beyond  the  cost  of 
carriage  from  London  to  Paris,  which 
would  haye  been  about  £l  per  ton  or 
less  than  £100  in  all.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  that  intimation  was  con- 
yeyed  to  the  Goyemment  and  how  they 
could  account  for  the  heayy  loss? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
STJRY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  the  intimation  was  conyeyed  to  the 
Goyernment,  and  they  endeayoured  first 
to  ascertain  whether  the  French  Goyern- 
ment would  be  willing  to  accept  this 
coin.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  how- 
eyer, that  this  foreign  copper  coin  in 
circulation  was  not  entirely  French. 
There  was  some  Italian  coin  and  some 
belonging  to  other  countries.  He  re- 
gretted to  say  that  the  negotiations  with 
tiie  French  Goyernment  were  not  success- 
ful. They  did  not  want  the  coin,  and  the 
arrangement  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
referred — namely,  the  withdrawal  of 
copper  coin  in  France,  had  not  been 
carried  out.  The  Goyernment  further 
thought  it  possible  that   the    French 
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Ooyernment  might  say  that  they  had 
got  a  large  quantity  of  English  copper 
coin,  and  might  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take  it  in  exchange.  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvernment  were  perfectly 
ready  to  do  this,  but  they  had  not  the 
opportunity.  The  decision  to  call  in 
this  copper  coin  was  taken  yery  much 
with  the  sanction  of  every  hon.  Member 
of  the  House  at  the  time.  The  circula- 
tion of  this  coin  was  considered  to  be 
such  a  g^eat  source  of  inconvenience 
and  difficulty  to  a  large  number  of  poor 
people  that  it  was  determined  to  cidl  it 
m.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he 
believed,  insisted  upon  the  matter  being 
brought  to  a  Vote  of  the  House  so  as  to 
emphasize  what  the  loss  on  the  transac- 
tion had  been.  The  loss  might  really 
have  been  dealt  with  in  the  Mint 
account — ^the  matter  might  have  been 
handed  over  to  the  Mint  and  dealt  with 
as  Mint  questions  usually  are  dealt  with. 
They  were  face  to  face  with  two  alter- 
natives— one  was  to  melt  the  coin  down 
as  bullion  and  make  it  into  copper  coin, 
and  the  other  was  to  sell  it  to  the  best 
bidder.  He  could  not,  with  his  commer- 
cial mind,  admit  the  force  of  the  senti- 
mental objection  to  selling  it  to  the  best 
bidder.  They  hunted  about  and  tried 
to  find  a  buyer,  and  after  some  negotia- 
tion sold  it  at  the  best  price  they  could 
set.  He  might  point  out  that  if  they 
had  melted  it  up  the  loss  would  have 
been  £20,000,  with  the  price  at  which 
copper  was  at  that  time.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  it  was  much  more  economical 
to  dispose  of  it  as  they  did,  though  the 
arrangement  was  beset  with  some  little 
diffioidty,  and  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  they  should  try  and  save  £15,000 
out  of  the  fire.  There  were  certain 
expenses  connected  with  the  collection 
by  the  General  Post  Office — sending 
the  coin  to  London  and  Paris,  shipping 
charges  and  insurance,  packing  and 
sorting,  and  such  like  matters.  In 
addition  to  all  this  there  were  about  six 
or  seven  tons  of  coin  which  had  been 
defaced  and  could  not  be  passed.  He 
believed  that  some  of  the  enterprizing 
traders  in  London — he  was  not  quite 
sure  whether  it  was  an  eminent  firm 
which  deals  in  soap — were  responsible 
for  having  stamped  the  coins  with  the 
names  of  their  firms.  These  coins  could 
not  be  passed  into  currency.  This  coin 
having  passed  into  the  Mint  at  the  rate 

Mr.  Jachon 


of  £400  a-ton,  and  having  to  be  sold  as 
bullion  at  the  rate  of  about  £45  per  ton 
—for  that  was  then  the  price,  although 
it  had  gone  up  considerably  since— this 
in  itself  resulted  in  considerable  loss. 
He  believed  that  -  under  the  circum- 
stances the  best  arrangement  had  been 
made  so  far  as  the  financial  question 
was  concerned.  Hon.  Gentlemen  knew 
pretty  much  the  circumstances  at  the 
time,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  would  approve  of  what  had 
been  done. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  had  answered  his  ques- 
tion as  to  what  portion  of  the  loss  re- 
sulted from  the  sale  of  the  French  coin. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  question 
about  the  policy  of  not  melting  the  coin 
up,  nor  did  he  believe  that  there  was 
any  regulation  to  withdraw  coin  that  had 
been  defaced  by  being  stamped  with  the 
advertisement  of  the  soap  merchant  re- 
ferred to ;  but  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Government  had  invited 
competition  for  the  purchase  of  the  good 
French  coin.  He  nad  pointed  out  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how  a 
small  portion  of  the  coin  could  be  sold 
at  4  per  cent  loss,  and  he  failed  to 
understand  what  the  large  increase  in 
the  loss  incurred,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimate,  was  owing  to. 
What  he  wished  to  ask  was  simply  what 
proportion  of  the  loss  arose  through  the 
sale  of  French  coin  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  state  accurately  what  the 

Eroportion  of  the  loss  was;  but  he 
elieved,  taking  it  all  round,  that  the 
coin  was  sold  at  a  discount  of  17^  per 
cent.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Montagu)  would  remember  that  he 
(Mr.  Jackson)  had  consulted  him  as  one 
from  whom  he  had  thought  he  would  be 
likely  to  get  valuable  information.  He 
had  hoped  that  they  would  have  got  a 
better  bargain  than  that  they  ultimately 
had  to  make.  It  was  a  question  of  get- 
ting rid  of  the  French  coin  at  once  or 
spreading  its  sale  over  a  long  period 
of  time.  They  had  sent  through  the 
markets  and  had  made  the  best  inquiries 
they  could.  They  had  succeeded  in  get- 
ting some  competition  for  the  money. 
He  could  not  say  he  was  proud  of  the 
bargain  which  had  been  made,  as  he 
had  hoped  to  make  a  better  sale ;  still 
he  believed  that,  considering  all   the 
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oircamstaiioefli  the  best  had  been 
done. 

Mr.  0HILDEE8  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  object  to  the  course  the 
Qoyemment  had  taken.  The  question 
had  been  a  difficult  one,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
TreasuiT  had  acted  for  the  best.  What 
he  oouldf  not  understand  was  why,  if  this 
French  coin  was  made  of  the  same  metal 
as  that  which  was  used  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  our  own  pence,  it  was  not  sent 
into  l^e  Mint,  re-minted,  and  re-issued 
as  English  pence  ? 

TmOHANOELLOR  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Qosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  if  that  had 
been  done  the  loss  would  have  been 
£20,000.  They  might  haye  manufac- 
tured the  bronze  into  pence,  but  how 
would  they  have  put  the  pence  into  cir- 
culation ?  They  had  put  now  as  many 
pence  into  circulation  as  they  could 
through  the  ordinary  transactions  of 
trade.  Besides,  if  they  had  used  the 
French  money  for  the  manufacture  of 
English  pence,  they  would  ha^e  been 
buying  the  bronze  bullion  at  a  price 
infinitely  above  the  market  price  at  the 
time.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
wisest  course  had  been  taken  in  sending 
the  money  back  to  France.  If  they  had 
themselves  attempted  to  put  the  money 
into  circulation  in  France  they  might 
have  done  so  at  the  rate  of  about  £100 
a  month,  or  in  some  similar  way,  but 
when  they  had  £25,000  worth  of  cen- 
times it  was  obvious  that  it  would  have 
taken  years  to  dispose  of  the  coin  in 
this  retail  manner.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  taken  the 
best  course  he  could  in  getting  offers 
from  several  French  firms  for  the  pur- 
ohase  of  the  coin.  It  would  have  been 
a  very  dangerous  course,  and  one  preju- 
dicial to  the  public  interest,  to  have 
smelted  down  the  coin. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  answer  was  perfectiy  satis- 
factory. He  had  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  copper  coin  was  still  being 
issued ;  but  if  this  was  not  the  case,  the 
plan  adopted  was  clearly  the  best. 

Mr.  BAKTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 

lie  hoped  that  great  care  had  been  taken 

to  prevent  these  French  coins  getting 

nto  circulation  a^ain  amongst  the  poor. 


Was  it  understood  that  the  coins  had 
been  sold  out  of  the  country  ? 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  It  was  delivered  in 
France. 

Yote  a<fr$ed  to. 

Glass  III. — Law  and  Justiox. 

(8.)  £38,078,  Supplementary,  (Tounty 
Courts. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.)  said,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee should  have  some  explanation  of 
the  large  increase  in  the  Yote  over  the 
original  Estimate.  He  had  thought 
that  the  amount  for  the  County  Courts 
was  a  fixed  Estimate,  and  they  ought  to 
be  told  whether  the  number  of  Judges 
had  increased,  whether  the  salaries  had 
increased,  or  what  the  increase  of 
£38,073  was  owing  to. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SXTBY  (Mr.  Jacksok)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  was  sorry  he  had  not  risen  at  once  to 
give  an  explanation  of  the  Yote,  but  he 
had  thought  the  Committee  was  aware 
that  this  was  one  of  the  Yotes  which 
very  often  resulted  in  a  Supplementary 
Estimate.  The  expenses  wore  paid  ac- 
cording to  the  amount  of  business.  For 
instance,  the  Begistrars  were  paid  £4 
for  each  25  cases,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  very  easy  to  judge  beforehand 
how  many  cases  would  be  brought  into 
the  County  Court  during  the  next  12 
months.  An  Estimate  was  usually 
taken  as  near  as  any  approximate  esti- 
mate could  be  made  to  cover  the  num- 
ber of  cases,  but  the  real  fact  in  the 
past  financial  year  had  been — and,  no 
doubt,  hon.  Members  would  notice  it — 
that  the  growth  of  expenditure  was  not 
only  considerable  in  itself,  but  was  dis- 
proportionate to  the  growth  of  receipts 
from  fees.  The  explanation  of  that,  ho 
understood,  was  tnat  the  Begistrars 
were  paid  so  much  per  case,  and  the 
fees  depended  on  the  amounts  which 
were  involved  in  the  cases.  He  under- 
stood that  there  had  been  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  total  business,  whether 
or  not  due  to  bad  trade  he  could  not  say. 
There  had  been  not  only  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  total  business,  but  there 
had  been  at  the  same  time  a  consider- 
able increase  in  the  cases  involving  very 
small  amounts,  and  that  accounted  for 
the  amount  of  fees  not  having  grown 
proportionately  with  the  amount  of  ex- 
penses, because  the  expenses  were  paid 
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at  BO  much  per  oaae,  while  the  fees  were 
oolleoted  according  to  the  amounts  in- 
Tolyed  in  *the  cases.  The  Oommittee 
would  see  that  it  was  not  possible  for 
the  Goyemment  to  correctly  foretell  the 
number  of  cases  that  would  be  brought 
on.  He  admitted  that  £38,000  was  a 
considerable  increase  on  an  Estimate 
something  short  of  £400,000,  but  he 
hoped  the  Oommittee  would  recognize 
that  an  expenditure  of  £400,000  on  such  a 
business  represented  in  itself  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  work,  and  that  it  must 
necessarily  be  very  difficult  to  estimate 
with  anything  like  accuracy  the  amount 
that  would  be  required.  He  hoped 
also,  if  he  might  say  so  at  this  stage., 
that  the  Oommittee  would  not  be  too 
severe  and  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  OhurchUl)  would  not  be  too 
severe  on  the  Treasury  for  not  asking 
for  large  sums  of  money  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  Supplementary 
Estimates.  There  was  no  check  on  ex- 
penditure which  the  House  and  the 
Treasury  could  exercise  so  efiFectually 
as  being  able  to  say  ''  The  amount  of 
money  voted  is  exceeded,  and  therefore 
we  cannot  give  you  any  more." 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUROHTLL 
(Faddington,  S.) :  We  do  not  say  it. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  his  noble  Friend 
remarked  that  the  House  did  not  say 
that;  but  he  would  be  more  correct  if 
he  said  ''On  some  occasions  we  do  not 
say  it."  The  Treasury  did  not  ask  for 
large  sums  when  there  was  necessarily 
uncertainty  as  to  the  amount  which 
would  be  required. 

Mr.  STAVELEYHILL(Stafford8hire, 
Kingswinford)  said,  be  wished  to  ask, 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  could  tell  the 
Committee  how  much  of  this  money  was 
for  additional  payment  to  Begistrars? 
At  the  rate  of  £4  for  25  cases,  the  Sup- 
plementary amount  asked  for  would  re- 
present 208,000  extra  plaints,  which 
would  be  an  enormous  number. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  the  eflfect  of  paying 
Registrars  by  the  case  was  not  that 
some  of  them  received  salaries  higher 
than  the  County  Court  Judges  them- 
selves ? 

Mb.  JACE:S0N  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  had  not  very  much  knowledge  on  that 
subject;  but  he  certainly  did  happen  to 
know  of  one  case  where  the  fees  of  the 
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Registrar  became  so  large  that  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  out  them  down  by 
appointing  someone  else  to  help  him  to 
take  them.  With  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Kings- 
winford Division  of  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Stavelev  Hill),  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  was 
afraid  he  could  not  supply  the  details 
Afikfid  for 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  inquire  whether  it  was 
true  that  many  Registrars  were  now  re- 
ceiving by  the  scale  of  payments  by  case 
a  higher  sum  of  money  than  was  paid 
to  some  County  Court  Judges;  and 
whether,  if  that  turned  out  to  be  the 
fact — as  he  believed  it  was — the  Go- 
vernment would  take  some  immediate 
steps,  by  legislation,  to  remedy  that 
most  outrageous  state  of  things  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  would  pro- 
mise to  inquire  as  to  the  facts ;  but  he 
was  afraid  it  was  another  question 
whether  legislation  would  be  brought 
forward.  He  must  leave  that  to  some- 
one else  to  answer. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  there  could 
be  no  hesitation  in  giving  an  answer  on 
such  a  subject.  If  it  were  shown  that 
a  subordinate  received  a  higher  pay 
than  the  Chief  of  his  Court,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  feel  bound  to  remedy 
the  state  of  things  at  once. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  he 
thought  that  there  had  been  some  gross 
miscalculation  in  reference  to  this  Vote, 
and  the  Committee  was  bound  to  do 
what  it  could  to  see  that  such  miscal- 
culations did  not  occur  in  future;  other- 
wise they  might  be  asked  next  year  to 
pay  another  £38,000. 

Mb.  DIXON  -  HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Uxbridge)  said,  the  Committee 
was  called  upon  to  pay  a  large  sum  in 
connection  with  bankruptcy  remunera- 
tion. When  the  Bankruptcy  Act  was 
passed  three  years  ago,  they  were  told 
that  its  effect  would  be  to  cheapen  the 
conduct  of  bankruptcy  oases,  and  that 
the  whole  cost  would  fall  on  the  people 
who  used  the  Court,  and  not  on  the 
nation.     Why  were  they  called  upon  to 

Eay  nearly  £30,000  for  remuneration  in 
ankruptcy  cases  when  the  whole  of  ths 
expense  ought  to  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  those  who  used  the  Courts. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  had  not  the  particulars  as  to  bank- 
ruptcy remuneration.     He  would,  how- 
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ever,  make  inquiriea  and  find  out  what 
it  had  been. 

liB.NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  lime- 
house)  said,  he  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  original  Estimate  of  £17,910  for 
printing  and  stationery  under  the  County 
Court  Department.  The  addition  to  the 
Vote  now  asked  for  was  £818.  He  de- 
sired to  know  if  there  was  any  check 
upon  this  expenditure ;  also  on  the  pos- 
tages, for  which  an  additional  sum  of 
£796  was  now  asked,  the  original  Es- 
timate having  been  £10,294?  If  the 
''  postages  "  represented  penny  stamps.. 
2,400,000  letters  must  have  been  senc 
out,  and  if  it  represented  halfpenny 
stamps  the  letters  must  have  numbered 
4,800,000.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
items  for  postages  and  stationery  were 
very  large,  and  he  should  like  to  have 
information  with  regard  to  them. 

Ma.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
detailed  information  on  these  sub-heads 
'*  C  "  and  **  E."  All  he  could  say  was 
that  when  the  Estimates  were  submitted 
to  the  Treasury  every  item  was  criticized 
with  the  greatest  care,  all  sorts  of  ques- 
tions were  asked  of  those  responsible, 
and  every  effort  was  made  to  cut  down 
the  expenditure.  These  sub-heads  had 
been  most  carefully  gone  through  by 
the  officers  of  the  Treasury,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  had  received  much  more 
searching  investigation  than  in  former 
years. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  said  he 
thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  have 
the  Vote  delayed  for  another  night,  in 
order  to  have  an  explanation  of  some 
of  these  matters  as  to  which  no  explana- 
tion was  now  forthcoming. 

SiK  aEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
was  notorious  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  that,  under  the  dangerous  prac- 
tice of  payment  by  fees,  subordinate 
ofBlcers  often  came  to  receive  most  ex- 
orbitant salaries.  He  did  think  they 
should  have  a  very  distinct  pledge  that 
attention  should  be  paid  to  this  matter. 
Ab  the  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  did  not  appear  to  be  fully 
informed  upon  the  matter,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Tote  should 
be  postponed. 

Mb.  BBADLAXJOH  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  discussion  now,  but 
would  give  notice  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  when 
this  particular  Vote  in  the  new    Esti- 
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mates  came  on,  unless  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  give  a  distinct  pledge 
to  alter  the  system  of  paying  the  Kegis- 
trars  by  fees,  the  result  of  which  was  in 
some  cases  to  pay  them  higher  salaries 
than  were  received  by  the  Chiefs  of  their 
own  Courts,  he  would  oppose  the  Vote. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
said,  they  should  not  only  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  this  mat- 
ter, but  the  attention  of  the  public  should 
be  directed  to  it — to  the  fact  that  the 
Committoo  was  asked  to  vote  the  very 
considerable  sum  of  £38,073  as  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate,  of  which  no  ex- 
planation had  been  given  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  and  no  explanation 
was  forthcoming  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  The  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  expected  to  g^ve  them  all  the 
details  of  the  procedure  of  County 
Courts.  He  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
could  not,  however,  refrain  from  express- 
ing his  surprise  that  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  had  not  been  in  the  House 
to  defend  the  very  large  expenditure 
asked  for  under  the  Vote,  because  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  been  quite  unable  to  give 
them  an  explanation  of  the  large  increase 
in  the  item  of  salaries  of  £34,778, 
except  that  it  was  connected  with  Eegis- 
trars.  That  large  increase  was  an  in- 
crease in  fixed  salaries,  and  showed  a 
very  unbusinesslike  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  those  responsible  for  the  Esti- 
mates. The  Government,  he  thought, 
should  give  a  promise  that  this  matter 
of  the  payment  of  these  Eeg^strars 
should  be  considered,  and  should  be 
thoroughly  explained  on  Eeport,  or 
should  postpone  the  Vote  until  the  Law 
Officers  were  in  attendance  to  give  some 
account  of  the  expenditure  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said  the  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  think  that  the  Treasury  had 
under- estimated  the  fixed  salaries  of  the 
Eegistrars,  but  that  was  not  the  case. 
He  (Mr.  Jackson)  understood  that  the 
salaries  of  the  Eegistrars  were  limited 
only  in  the  sense  that  these  gentle- 
men never  received  more  than  £1,400 
a  -  year.  The  salary  was  not  fixed, 
therefore  it  was  impossible  to  say 
what  the  amount  which  would  be 
paid  in  salaries  would  be  unless  they 
could  say  what  the  amount  of  business 
would  be  which  would  be  brought  be- 
fore the  Eegistrars.      With  regard  to 
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the  question  affecting  bankruptcy  re- 
muneration,  wUch  really  meant  the 
sums  paid  to  Eegistrars  in  bankruptcy 
under  Sub-head  ''  D/'  lie  had  to  point 
out  that  these  Registrars  were  paid 
according  to  a  certain  scale — according 
to  the  amount  dealt  with.  On  sums 
exceeding  £5  and  under  £10  they  were 
paid  2«.  6d,,  and  so  on,  over  a  consider- 
able scale.  The  Registrars  were  en- 
titled to  a  sum  for  every  bankruptcy 
petition  filed  in  their  respective  Courts — 
£4  for  every  petition  filed  in  the  year 
above  £100  and  not  exceeding  £200. 
The  amount  of  remuneration  was  regu- 
lated by  a  scale  which  had  been  most 
carefully  considered,  and  the  increase 
or  decrease  in  these  salaries  fluctuated, 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  show,  by  rea- 
son of  the  increase  or  decrease  which 
might  occur  in  the  amount  of  business 
done  in  the  course  of  the  year.  The 
increase  was  not  an  increase  of  salary, 
but  an  increased  payment  for  increased 
business,  and  it  was  very  difficult  to 
estimate  correctly  beforehand  whether 
there  would  be  an  increase  or  decrease, 
because  it  was  impossible  to  know  what 
business  there  would  be.  The  scale 
had  been  very  carefully  gone  into,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  ask  that  the  Vote  be  postponed.  If 
it  were  postponed  he  did  not  see  that 
any  information  he  might  be  able  to 
obtain  could  make  any  difference  in  the 
Vote,  the  increase  on  which  arose  from 
circumstances  which  were  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Treasury. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  if  the  £84,778  were  entirely  con- 
nected with  the  salaries  of  the  Regis- 
trars? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  was  not 
so. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  consider 
the  whole  question  of  printing,  stationery, 
and  postage,  because  there  could  be  no 
economy  as  long  as  each  Department 
went  on  drawing  its  supplies  from  an- 
other Department,  so  that  each  had  no 
interest  in  keeping  expenses  down.  He 
was  afraid  they  would  never  have  eco- 
nomy in  this  matter  until  each  Depart- 
ment drew  its  own  expenses  for  sta- 
tionery, &c.,  and  was  made  accountable 
for  them.  It  seemed  impossible  that  all 
this  money  could  be  accounted  for  under 
the  head  of  printing  and  stationery,  and 
he  felt  certain  that  if  the  matter  were 
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looked  into  it  would  be  found  that  the 
amount  could  be  enormously  reduced. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  quite  ad- 
mitted that  the  Committee  ought  to  be 
in  possession  of  full  details  on  every  sub- 
ject  stated  in  the  Votes,  and  he  would 
take  care  that  further  information  was 
supplied  on  Report. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  quite  know  what  the 
position  would  be  on  the  Report  stage 
under  the  New  Rules.  If  the  Report  were 
taken  after  12  o'clock,  he  did  not  feel 
sure  that  the  discussion  would  be  of  a 
sufficient  character.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  g^at  advantage  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
state  what  he  knew  of  this  matter. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  this  particular  matter  relating 
to  the  Registrars  had  been  the  subje^ 
of  some  remarks  last  Session.  Had  he 
been  aware  that  there  would  be  any  dis- 
cussion upon  the  item  that  evening,  he 
would  have  been  in  a  position  to  me 
more  information  upon  the  subject.  His 
impression  was,  however,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
was  no  doubt  aware,  that  the  Registrars 
were  not  allowed  under  the  present 
system  to  make  more  than  a  certain 
amount  fr^m  all  sources.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  not  the  details  at  hand,  but 
he  could  not  imagine  that  any  extra 
payment  was  included  here  beyond  that 
which  was  now  fixed  by  the  Oounfy 
Court  Rules. 

Sm  ALBERT  ROLUT  (Islington,  8.) 
said,  that  having  held  the  office  of 
Registrar  he  was  in  a  position  to  state 
that  the  salaries  were  limited  some  four 
or  five  years  ago,  at  least  in  the  case  of 
the  larger  registries.  With  respect  to 
postages,  and  other  minor  items,  he 
could  only  bear  his  testimony  to  the  ex- 
treme vigilance  exercised  over  this  ex- 
penditure by  the  Treasury.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  appeared  to 
be  under  a  misapprehension  whidi  de- 
stroyed the  whole  effect  of  his  oalonla- 
tion.  He  understood  him  to  say  that 
the  number  of  Registrars  was  60  or  60. 
[Lord  Randolph  Ohttrghill  :  I  said  I 
was  so  informed.]  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  number  was  very  largely  in  excess 
of  that.  He  believed  that  each  County 
Court  Judge  had  a  constellation  of  Re- 
gistrars surrounding  him,  and  that  the 
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whole  number  was  probably  between  600 
and  700. 

Sib  RIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  believed  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  not  be  surprised  that  this  Vote 
had  been  made  the  subject  of  discussion. 
When  they  considered  that  there  was 
extreme  difficulty  in  obtaining  from  the 
Treasury  aid  for  objects  which  stood 
greatly  in  need  of  it,  it  was  only  natural 
that  they  should  expect  details  to  be 
given  when  the  House  was  asked  for  so 
large  an  amount  as  the  present  under  a 
Supplementary  Estimate.  He  asked  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  had  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return 
showing  how  this  amount  asked  for  the 
Eegistrars  was  to  be  disposed  of  ?  There 
appeared  to  be  some  uncertainty  as  to 
the  number  of  the  Registrars,  and  he 
would  like  a  Return  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  showing  the  number 
of  Registrars  who  had  received  an 
additional  sum.  The  principle  of  pay- 
ment by  fees  was  one  which  had  been 
gradually  abolished.  He  (Sir  Richard 
Paget)  himself  considered  it  exceptional, 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
same  unusual  system  of  payment  would 
be  continued  in  the  future  ? 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
percentage  of  increased  expenditure  to 
increased  receipts  was  larger  or  smaller 
than  the  percentage  of  original  expen- 
diture bore  to  the  original  estimate  of 
receipts  ?  In  all  businesses  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  expenditure  would  bear 
a  certain  proportion  to  the  receipts.  If 
this  were  stated,  the  House  would  then 
have  a  guide  as  to  whether  the  expendi- 
ture was  excessive  or  otherwise. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  said,  ho  should  be 
happy  to  give  the  information  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  for.  He  was  not 
aware  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  the  House  at  the  time  of  making  his 
(Mr.  Jackson's)  first  explanation;  but 
he  had  pointed  out  that  the  growth  of 
receipts  was  disproportionate  to  the  cur- 
rent expenditure,  and  he  had  also  stated 
that  the  explanation  was  that  the  fees 
were  paid  at  so  much  for  25  cases.  The 
receipts  were  based  upon  the  value  of 
the  oases,  and  therefore  they  could  not 
make  a  complete  comparison  between 
the  cost  and  the  receipts  at  the  time  of 
framing  the    Estimates,  because  they 


would  then  not  be  comparing  like  with 
like,  and  the  result  would  be  to  a  certain 
extent  fallacious.  There  were  in  all,  he 
believed,  500  Registrars,  the  salaries  of 
188  of  whom  were  regulated  by  the 
19th  VicL^  and  312  whose  salaries  were 
regulated  by  the  29th  VicL^  and  there 
were  250  High  BailifPs  whose  salaries 
were  regulated  by  the  19  th  VicL  The 
Committee  would  perceive  that  the 
number  of  these  officers  was  very  con- 
siderable, and  that  the  increase  of 
salaries  was  due  to  the  cause  he  had 
stated.  He  would  give  full  details  of 
the  various  salaries  on  Report. 

Mb.    CHILDERS    (Edinburgh,    S.) 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  generally  so  well- 
informed  and  so  courteous  on  the  subject 
of  the  Estimates  that  they  ought  not  to 
press  him  too  closely  for  his  present  un- 
preparedness.    Nevertheless,  he  agreed 
that  the  Committee  should  be  furnished 
with  further  information  on  the  subject 
of  this  Vote,     He    thought   the   hon. 
Gentleman  should  give  an  explanation 
of  the  fact  that  this  particular  Vote  in  the 
Estimates  of  1887-8  had  been  reduced 
from  the  Vote  of  the  previous  year  by 
£20,000,  and  that  now  in  a  Supplement- 
ary Estimate  he  was  replacing  that  sum. 
That  meant  that  the  Treasury  had  a  year 
ago  made  a  great  miscalculation.     They 
had  calculated  last  year  that  on  the  sum 
for  the  Registrars  there  would  bo  a  great 
economy  of  salary ;  but  this  saving  had, 
in  point  of  fact,  not  occurred.  The  mis- 
take was  made  the  worse  because  the 
receipts  were  not  cut  down  in  proportion, 
so  that    the    Supplementary  Estimate 
showed  a  considerable  excess  in  the  net 
charges,    as    stated    laSst    year.      The 
balance  of  the  account  was  altogether 
miscalculated,   and  the  Treasury  now 
came  to  Parliament  to  have  the  error 
rectified 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  admitted 
that  there  had  been  a  miscalculation 
last  year.  The  fact  was  that  when  the 
Estimates  were  sent  to  the  Treasury 
the  course  of  business  showed  a  dimi- 
nished quantity.  It  was  not  the  Trea- 
sury who  made  the  Estimate,  but  those 
who  were  supposed  to  know  all  the 
details  of  the  work,  and  whose  advice 
the  Treasury  believed  they  could  tako 
safely  on  the  subject  of  reducing  the 
sum  in  consequence  of  the  falling-off  of 
business.  He  had  pointed  out  that  the 
fees  had  proved  to  be  less  because  the 
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nnmber  of  cases  had  been  of  less  value. 
With  regard  to  the  increased  receipts 
from  fees,  which  were  placed  at  £22,000, 
it  was  not  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wandsworth  (Mr.  Kimber)  seemed 
to  think.  The  increased  fees  did  not 
necessarily  result  from  incroasiug  busi- 
ness ;  it  was  a  revised  Estimate,  and  the 
best  they  could  give  of  the  amount  to 
be  received  during  the  whole  of  the 
year,  and  their  Estimate  was  that  there 
would  be  an  additional  sum  of  £22,000 
received  from  the  fees.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Child ers)  was  perfectly  right 
in  saying  that  there  had  been  a  miscal- 
culation as  to  the  amount  of  business 
which  would  come  forward,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  decrease  in  the  Estimate 
was  not  justified  by  the  facts  of  the 
case. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  had  listened  to  the  discussion  on 
this  question  attentively,  and  he  had  been 
quite  unable  to  discover  from  anything 
which  had  fallen  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
what  the  Vote  was  taken  for — whether 
for  Registrars'  salaries,  Assistant  Regis- 
trars, or  as  Registrars  proper ;  no  one 
seemed  to  know.  He  asked  who  it  was 
that  prepared  this  Estimate?  He 
should  have  thought,  whoever  pre- 
pared it,  that  the  information  upon 
which  it  was  based  must  now  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  or  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  Although 
this  discussion  had  been  going  on  for  a 
considerable  time,  the  Committee  were 
in  a  state  of  absolute  and  helpless  ignor- 
ance as  to  the  items  of  which  the  Esti- 
mate was  composed.  He  did  not  think 
on  a  matter  of  such  great  importance 
that  it  would  be  right  to  pass  this  Vote 
unless  they  were  in  possession  of  infor- 
mation which  would  clear  up  the  matter. 
He  asked  the  Government  either  to  post- 
pone the  Vote  or  to  furnish  the  Com- 
mittee with  further  details. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  Estimate 
was  prepared  by  the  Superintendent  of 
County  Courts,  an  officer  of  very  great 
experience,  and  who,  he  believed,  was 
thoroughly  reliable.  He  wished  the 
Committee  to  understand  that  the  Esti- 
mate had  not  been  cut  down  by  the 
Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  showing  a 
saving.  As  he  had  explained,  it  was 
anticipated  at  the  time  the  Estimate  was 
framed  that  the  amount  of    business 
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would  be  less  than  it    had  been  by 
£20,000. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  in  his  opinion,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  given  a  very  substantial  reason  for 
the  increased  charge,  but  he  had  given 
them  no  information  on  which  they 
should  vote  the  extra  sum.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  the  Committee  would  do 
well  to  refuse  to  vote  the  money  asked 
for  until  further  information  was  sup- 
plied. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said, 
that  he  regretted  not  having  been  pre- 
pared with  further  information,  but  he 
had,  since  the  discussion  commenced, 
somewhat  refreshed  his  memory  on  the 
subject  of  the  Estimate.  The  original 
Estimate  was  for£d35,055,  which  was  in- 
sufficient, inasmuch  as  they  now  had  to 
ask  for  £34,778  more.  But  the  amount 
really  required  was,  practically  speak- 
ing, only  £12,000  more,  being  the 
difference  between  £34,778  and  £22,000 
expected  to  be  received  for  increased 
receipts  above  the  Estimate.  He  pointed 
out  that  the  postages  and  similar 
charges  were  comparatively  small  in 
amount,  so  there  could  be  no  in- 
crease in  respect  of  those  items,  and 
he  had  also  formerly  shown  that  the 
Registrars  were  paid  amounts  which 
depended  upon  the  quantity  of  business 
done.  The  Registrars  were  partly  paid 
by  fees  and  partly  by  salary.  The  High 
Bailiffs  were  paid  strictly  according  to 
statute,  and  the  reason  why  there  had 
been  a  miscalculation  in  round  numbers 
of  £12,000  was  exactly  that  stated  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury — namely,  that  there  had  been 
an  increase  of  business.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Tresisuiy 
had  reminded  the  Committee  that  the 
information  on  which  this  Estimate  was 
based  came,  in  the  first  in8tance,from  the 
County  Court  officials,  who  were  the 
only  persons  who  could  give  the  neces- 
sary information.  He  (Sir  Hichard 
Webster)  admitted  that  the  basinefis 
had  increased ;  there  was  a  larger  sum 
required  for  salaries ;  but  that  was  met, 
to  a  certain  extent,  by  the  £22,000  ex- 
pected to  be  received  from  increased 
fees.  The  miscalculation  was  that  it 
was  thought  that  the  original  Esti- 
mate could  be  reduced  by  a  larger  sum 
than  was  found  to  be  the  case,  and  the 
consequence  was  that,  too  small  a  sum  of 
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money  baving  been  asked  for  originally 
it  was  now  neceesary  to  come  to  tbe 
House  with  a  Supplementary  Estimate. 
He  pointed  out  that  all  payipents  were 
controlled  by  statute,  and  the  Estimate 
depended  upon  the  amount  of  business 
done.  The  Committee  would,  therefore, 
see  that  whatever  mistake  had  been 
made  in  calculation  was  the  result  of 
estimating  the  amount  which  would  be 
recouped.  It  could  not  be  said  that  any 
extra  charge  had  been  thrown  on  the 
country,  nor  could  it  be  said  that  there 
had  been  anything  more  than  a  too 
sanguine  expectation  formed  at  the  time 
of  preparing  the  Estimates. 

Sib  ALBERT  EOLLTT  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  this  Estimate 
was  not  alone  for  Begistrars  and  High 
Bailiffs,  because  there  was  a  large  staff 
of  clerks  to  be  provided  for,  in  some 
cases  eight  or  10,  and  where  the  Begis- 
trar  was  paid  by  salary,  these  clerks 
were  paid  for  by  Government.  He 
knew  in  one  case  that  the  salaries  for 
clerks  had  been  increased,  and  that  in 
consequence  an  additional  charge  for 
salaries  would  be  included  in  the  present 
Vote.  The  instance  was  typical,  and 
explained  to  a  large  extent  the  amount 
now  asked  for. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  he  thought,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  and  his  hon.  Friend  near  him, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
Government  should  furnish  detailed 
printed  statements  as  to  the  amount  paid 
to  the  Begistrars,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  paid. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £7,300,  Supplementary,  Police — 
Counties  and  Boroughs,  Great  Britain. 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  might,  perhaps,  explain  that  this 
Supplementary  Estimate  was  mainly 
due  to  the  additional  expenditure  en- 
tailed by  the  formation  during  the  year 
of  separate  police  forces  by  six  boroughs 
in  the  county  of  Lancaster.  These 
boroughs  were  previously  policed  by  the 
county,  but  the  authorities  now  decided 
to  have  their  own  police,  which  had  led 
to  an  increase  of  170  men.  The  Esti- 
mate was  also  partly  due  to  an  under- 
estimate of  the  cost  of  pay  and  clothing 
in  the  other  forces.  This  Estimate  re- 
presented the  amount  of  contribution 


which  the  Government  made.  The 
boroughs  in  question  would,  in  future, 
find  their  own  police,  and  not  come  upon 
the  county  as  heretofore. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  that  in  this  in- 
stance it  appeared  that  the  Treasury 
had  broken  through  the  usual  rule — 
namely,  that  there  should  be  no  extra 
expense  for  police  incurred  after  the  29  th 
of  September.  They  had  here,  however, 
an  increase  of  £7,300  in  addition  to  the 
original  Estimate.  The  authorities  in 
his  county  had  often  tried  to  get  an  extra 
grant  from  the  Home  Office ;  but  this  had 
been  invariably  and  rightly  refused,  be- 
cause of  the  rule  laid  down  that  there 
should  be  no  increase  made  after  a 
certain  date.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary how  it  happened  that  these  extra 
police  had  been  allowed  to  come  into 
this  year's  account  instead  of  remain- 
ing over  till  next  year?  He  would 
also  like  to  know  how  it  was  that  the 
total  original  Estimate  of  £857,000  was 
now  extended  to  £867,586,  because  if 
the  latter  figures  were  correct  the  total 
increase  would  be  £10,586  instead  of 
£7,300  now  asked  for? 

Thr  SECBETABY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  BEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said, 
there  had  been  no  increase  properly  so- 
called.  As  the  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  explained, 
these  six  boroughs  had  supplied  them- 
selves with  police  instead  of  coming 
upon  the  county.  That  change  had 
occurred  in  July  last.  He  ( Mr.  Matthews) 
need  not  point  out  that  in  the  case  of 
these  boroughs,  which  had  forces  of 
their  own,  more  men,  and  especially 
more  officers,  were  required.  The  extra 
allowance  in  regard  to  these  boroughs 
only  amounted  to  about  £2,000  of  the 
whole  sum,  that  being  for  pay  and 
clothing  due  to  the  change  of  system, 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
there  was  no  expenditure  except  that 
which  was  rendered  necessary  by  setting 
up  this  force. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  OHDBOHILL 
(Paddington,  8.)  said,  the  inference 
which  the  Committee  might  very  properly 
draw  was  that  in  the  coming  discussion 
on  Local  Government  this  would  furnish 
an  illustration  of  the  effect  of  Govern- 
ment subsidies.  It  would  be  taken  for 
granted  that  the  result  of  these  boroughs 
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haying  their  own  police  would  nearly 
double  the  cost,  and  the  change  would 
not  be  made  if  the  authorities  did  not 
see  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
cost  would  come  from  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  PIOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther any  portion  of  this  sum  was  appli- 
cable to  the  Metropolitan  Police  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  was  not 
the  case. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £1,963,  Supplementary,  Courts 
of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland. 

MB.HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  an  explanation  of 
the  details  of  this  Vote. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  said,  that  the 
first  item  was  incurred  in  consequence 
principally  of  two  very  important  litiga- 
tions in  which  the  Crown  had  been  en- 
gaged, and  which  it  was  impossible  to 
avoid.  The  first  of  these  related  to  a 
property  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  and 
in  the  course  of  that  litigation  inquiries 
were  ordered  by  the  Judge  which 
necessarily  involved  considerable  ex- 
pense. The  result  of  the  inquiry  was 
that  the  case  was  decided  against  the 
Crown,  and  upon  the  advice  of  the  Law 
Officers  it  was  not  carried  further.  The 
second  case  was  also  one  of  importance. 
An  action  had  been  raised  against  the 
Crown  in  consequence  of  a  tenant  of  the 
Crown  having  made  a  cut  for  the  pur- 
pose of  diverting  the  course  of  a  stream 
which  would  spoil  a  number  of  acres  of 
land  which  afforded  good  pasture  for 
sheep.  The  water  was  again  diverted 
into  the  old  channel  by  the  parties 
interested  below,  and  an  action  was 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
Crown  from  re-opening  the  new  out  and 
claiming  £5,000  damages.  There  was 
a  great  deal  of  expense  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  evidence  of  engineers 
and  others  who  had  to  be  called  to  de- 
fend the  action.  The  Court  decided  in 
the  first  instance  that  the  out  was  not 
to  be  re-opened,  but  gave  no  damage 
against  the  Crown.  Whether  there 
would  be  an  appeal  or  not  he  was  not 
then  in  a  position  to  say.  With  regard 
to  the  salaries  of  the  Sheriff  Court,  hon. 
Members  would  see  that  a  foot-note 
explained  that  at  the  death  of  the  (3om- 
missaiy  Clerk  the  Sheriff  Clerk  assumed 
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his  duties  as  well  as  his  own.  The  result 
would  ultimately  be  a  very  large  saving 
to  the  country;  but  there  was,  of  course, 
provision  to  be  made  for  the  expense  of 
the  work  being  done  at  the  Sheriff 
Clerk's  office,  and  that  was  the  provision 
made  in  this  Vote.  With  regard  to  the 
charge  of  £100,  it  had  been  thought 
advisable  to  establish  a  Sheriff  Court  in 
the  town  of  Arbroath,  in  consequence  of 
the  extension  of  the  district  and  the  in- 
crease of  the  town  making  it  suitable 
that  they  should  have  the  convenience  of 
a  Court  at  their  door.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  an  efficient  Sheriff 
Clerk's  department  there,  and  for  that 
purpose  tne  sum  of  £100  had  been 
allowed. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  said,  he  would  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  what  became  of  the  fees  pay- 
able for  Commissary  Court  business  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A,  MACDONALD  said, 
they  were  paid  into  the  Exchequer. 
The  accounts  would  appear  in  the  next 
Estimate. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  said,  that  the  fees 
taken  day  by  day  would  more  than  pay 
any  salary  given  to  the  Sheriff  Clerk. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
these  would  be  set  against  the  amount 
now  required  in  the  next  Estimate. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  £400,  Supplementary,  Police — 
Counties  and  Burghs,  Scotland. 

(12.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£6,550,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1888,  for  the  Salaries,  Allowances, 
and  Expenses  of  varioas  County  Court  Officers, 
and  of  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  Re- 
vising Barristers." 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  not  be  surprised  that  he  should 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  adverting 
again  to  a  matter  which  he  had  brought 
before  the  House  on  Thursday  last.  He 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  no  answer  whatever  had  been  made 
to  the  statement  whioh  he  then  put  for- 
ward. He  had  made  a  serious  charge 
against  the  Government  and  against  the 
administrators  of  the  law  in  a  partioular 
district  in  Irelemd — ^namely,  Woodford, 
and  had  stated,  as  the  result  of  his  ex- 
perience there,  that  the  Coercion  Act 
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was  being  used  as  a  means  of  oppression 
against  tne  tenants  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  landlords.  He  had  quoted  a 
number  of  cases  in  which,  in  his  opinion, 
injustice  had  emphatically  been  done  by 
the  Besident  Magistrates  in  that  respect. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  had  taken  no  notice  what- 
ever of  his  statement.  That  statement 
was  not  sprung  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  many  of  the  cases  to 
which  he  referred  were  contained  in  a 
letter  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  written 
to  The  Times;  some  of  them  had  been 
mentioned  in  a  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
during  the  Recess.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  was  surprised  that  the  Go- 
vernment made  no  reply  whatever  to 
his  statements.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
contented  himself  with  a  tu  quoque  reply 
in  respect  of  matters  which  took  place 
under  Lord  Spencer's  Administration; 
but  he  had  not  attempted  to  deal  with  any 
of  his  statements  with  reference  to  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  nor  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden),  who  followed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  take  any  notice  of  this. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  did  say 
that  he  had  listened  to  his  statement 
with  great  pleasure,  because  he  con- 
sidered it  a  proof  that  he  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  been  gulled  by  the  people 
in  that  part  of  Ireland;  and  he  fur- 
ther remarked  that  he  had  listened  to 
any  nonsense  that  reached  him.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  short,  undertook  to  say 
that  the  statements  were  false.  He 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  he  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  bringing  forward 
matters  of  the  kind  without  inquiries, 
and  he  undertook  to  say  that  all  the 
statements  he  had  made  to  the  House 
could  be  substantiated  by  proofs.  Al- 
though the  deductions  he  had  drawn 
from  them  might  be  open  to  criticism, 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  as  he  had 
stated  them,  and  he  was  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  substantiate  what  he  had  said. 
There  was  one  statement  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  especially  took  exception, 
and  that  was  the  case  of  a  man  who  had 
been  sent  to  prison  by  two  Besident  Ma- 
gistrates at  Woodford  for  inciting  his 
widowed  mother  to  resist  eviction.  He 
confessed  that  the  statement  did  at  first 
sight  appear  incredible;  but  when  he 


came  to  make  inquiries  he  found  that  it 
was  substantially  true.  In  the  case  of 
the  woman  in  question  the  bailiffs  de- 
clined to  show  their  warrants,  and  the 
son  thereupon  advised  his  mother  not  to 
leave  the  nouse  until  the  bailiffs  com- 
plied with  the  requirements  of  the  law 
and  showed  their  warrant ;  for  this  the 
son  was  charged  with  inciting  his  mother 
to  resist  the  bailiffs,  and  was  sent  to  pri- 
son for  two  months.  The  sentence  was 
appealed  against ;  the  counsel  for  the  son 
alleged  no  extenuating  circumstances  in 
mitigation  of  the  sentence ;  he  addressed 
himself  to  the  fact  that  the  depositions 
disclosed  no  evidence  whatever,  and  urged 
that  he  was  entitled  to  acquittal  on  a 
question  of  law.  The  County  Court 
Judge  contented  himself  with  reducing 
the  sentence  from  two  months'  to  one 
month's  imprisonment.  That  was  the 
statement  which  he  had  received  from 
the  counsel  employed  in  the  case,  and  he 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  was 
to  be  regarded  as  substantially  true. 
That,  he  thought,  showed  the  mode  in 
which  the  Besident  Magistrates  in  that 
district  were  pursuing  their  work.  He 
would  also  refer  to  another  case  not 
mentioned  by  him  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion. A  man  named  Kelly  was  prose- 
cuted at  Loughrea  for  intimidating  a 
shopkeeper.  It  was  stated  that  a  person 
came  into  a  shop  and  asked  for  a  globe 
for  a  lamp,  and  that  Kelly  told  the  shop- 
keeper that  if  he  sold  any  goods  to  this 
man  he  would  leave  the  snop.  The  shop- 
keeper himself  was  not  called  by  the 
police;  but  two  policemen  gave  evidence 
that  they  had  applied  for  goods.  The 
reply  was  that  he  had  not  refused,  but 
that  he  had  not  got  lamp  globes.  This 
man  Kelly  was  actually  sent  to  prison  for 
a  month  with  hard  labour.  Curiously 
enough,  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had 
seen  Kelly  talking  afterwards  with  the 
man  whom  he  was  alleged  to  have  in- 
timidated, and  he  could  say  that  the 
meeting  was  of  the  most  friendly  cha- 
racter. That  was  another  illustration  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates were  doing  their  work,  and  of  the 
kind  of  evidence  upon  which  they  pro- 
ceeded. He  had  adverted  the  other 
night  to  the  cases  of  prosecution  arising 
out  of  the  midnight  meeting  at  Wood- 
ford. He  did  not  intend  now  to  re- 
peat what  he  had  said.  However,  since 
that  statement  was  made,  he  had  found, 
in  some  back  numbers  of  The  FreemanU 
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was  said,  either  in  or  out  of  the  House, 
examining  and  criticizing  the  conduct  of 
the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Rushdiffe  Division 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  was 
perfectly  at  liberty  to  criticize  the  con- 
duct of  Resident  Magistrates  or  of  any- 
body else  who  came  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  House,  and  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
should  be  the  last  person  to  object  to 
legitimate  criticism ;  but  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  common  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  who  had 
opened  the  debate  upon  this  Vote,  said 
that  various  cases  had  been  from  time  to 
time  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Chief  Seoretaiy,  and  that  he  had  not 
always  examined  into  them.  It  had 
been  his  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour's)  practice 
to  inquire  into  charges  of  this  kind  when 
they  had  been  brought  under  his  notice, 
and  the  result  of  his  investigations  had 
invariably  been  to  show  that  the  charges 
had  no  foundation ;  that  they  were  made 
fn  a  reckless  Party  spirit  by  some  irre- 
sponsible journals  in  Ireland  whose 
statements  appeared  to  be  readily  ac- 
cepted by  English  politicians  of  the 
stamp  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis).  That  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
these  articles  in  the  country  and  in  the 
House,  and  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  con- 
ceived— 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  what  he 
had  said  in  this  matter  on  the  15th  of 

^  

February  he  had  said  in  the  House,  and 
in  the  House  only. 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  apolo- 

S'zed  for  his  error,  and  wished  every 
entleman  had  followed  the  example  set 
by  the  hon.  Member.  He  was  extremely 
glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  repeated  elsewhere  accusations 
made  no  doabt  in  good  faith,  but,  as  he 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  thought,  recklessly, 
which  he  had  more  than  once  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  confessed  to 
being  unable  to  give  a  full  account  of  all 
the  cases  which  had  been  brought  under 
his  notice,  but  some  observations  had 
occurred  to  him  in  regard  to  some  points 
which  had  been  raised.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  in;hiB 
speech  continued  the  debate  which,  in 
one  sense,  was  formally  concluded  on 
Thursday  last.    He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 

Mr.  J.  E.  mis 


freely  admitted  that  cases  the  right  hon. 
Gendemanhad  brought  before  the  notice 
of  the  Committee  that  night  were  not 
dealt  with  by  him  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
on  Thursday  last,  partly  because  he  had 
not  the  requisite  information,  and  partly 
because  it  was  absolutely  impossible  for 
a  Minister  of  theCrown  to  deal  with  eveiy 
point  which  was  raised  in  a  speech  of  an 
hour  and  three-quarters,  even  in  a  speech 
of  equal  length.  The  first  case  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to- 
night was  that  of  a  man  who  incited  his 
mother  to  resist  the  law.  He  had  made 
no  inquiries  in  respect  of  this  case,  but 
would  have  done  so  had  he  known  that 
it  was  to  have  been  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  House.  Certain  obser- 
vations, however,  occurred  to  him  upon 
the  mere  statement  of  the  case  as  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was 
well  known  to  the  House  that  there  had 
been  violent  resistance  to  the  police  at 
Woodford.  What,  he  presumed,  occurred 
in  this  case  was  that  there  was  a  con- 
spiracy or  combination  between  the 
mother  and  the  son,  one  of  whom  was 
probably  the  de  faeto  tenant,  and  the 
other  the  judicial  tenant  of  the  holding 
in  question,  to  resist  the  police ;  and  if 
that  were  so,  and  he  presumed  it  was  so, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  punishing 
the  more  responsible  party  of  the  two, 
whom  he  took  to  be  the  son. 

Mb.  S  haw  LEFEYREsaid,  he  stated 
that  the  charge  was  not  that  of  resisting 
the  police,  but  of  inciting  the  mother  to 
resist  the  police. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  saw  something 
very  remarkable  in  the  fact  that  the 
solicitor  engaged  for  the  Crown  was  also 
the  solicitor  to  the  Land  Court.  Had  it 
ever  been  heard  of  in  Courts  of  Law  that 
the  prosecutor  was  to  have  the  impar- 
tiality of  a  Judge?  He  perfectly  ad- 
mitted that  if  anybody  who  was  Judge 
in  a  case  was  connected  by  any  tie  of 
interest  with  one  of  the  litigants  he 
would  be  unfit  to  try  the  case,  but  the 
fact  that  the  Crown  Prosecutor  in 
charge  of  the  case  held  views  of  his  own 
could  make  no  difference  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Resident  Magistrate.  Further 
than  that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  given  his  narrative  of  the  case, 
said — 

"  I  show  ^ou  this  as  an  instance  of  the  terriUe 
way  in  which  Resident  Ha^tzutes,  these  re- 
movable magistrates,  are  domg  their  daty.*' 
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But,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.   A.  J.  Balfour) 
could  make  out,  an  irremovable  Judge, 
who  was  in  no  way  the  servant  of  the 
Executive — namely,  the  County  Court 
Judge,  concurred  in  the  sentence  passed 
by  the  Besident  Magistrate,    and   no 
one  had  pretended  to  assert  that  the 
County  Court  Judges  of  Ireland  were 
wanting    in   law   or  in  independence. 
Therefore,   when    he   found    that   the 
County    Court   Judge,    on    reviewing 
all     the    circumstances   of    the    case, 
thought  the  offence  committed  was  so 
serious  as  to  deserve  a  sentence  of  a 
month's  imprisonment,  he  felt  assured 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  com- 
plaining of  the  action  of  the  Besident 
Magistrate  in  the  matter,  had  got  hold 
of  the  wrong  end  of  the  stick.     Then, 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  extremely 
indignant  at  the  treatment  of  Mr.  John 
Boche,  a  friend  of  his,  resident  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Loughrea.  Now,  Mr. 
John  Boche  had  never  been  proceeded 
against  for  anything  whatever,  except 
for  breaking  the  law.    If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  him  to  regard  Mr. 
John  Boche  as  a  virtuous  martyr,  he 
referred  him  now,  as  he  referred  him 
on  a  previous  occasion,  to  the  Charge  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  the  other  day. 
He  referred  him  to  the  observations  of 
his  Lordship,  in  the  course  of  which, 
after  quoting  the  words  of  Mr.   John 
Boche,  the  learned  Judge  clearly  indi- 
cated his  opinion  that  reckless  words  of 
that  kind  had  something  to  do  with  the 
ghastly  and  horrible  murder,  one  of  the 
most  ghastly  and  horrible  in  the  tragic 
annals  of  agrarian  crime,  which  shortly 
after  followed  the  denunciations  which 
Mr,  John  Boche  had  been  rash  or  cri- 
minal enough  to  make  of  the  unhappy 
man  who  was  subsequently  killed.     He 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  noticed  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  followed  in  the  track 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  was 
very  indignant  with  him  for  the  obser- 
vations he  made  in  regard  to  Mr.  John 
]Soche.  He  noticed,  however,  that  though 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  anxious 
to  defend  Mr.  John  Boche,  he  had  made 
no  corresponding  attempt  to  defend  Mr. 
Francis  TuUy,  the  fidua  Aehatet  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  James  Bowlands).    The  Go- 
vernment were  asked  on  what  principle 
they  singled  out  Mr.  John  Boche  for 
prosecution ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man asked  that  question  principally 
with  reference  to  the  midnight  meeting 
at  Woodford. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  And  also 
in  reference  to  the  demonstration  the 
other  day. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  information  as  to  the 
recent  demonstration.  With  regard  to 
the  midnight  meeting  at  Woodford,  the 
principal  offender,  no  doubt,  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien) ;  and  it  might  have  been  a 
question  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  ought  not  to  have  been 
proceeded  against.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  hon.  Member  was  at  the  time  un- 
dergoing a  sentence  of  two  months' 
imprisonment  for  using  intimidatory 
language  in  August;  and  though  the 
Government  had  been  accused  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  by  others 
of  desiring  the  destruction  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  had  showed  how  in- 
capable they  were  of  carrying  out  that 
policy  by  not  proceeding  against  that 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  further  charge, 
and  in  that  way  increasing  his  term  of 
imprisonment,  probably  by  one  or  two 
months.  Whetiier  they  were  right  in 
that  policy  of  mercy  he  did  not  intend 
to  say;  but  they  certainly  adopted  it 
with  the  best  intentions.  They  could 
not  attack  the  principal  offender;  and 
they  did  not  proceed,  they  never  thought 
of  proceeding,  no  Government  he  ever 
heard  of  had  proceeded,  against  every 
individual  who  took  part  in  illegal  as- 
semblies of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the 
man  who  moved  the  chairman  into  the 
chair  on  that  occasion  took,  as  he  said, 
no  other  part  in  that  meeting.  Why, 
what  other  part  ought  he  to  take? 
Could  they  conceive  a  much  more  im- 
portant part  than  moving  the  chairman 
into  the  chair ;  was  the  man  who  took 
a  part  like  that  not  identifying  himself 
with  the  proceeding^  of  the  meeting; 
was  he  not  showing  that,  if  the  meeting 
were  illegal,  he  was  one  of  the  persons 
who  were  breaking  the  law ;  and  could 
he  turn  round  afterwards  and  say  "they 
ought  not  to  have  selected  me  ?  " 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  I  pointed 
out  that  there  were  eight  other  persons 
who  took  an  active  part  in  the  meeting 
and  made  speeches,  many  of  them  of 
violent  oharaoter,  and  that  not  one  of 
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those  persons  was  proceeded  against; 
whereas  this  gentleman  —  Mr.  John 
Boche — who  but  merely  moved  the  priest 
into  tbe  chair,  was  singled  out  for  pro- 
secution. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  not  quite 
sure  how  the  question  of  the  selection 
of  the  persons  prosecuted  is  brought 
under  this  Vote  at  all. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  would 
not   allude  further  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  criticism  upon  that  Vote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Eushcliffe  Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  had  referred  to  Mr.  Meldon, 
the  Resident  Magistrate.    As  far  as  he 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  could  make  out,  Mr. 
Meldon  clearly  apprehended  the  cha- 
racter  of  the  criticism  made  upon  him 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.    Was  he  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  not  right  in  saying  that 
that  criticism  consisted  in  accusing  Mr. 
Meldon  of  having,  after  charges  were 
dismissed  by   the  magistrates    in  the 
ordinary  course  of  law,  come  down  from 
the  Bench  and  committed  the  persons 
under  the  Grimes  Act  whose  cases  had 
been    dismissed    under    the    ordinary 
law? 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  said,  his  statement 
was  that  Mr.  Meldon  went  outside  the 
Court.  He  did  not  say  he  came  down 
from  the  Bench,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  was  not  on  the  Bench.  He  was 
in  the  Court  and  heard  the  cases  tried  by 
others  and  the  men  discharged.  He  then 
went  outside  the  Court,  and,  by  his  own 
admission,  communicated  with  the  police. 
The  men  were  brought  inside  the  Court 
again,  Mr.  Meldon  went  upon  the  Bench, 
and  then,  upon  the  remonstrance  of  pri- 
soners' counsel,  said  he  would  adjourn 
the  case  to  another  day. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  in 
substance  the  hon.  Gentleman's  charge 
against  Mr.  Meldon  was  that  he  had 
mixed  up  his  judicial  and  executive 
functions  in  an  improper  manner.  Mr. 
Meldon  was  not  acting  judicially  in  the 
Court.  He  never  acted  judicially  in  re- 
gard to  these  prisoners  at  all ;  all  he 
did  was  to  remand  them  to  where  they 
were  to  be  tried  by  the  proper  Resident 
Magistrates. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  He  did  not  remand 
them  until  he  was  remonstrated  with  by 
their  counsel. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  He  was  ob- 
liged to  remand  them  to  the  proper 
Court.    He  never  tried  them  himself, 

Mr.  Shaw  L^fevre 


and    he     (Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour)     did 
not  gather  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement    that  he    could    show    that 
Mr.  Meldon  was  in  any  way  actuated 
by  improper  motives  in  the  matter.  Mr. 
Meldon's  own  statement  was  that,  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  certain  charges  of 
assault  on  the  police  were  entered  in  the 
list  of  cases  to  be  tried  before  the  Local 
Justices,  and  when  they  were  reached 
the  prosecutor  stated  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  them  under  the 
ordinary  law,  but  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
whereupon  they  were  marked  ''no  ap- 
pearance."     The    prisoners   were  dis- 
charged ;  but  it  then  became  necessary 
to  have  informations  sworn  and  warrants 
for  arrest  issued  in  order  to  make  the 
accused  amenable  under  the  Crimes  Act. 
The  prisoners  were  re-arrested,  and  Mr. 
Meldon  remanded  them  for  trial.     He 
did  not  adjudicate  on  the  cases  at  all ; 
he  stated  that  the   men  were  subse- 
quently tried ;  but  by  what  magistrates 
he  did  not  even  know.    It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  Mr.  Meldon  was  guilty  of  no 
dereliction  of  duty,  and  that  he  did  in 
no  sense  mix  up  judicial  and  executive 
functions.    It  was  perfectly  absurd  to 
found  any  complaint  against  Resident 
Magistrates    because    they    were    re- 
movable, and  it  was  not  true  to  say  that 
they  were  the  mere  creatures  of  the 
Executive.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in 
somewhat  vehement  terms,  announced 
that  nothing  the  Government  could  say 
or  do  would  prevent  him  from  perform- 
ing his  duty  in  criticizing  the  conduct  of 
Resident  Magistrates.     By  all  means  let 
him  criticize  the  conduct  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates;   but  let  him   do   it  with 
justice  and  moderation — ^let  him  recol- 
lect that  these  men  were  carr3ring  out 
most  difficult  and  responsible  duties. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  For  which  they 
were  never  appointed. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  recollect  that  these  men 
were  carrying  out  most  difficult  and  re- 
sponsible duties  under  circumstances  as 
to  the  character  of  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  probably  little 
knowledge.  Let  him  conceive  these 
men  in  remote  parts  of  Ireland,  subject 
to  virulent  attacks  of  the  Nationalist 
journals;  let  him  grasp  the  fact  that 
they  had  little  or  no  power  of  defending 
themselves,  and  that  they  were  practi- 
cally obliged  to  sit  still  under  that  storm 
of  obloquy,  and  he  would  then  see  that, 


1561    Supply^ Civil  8$rv%m^   {February  27,  1888}  Sfc.  Esiimat$B,\M1'%.     1562 


if  he  was  to  take  part  in  their  accosa- 
tion,  under  no  circumstances  ought  he 
to  add  to  the  injustice  from  which  he 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  feared  they  had 
already  suffered  too  much. 

Mr."  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.)  said,  that 
in  his  remarkable  appeal  on  behalf  of 
the  Besident  Mag^'strates  of  Ireland  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
said  the  Resident  Magistrates  were 
suffering  from  a  system  of  obloquy.  He 
(Mr.  Dillon)  hoped  before  sitting  down 
to  show  that  that  storm  of  obloquy  was 
much  more  directed — and  justly  much 
more  directed — ^against  the  men  who 
conducted  the  system  in  the  way  it  was 
conducted  than  against  the  Kesident 
Magistrates  themselves.  He  found  fault 
in  the  strongest  possible  way  with  the 
conduct  of  some  of  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates ;  but  the  blame  that  he  sought  to 
attach  to  the  Besident  Magistrates  of 
Ireland  sank  into  absolute  insignificance 
compared  with  the  blame  which  justly 
attached  to  the  men  who  used  those 
magistrates  as  their  instruments.  The 
real  gravamen  of  the  charge  against  j 
these  men  was  that  they  shaped  their  | 
conduct  in  judging  great  and  important 
cases  in  Ireland  not  according  to  the 
evidence  laid  before  them,  and  not  in  an 
independent  fashion,  but  with  their  eyes 
fixed  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  Dublin  Castle.  Every  charge  of 
want  of  impartiality  and  of  subserviency 
to  the  Castle  which  he  brought  against 
the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland  fell 
with  a  hundredfold  more  force  on  the 
head  of  the  men  in  Dublin  Castle  who 
kept  under  their  heel  these  wretched 
men,  who  knew  that  they  were  remov- 
able— ^knew  that  they  could,  at  a 
moment's  notice  be  deprived  of  their 
daily  bread  if  they  did  not  carry  out  the 
behests  of  their  masters.  A  Beturn  of 
the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland  was 
furnished  to  the  House  last  year,  and  he 
found  that  without  a  single  exception 
the  tenure  of  office  of  every  one  of  them 
was  the  pleasure  of  the  Executive.  The 
Executive  could  remove  these  men,  could 
punish  them,  could  deprive  them  of 
their  daily  bread,  and  make  themselves 
and  their  children  starve  without  being 
called  upon  to  specify  a  single  reason. 
He  (Mr.  Dillon)  asserted  that  within  the 
last  18  months  respectable  and  upright 
Besident  Magistrates  had  been  pimished 
for  no  other  offence  than  that  they  had 


given  the  people  justice.  Take  the  case 
of  Captain  Butler,  a  well-known  gentle- 
man in  Ireland,  and  brother  of  the  welU 
known  Major  Butler  who  was  on  General 
Wood's  Staff  in  Egypt.  This  gentleman 
held  one  of  the  most  important  posts  in 
the  South  of  Ireland ;  he  was  the  Besi- 
dent Magistrate  at  Mallow,  and  made 
the  arrangements  for  the  reception  of 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales.  He  gave  great  satisfaction  to 
the  Executive  Government,  and,  strange 
to  say,  to  a  considerable  extent  to  the 
people.  He  was,  however,  sent  by  the 
Government  to  try  the  case  of  18  young 
men,  who  were  charged  with  resisting 
the  Sheriff's  officers  in  connection  with 
the  Glenbeigh  evictions.  He  (Mr, 
Dillon)  was  present  at  the  trial,  and 
when  the  Sheriff's  officers  were  called 
upon  to  prove  the  warrant  for  the  execu- 
tion of  the  evictions  they  failed  to  show 
that  they  had  any  warrant.  It  was 
manifest  to  the  whole  Court  that  the 
Sheriff  had  been  so  careless  as  not  to 
appoint  a  Deputy  Sheriff,  and  that  the 
officers  had  no  right  to  evict  the  people. 
The  18  young  men  were,  therefore,  per- 
fectly within  their  right  in  resisting  the 
eviction.  Captain  Butler  had  the  auda- 
city to  discharge  the  men  in  spite  of  the 
remonstrances  of  the  Crown  Prosecutor. 
What  was  the  result  ?  Captain  Butler 
was  removed  to  Cahirciveen  in  County 
Kerry,  35  milea  from  a  railway  station, 
where  he  had  no  opportunity  of  sending 
his  children  to  school.  He  was  perfectly 
banished  because  he  dared  to  resist  the 
browbeating  of  the  Crown  Prosecutor. 
Did  they  suppose  that  the  case  of  Cap- 
tain Butler  was  not  a  warning  to  the 
other  Besident  Magistrates  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  taken  good  care  that  he 
should  not  have  any  more  cases  like  that 
of  Captain  Butler?  Young  men  had  been 
appointed  Besident  Magistrates  within 
the  last  year  or  two,  because  they  were 
knd^n  to  be  partizans,  and  because  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  they  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  do  the  Emergency  work 
of  the  Government.  It  was  a  con- 
temptible and  atrocious  system  to  use 
Emergency  agents  and  notorious  par* 
tizans,  to  place  them  over  the  heads 
of  senior  officers,  and  shift  them 
from  district  to  district  to  do  the 
work  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  Castle.  What  was  the  object 
of  this  Vote  they  were  now  called  upon 
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to  pass  ?  They  were  asked  for  an  extra 
Estimate.  The  original  Estimate  for 
personal  allowances  and  travelling  ex- 
penses of  these  magistrates  was  £4,500, 
but  an  additional  Estimate  of  £3,750 
could  have  no  parallel  in  the  whole 
Oivil  Service  Estimates.  The  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  very  nearly  as 
large  as  the  original  Estimate.  What 
was  the  reason  ?  Was  it  because  the 
country  had  become  so  much  disturbed 
since  the  Grimes  Act  had  been  intro- 
duced. He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  Grimes  Act 
had  reduced  the  country  to  a  state  of 
comparative  peace,  and  yet  they  had 
these  enormous  travelling  expenses  of 
magistrates.  In  short,  these  were  the 
travelling  expenses  of  the  Emergency 
men  of  the  Castle,  who  went  about  the 
country  sentencing  all  the  enemies  of  the 
Gt>vemment  to  hard  labour.  The  reason 
why  the  travelling  expenses  were  so 
great  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  trust  magistxates  to  adjudicate 
in  their  own  dismcts,  but  must  needs 
get  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  and  two  or  three 
othersof  the  same  stamp  and  style  to  circu- 
late round  several  districts,  because  they 
had  proved  themselves  to  be  thoroughly 
reliable.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
much  of  this  £3,750  went  into  Mr. 
Cecil  Eoche's  pocket  ? — he  should  cer- 
tainly think  over  £1,000.  Let  them 
inquire  for  a  moment  what  justification 
there  was  for  this  enormous  charge. 
The  charge,  undoubtedly,  was  the  result 
of  Bending  men  about  from  county  to 
county.  Who  were  the  men  who  were 
most  sent  about  ?  At  the  top  of  the  list 
stood  the  redoubtable  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche. 
Mr.  Cecil  Koche  was  a  man  who  was 
appointed  Resident  Magistrate  a  little 
more  than  a  year  ago,  and  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  business  he  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  adjudicate  upon  impor- 
tant cases  under  the  Crimes  Act  over 
the  heads  of  men  who  were  his  seniors 
in  the  service  by  20  or  30  years'  official 
standing.  They  were  entitled  to  ask  the 
Government  on  what  grounds  was  it 
they  had  used  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  so 
largely  for  this  purpose  ? — for  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  had 
sent  to  prison,  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
four  times  as  many  persons  as  any  other 
Besident  Magistrate.  What  were  this 
gentleman's  qualifications  ?  They  would 
expect  the  first  qualification  would  be  a 
record  which  would  raise  him  in  the 
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minds  of  the  people  among  whom  he 
was  called  upon  to  administer  justice 
above  all  suspicion  of  partiality.  Now, 
Mr.  Cecil  Boche  was  one  of  the  orators 
of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union  who, 
in  the  month  of  June,  1886,  perambu- 
lated this  country  and  denounced  the 
Irish  Members  as  murderers  and  assas- 
sins, and  the  associates  of  assassins. 
Ml*.  Boche  had  written  a  letter  to  2%g 
Times  stating  that  he  had  done  all 
this  for  no  pay  and  from  pure  motives 
of  patriotism.  The  Committee  had  often 
heard,  no  doubt,  of  gratitude  for  favours 
to  come ;  and  if  this  magistrate  had  re- 
ceived no  pay  for  those  services,  he  had, 
at  least,  got  appointed  after  the  Election 
was  over  to  a  salary  of  £500  a-year. 
That  was  good  pay,  he  thought,  for  the 
services  this  gentleman  had  rendered  to 
the  Gk>vernment.  He  maintained  that 
there  was  no  more  scandalous  trans- 
action on  record  in  the  history  of  Eng- 
lish Government  in  Ireland  than  that  a 
partizan  and  virulent  orator  of  the 
Election  of  1888  should  now  be  sitting 
in  uncontrolled  judgment  on  the  men 
whom  he  denounced  only  18  months 
ago.  They  were  told  that  they  were 
most  unjustly  and  most  unfairly  pouring 
opprobrium  on  the  Besident  Magistrates 
of  Ireland^  He  thought  it  would  be 
hard  to  frame  language  to  condemn  too 
strongly  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche.  A  book  was  published  periodi- 
cally, known  in  Ireland  as  Ute  Comiahu' 
lary  Directory,  The  custom  in  that  book 
was  to  divide  the  Besident  Magistrates 
into  three  classes — the  first  class  con- 
taining the  names  of  the  seniors  in  the 
service,  and  so  on.  An  extraordinary 
change  had  come  about  this  year.  When 
they  turned  to  Th$  Constahulary  Directory 
they  foimd  that,  whereas  in  the  index 
the  division  of  the  classes  remained,  in 
the  body  of  the  book,  for  some  occult 
purpose,  the  division  was  not  to  be 
found ;  but  the  magistrates  were  classed 
alphabetically.  It  was  plain  that  this 
had  been  done  for  the  purpose  of  throw- 
ing dust  into  the  eyes  of  the  people  who 
had  taken  up  The  Directory^  it  was 
obviously  done  with  the  intention  of 
concealing  the  fact  that  men  who  were 
only  recently  appointed  were  put  over 
the  heads  of  men  old  in  the  service. 
He  took  another  case — the  case  of  a 
man  who,  by  his  previous  records  and 
recent  performances  in  Ireland,  was 
grossly  and  manifestly  disqualified  for 
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the  position  he  held,  and  that  was  Cap- 
tain Seagrave.  He  was  a  gentleman 
who  was  appointed  quite  recently,  and 
who  entered  himself  in  the  column  of 
qnalifications  as  in  the  Armj.  That,  of 
course,  was  a  commonplace  qualification 
— a  great  number  of  these  men  were  in 
the  Army — but  he  asked  them  to  re- 
member that  this  mim,  who  was.  now 
adjudicating  in  g^eat  political  cases  in 
Ireland,  a  man  who,  the  other  day^  sen- 
tenced a  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  for  taking  part  in 
a  meeting  of  the  League  on  grossly  in- 
sufficient evidence — this  was  the  gentle- 
man who  was  in  supreme  command  at 
Mitchelstown,  and  who,  on  that  occa- 
sion, exhibited  incompetency,  cowardice, 
and  brutality.  In  cross-examination, 
Oaptain  Seagrave  admitted  that  he  had 
had  no  legal  training ;  that  he  had  tried 
several  times  to  get  into  the  Home 
Army,  but  had  faued ;  and  that  it  was 
in  Basutoland  that  he  got  his  commis- 
sion. He  came  home  ivom  Basutoland 
and  settled  in  Mitchelstown.  This  was 
the  man,  a  junior  in  the  Service — 
a  man  whose  ignorance  and  incapacity 
was  confessed  by  himself — the  Home 
Government  selected  for  the  most  im- 
portant trials  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
that  the  charges  in  respect  to  the  quality 
of  the  magistrates  selected  by  the  Qovern- 
ment  to  try  political  cases  in  Ireland 
wore  fully  borne  out  by  these  two  in- 
stances. But  there  was  a  third  case  he 
might  give,  and  it  was  that  of  Mr. 
Thomas  A.  Dillon,  who  was  selected  to 
try  Mr.  Blunt.  Mr.  T.  A.  Dillon  entered 
himself  in  the  list  of  qualifications  as  a 
County  Justice.  As  a  matter  of  fact  he 
was  a  broken  down,  rack-renting  land- 
lord, whose  rents  had  been  reduced 
recently  by  the  Land  Commission  to 
the  extent  of  40  per  cent,  so  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  was  informed.  But  whether 
that  was  so  or  not,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dillon's 
name  appeared  week  after  week  in  the 
black  list  of  defaulting  creditors  with 
a  judgment  debt  of  £2,000  hanging 
over  his  head,  and  he  was  known  to  be 
connected  with  other  disgraceful  debts 
for  which  no  judgment  could  be  marked. 
This  was  the  man  who  was  selected  to 
try  English  gentlemen  for  asserting  the 
right  of  pubhc  meeting  in  Ireland.  If  the 
Government  had  any  regard  for  public 
decency  they  would  not  use  such  dis- 
reputable and  disgraceful  instruments 
as  the  men  he  had  described.    He  (Mr. 


Dillon)  now  desired  to  direct  the  atten« 
tion  of  the  Committee  to  certain  facts 
which,  to  his  mind,  afi'orded  irresistible 
proof  that  these  men  took  their  instruc- 
tions from  Dublin  Castle.  At  the  out- 
set of  the  administration  of  the  Coercion 
Act  the  custom  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates was  to  give  a  sentence  of  two, 
three,  or  four  months,  or  of  such  a  dura- 
tion as  would  allow  of  an  appeal.  That, 
of  course,  was  the  natural  course  to  be 
adopted  by  men  who  did  not  want  to 
take  full  responsibility  on  their  own 
shoulders.  That  course  prevailed  until 
a  certain  remarkable  oration  was  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  which, 
under  the  guise  of  defending  himself 
from  the  charge  of  allowing  certain  men 
to  give  bail  and  go  about  the  country, 
he  pointed  out  that  as  long  as  Resident 
Magistrates  gave  long  sentences  he  could 
not  prevent  this  being  done.  The  magis- 
trates immediately  changed  their  course 
and  proceeded  to  give  short  sentences, 
and  this  precluded  men  from  the  right 
of  appeal.  There  were  cases  in  which 
when  a  man  had  been  sentenced  to  a 
long  term  of  imprisonment  and  he  had 
appealed,  bail  being  accepted,  he  had 
on  leaving  the  Court  been  re-arrested 
on  another  charge  and  committed  to 
gaol  for  a  month,  and  in  this  way  been 
deprived  of  his  liberty  pending  the  time 
of  the  hearing  of  the  appeal.  Would 
anyone  believe  that  this  device — a  most 
contemptible,  and  rascally  trick — to  rob 
men  or  their  right  to  liberty  between 
the  time  of  the  first  trial  and  the  appeal, 
was  carried  out  simply  and  safely  in  the 
interest  of  justice  ?  He  thought  it  was 
much  more  likely  that  it  was  one  of  the 
many  evil  inventions  of  Dublin  Castle. 
He  contended  that  it  was  a  great  evil 
that  the  poor  peasants  of  Ireland  should 
be  at  the  mercy  of  such  men  as  the 
present  Resident  Magistrates,  who,  as 
a  rule,  were  appointed  simply  owing  to 
their  partizanship  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lords. A  monstrous  deal  of  cant  had 
been  spoken  about  the  cowardice  and 
absurdity  of  drawing  distinction  between 
priest  and  peasant — between  a  Member 
of  Parliament  and  an  ordinary  person 
in  reference  to  conviction  under  the 
Coercion  Act.  As  to  treatment  in  prison, 
he  would  scorn  to  draw  any  distinction 
between  a  Member  of  Parliament  and 
any  ordinary  man.  He  claimed  that  a 
peasant  convicted  of  a  political  offence 
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shonld  be  treated  as  a  political  prisoner ; 
and  bad  as  it  might  be  to  strike  at  the 
liberty  of  a  private  individual  with 
loaded  dice,  or  without  the  securities 
that  surrounded  the  ordinary  Criminal 
Law,  he  maintained  that  .the  evil  was 
multiplied  a  hundred-fold  when  they 
so  struck  at  the  liberty  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  for  they  struck  at 
the  liberty  of  every  one  of  his  con- 
stituents, and  it  was  in  that  re- 
spect an  infinitely  greater  offence  than 
to  deprive  an  individual  of  liberty.  The 
grievances  of  the  present  system  of 
[Resident  Magistrates  were  multiplied 
tenfold  when  one  came  to  consider 
the  class  of  cases  they  were  made  judges 
of.  When  the  protection  of  a  jury  was 
taken  away  with  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
as  existing  at  present  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act,  there  was  no  liberty  for  the 
subject.  If  political  feelings  ran  high, 
these  peripatetic  dispensers  of  justice 
were  regularly  sending  batches  of  men 
to  gaol  in  so-called  conspiracy  cases, 
where  not  a  particle  of  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy was  proved.  In  one  case  a 
magistrate  supplied  the  lack  of  evidence 
by  saying  that  he  ^*  used  his  common 
sense,  and  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  there  was  a  conspiracy."  He  (Mr. 
Dillon)  and  some  of  nis  Colleagues  had 
stood  ihevr  trial  in  Dublin  for  conspiracy 
some  time  ago ;  and  the  Crown  then 
spent  several  days  endeavouring  to 
prove  a  conspiracy,  though  the  packed 
jury  refused  to  believe  it.  However, 
with  these  Eesident  Magistrates  there 
was  no  delay  in  the  matter  at  all.  They 
decided  a  question  at  once  against  the 
accused,  probably  stimulated  by  the 
fact  that  a  modest  increase  of  £100  or 
£200  a-year  might  be  the  result  of  their 
compliance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. Such  a  condition  of  things  was 
only  calculated  to  cover  the  Government 
of  Ireland  with  hatred  and  contempt. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  those  who  thought  with 
him,  were  ever  talking  to  the  Irish 
Leaders  about  making  the  Irish  people 
dislike  the  law.  The  Irish  people  would 
deserve  to  be  kicked  and  trampled  on 
and  starved  to  death  if  they  respected 
the  law  administered  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent. For  his  own  part,  he  would  be 
ashamed  to  call  himself  an  Irishman, 
and  ashamed  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  be  welcome  to  treat 
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them  with  the  soom  and  contempt  which 
he  delighted  in  showing  towards  them, 
if  they  respected  such  law.  The  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  spoke  of  the 
want  of  respect  for  the  law  in  Ireland ; 
but  when  they  said  that  they  were  in 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  the  Irish 
people  had  never  known  what  English 
law  meant.  LaW;  in  its  truest  and 
highest  sense,  was  unknown  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  could  produce, 
if  he  cared  to  do  it  now,  a  long  string  of 
testimonies  extending  from  the  days  of 
Coke  and  Sir  John  Davys — the  first 
English  Attorney  General  they  had  in 
Ireland — in  which  those  great  lawyers, 
as  the  result  of  their  experience,  said 
that,  where  the  law  was  honestly  and 
impartially  administered,  there  was  no 
nation  on  the  earth  which  loted  and 
respected  it  more ;  but  to  expect  that 
the  Irish  people  would  throw  themselves 
down  as  before  the  Car  of  Juggernaut,  or 
lick  the  feet  of  men  whose  greatest  pride 
was  to  trample  on  them  and  kick  them, 
was  to  expect  what  no  man  in  that 
House  would  ever  live  to  see.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  his  myrmidons  of  Dublin  Castle 
were  the  greatest  enemies  to  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  They  were  its  only 
true  enemies ;  -and  so  long  as  this 
shameful  and  disgraceful  system  of  ad- 
ministration of  what  was  called  '*  law," 
with  its  subservient  and  slavish  tools, 
was  persevered  in,  so  long  would  that 
Bo-called  law  be  scorned  by  the  people 
of  Ireland. 

Mh.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  said,  that 
notwithstanding  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  dealt  with  the 
statements  of '  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  able  to  justify  the  lan- 
guage he  had  used ;  and  with  regard  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  all  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  had  been  able 
to  reply  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  the  habit  of  taking  as  truth 
all  that  appeared  in  the  Irish  Provincial 
Press.  But  anyone  who  knew  the  Pro- 
vincial Press  in  Ireland  would  admit 
that  the  reports  which  appeared  in 
the  columns  of  the  most  obscure  papers 
were  as  reliable  as  the  information  sap- 
plied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his 
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officials  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
Ueman  the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
(Mr.   Shaw   Lefevre)   had  referred  to 
several  cases  of  sentences  of  one  month's 
imprisonment,  to  be  followed  by  other 
sentences  of  one  month,  and  even  to 
accumulative  sentences    amounting  to 
three  months,  and  that,  too,  in  spite  of 
all  the  applications  to  have   the  sen- 
tences increased  so  as  to  give  the  right 
of  appeal.    The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Besident  Magis- 
trate, in  answer  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   Ohief  Secretary  could 
only  say  that  the  story  of  the  case  was 
exaggerated ;  but  the  fact  remained  that 
Mr.  Meldon  had  exceeded  his  duty,  and 
acted  as  was  usual  with  the  Besident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Hea) 
had  followed  the  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  since  these  G-entlemen  be- 
gan to  put  it  in  operation ;  and  he  would 
now  refer  to  the  case  of  Captain  Plun- 
kett,  who  perhaps  exercised  more  au- 
thority under  the  Act  than  all  the  other 
Resident  Magistrates  together.    There 
was    no    doubt    that    this    gentleman 
wielded  a  sort  of  absolutism,  so  far  as 
the  Act  was  concerned.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane) 
was    arrested    within    one    month    of 
making    a   certain    speech  ;    he    was 
charged  with  inciting  persons  to  resist 
the  Taw,  and  adopt  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork 
had  been  sentenced  to  cumulative  sen- 
tences amounting  to  three  months.    His 
bon.  Friend  edited  a  paper,  in  which, 
with  reference  to  a  dispute  that  was 
all  but  settled,  he  said  that  the  tenants 
were  perfectly  within    their  right    in 
combining   to    bring    the    landlord  to 
terms ;  he  had  in  the  course  of  his  man- 
agement of  the  journal  exposed  a  condi- 
tion of  crime  and  vice  which  horrified 
every  reader,  and  he  received  a  message, 
which  there  was  every  reason  to  believe 
came  from  Captain  Plunkett,   remon- 
strating against  the  articles  which  had 
appeared.    A  prosecution  was  instituted 
against  him,  and  he  was  brought  before 
two  Besident  Magistrates.     Dr.   Hays 
was  summoned  as  a  witness  as  the  per- 
son on  whom  it  was  said  the  language 
was  likely  to  have  a  prejudicial  effect, 
but  the  Government  didf  not  dare  to 
bring  him  into  court.     He  had,  how- 
ever, stated  that  he  was  not  in  any  way 
afraid  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  that 
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the  advice  given  he  was  glad  of,  be- 
cause it  was  the  means  of  an  amicable 
settlement  being  arrived  at.  This 
Gentleman  refused  to  take  part  in  the 
case,  and  the  consequence  was  that  he 
was  deprived  of  two  positions  which  he 
held  in  connection  with  the  Constabu- 
lary. This  case  showed  the  petty  vin- 
dictiveness  of  the  Exective  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  referred 
to  the  sentences  inflicted  by  the  Besident 
Mag^'strates,  and  said  that  they  were 
invariably  upheld  when  they  came  be- 
fore a  higher  tribunal.  But  there  were 
a  number  of  oases  which  came  before 
the  Becorder  of  Cork,  who  was  a  Tory, 
and  had  frequently  given  expression  to 
his  Tory  views,  and  these  sentences 
were  all  reduced  by  one-half.  This 
showed  that  the  Besident  Magistrates 
were  not  altogether  infallible  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.  Again,  Captain 
Plunkett  was  wanting  in  legal  know- 
ledge. A  number  of  persons  were  sum- 
moned before  a  Court  over  which  he 
presided,  and  charged  with  attending  a 
meeting  of  the  National  League.  The 
constable  saw  several  persons  going  in  the 
direction  of  the  rooms,  and  told  them 
that  their  object  was  illegal,  and  that 
they  would  be  punished  under  the  Act ; 
the  constables  were  not  in  a  position  to 
show  that  any  meeting  had  been  held, 
or  that  there  was  any  contravention  of 
the  Crimes  Act;  but  on  the  evidence 
that  they  were  seen  about  the  case  was 
sufficient  for  this  legal  luminary,  and 
although  the  constables  had  not  estab- 
lished that  they  had  done  anything 
wrong,  he  said  that  the  onus  of  proof 
lay  upon  the  accused  to  show  that  they 
were  innocent,  and  he  proceeded  to  sen- 
tence them  to  imprisonment.  It  seemed 
to  be  this  Magistrate's  opinion  that  the 
legal  principle  was  that  every  man's 
guilt  must  be  assumed.  Then  there  was 
the  case  of  Colonel  Carew,  who  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  was  the  IVesiding  Magistrate  at  a 
trial  in  Tipperary.  This  Magistrate, 
in  reply  to  the  solicitor  for  the  prisoners, 
said  *'  I  represent  the  Crown  here,"  and 
on  the  solicitor  objecting,  he  added^  **  I 
have  received  my  orders  from  thN 
Gt>vemment,  which  I  cannot  disregard, 
and  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  give  any 
explanation."  He  (Mr.  O'Hea)  could 
multiply  oases  of  this  kind  were  he  not 
unwilling  to  trespass  unduly  on  the 
time  of  the  House.    The  quwfications 
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of  this  Beeident  Magistrate  were  that  he 
had  spent  several  years  in  the  8th  Hus- 
sars, and  was  afterwards  in  the  Militia, 
in  the  hloodless  campaigns  of  which  ser- 
vice he  had  prohably  gained  his  spurs. 
The  last  case  to  which  he  would  draw  atten- 
tion was  noteworthy  on  several  grounds. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Glare  (Mr.  Cox)  was  sentenced  to  four 
months'  imprisonment;  he  lodged  an 
appeal,  and  immediately  on  leaving  the 
Court  he  was  arrested  and  brought  be- 
fore another  tribunal.  One  of  the  magis- 
trates was  Mr.  Boche,  who — on  the  ap- 
plication to  have  the  sentence  increased 
so  as  to  justify  the  right  of  appeal— said, 
that  having  regard  to  the  persistent 
course  of  denouncing  the  law  which  had 
been  pursued,  he  doubted  whether  a  sen- 
tence of  one  month  was  adequate  to  the 
crime  of  the  Gentleman  before  him. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  con- 
tained the  advice  to  '^  shun  crime  and 
outrage  as  you  would  Satan,"  but  he 
exhorted  the  people  to  maintain  their 
allegiance  to  the  National  League,  and 
that  constituted  the  charge  against  him. 
The  magistrates  refused  to  increase  the 
sentence  against  him.  Another  magis- 
trate, however,  had  said  that  he  could 
see  nothing  morally  wrong  in  the  speech 
which  would  not  be  an  offence  in  any 
other  country  but  Ireland^  Here  then 
they  had  it  from  the  Bench  that  new 
offences  had  been  created  by  the  Crimes 
Act,  although  the  Government  had  al- 
ways denied  that  the  Statute  would  have 
that  effect,  and  he  therefore  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  in  saying  that  the 
administration  of  the  Act  was  not  alone 
a  disgrace  to  England  but  a  disgrace  to 
civilization,  and  that  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates dare  not  do  otherwise  than  carry  out 
the  behests  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland. 
The  SOLICITOB  QENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University)  :  I  desire,  Sir,  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  for  a  short 
time  while  I  reply  to  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  The  first  case 
to  which  he  referred  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Meldon,  the  Besident  Magistrate, 
a  gentleman  who  was  appointed  by 
Lord  Spencer,  and  who  was  a  practising 
barrister.  It  was  charged  that  in  some 
way  or  other  he.  whilst  sitting  on  the 
Bench,  mixed  up  his  judicial  and  Execu- 
tive duties  most  improperly.  Mr.  Meldon 
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has  addressed  a  letter  to  The  Tinei,  in 
which  he  clearly  and  distinctly  states 
that  the  charges  made  against  him  were 
utterly  unfounded.  Mr.  Meldon  gave  the 
most  unqualified  denial  to  the  charges 
made. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  rise  to  Order. 
The  letter  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  refers  was  written  in  reply  to 
a  speech  of  mine  in  which  I  alluded  to 
Mr.  Meldon  by  nsune;  but  I  emphati- 
cally deny  that  I  ever  made  such  a 
charge  against  him  as  is  conveyed  in 
his  letter. 

MB.COUBTNEY:  The  point  is  not  a 
point  of  Order.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  make  an  explanation  he  will 
have  other  opportunities. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Of  course,  if  no 
charge  is  made  against  Mr.  Meldon,  my 
task  is  ended.  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  to  charge  Mr.  Meldon  with 
improper  conduct,  and  I  wish  to  show 
the  Committee  that  there  is  altogether  a 
misconception  about  the  matter.  The 
fact  is,  Mr.  Meldon  did  not  act  as  a  ma- 
gistrate on  the  occasion.  What  actually 
occurred  on  the  occasion  has  been  al- 
ready detailed  to  the  House.  The  state- 
ment that  he  mixed  up  his  judicial  with 
his  Executive  functions  is  a  pure  fiction. 
The  next  case  to  which  the  non.  Mem- 
ber referred  was  that  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Dillon.  The  charge  against  Mr.  Thomas 
A.  Dillon,  as  presented,  is  that  he  had 
appeared  in  the  black  list.  That  sounds 
a  very  formidable  position  to  occupy, 
but  the  black  list  is  a  list  that  appears 
in  Dublin  of  persons  against  whom 
judgment  is  marked.  It  was  even  sug- 
gested that  the  judgment  against  Mr. 
Thomas  Dillon  was  for  a  racing  debt 
The  facts  are  these.  Mr.  Thomas  Dillon 
is  the  owner  of  an  encumbered  estate, 
and  this  judgment  is  in  reference  to  a 
mortgage  on  that  estate.  I  will  leave 
the  Committee  to  say  how  fair  it  is  to 
bring  a  charge  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  There 
are  other  charges. 

Mb.  MADDEN :  No  doubt,  there  are 
other  charges;  but  the  charge  by  which 
it  is  sought  to  discredit  Mr.  Thomas 
Dillon  is  that  he  is  the  owner  of  an  en- 
cumbered estate,  the  rents  from  which 
are  unfortunately  not  sufficient  to  pay 
the  incumbrance.  It  has  also  been  said 
that  Captain  Butler,  in  consequence  of 
some  action  of  his,  was  removed  irom 
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Mallow  to  another  position  in  Ireland.  I 
have  made  inquiry,  and  I  find  tliat  it 
was  during  the  time  that  Oolonel  Sir 
iRedvers  Buller  was  in  Ireland  that 
he  was  removed.  It  was  during  the 
time  that  Sir  Bedvers  Buller  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  peace  of  part 
of  Ireland  that  Captain  Butler  was  re- 
moved, and  I  absolutely  deny  that  it  was 
in  consequence  of  any  judicial  action  on 
his  part  that  his  removal  was  brought 
about.  It  was  said  that  the  removal 
was  in  juxtaposition  to  certain  action  of 
his ;  but  I  altogether  repudiate  any  idea 
that  he  was  removed  in  consequence  of 
that  action.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Cecil 
Boohe,  I  think  that  gentleman  has  good 
reason  to  complain  of  the  charges 
brought  against  him.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  opened 
the  debate  on  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  he  distinctly  stated  that 
Mr.  Boche  was  the  paid  agent  of  the 
Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union.  Mr.  Boche 
is  a  gentleman  of  honour,  and  he,  too, 
has  addressed  a  letter  to  The  Times,  in 
which  he  denies  that  charge  point  blank. 
Mr.  T.  p.  G'OGNNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  B^e  does  not  deny  that  he 
had  his  expenses  paid. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  He  denies  that  he 
was  ever  the  paid  agent  of  the  Loyal 
aud  Patriotic  Union.  I  cannot  go 
beyond  that  denial.  The  hon.  Member 
then  stated  that  Mr.  Boche  had  made 
use  of  certain  strong  language  on  some 
occasion ;  but  Mr.  Boche  denies  in  the 
most  positive  way  that  he  ever  used  the 
language  attributed  to  him.  What 
he  did  say  was  said  long  before  he 
was  promoted  to  the  Bench.  Mr.  Boche 
complains  that  what  he  did  say  was 
g^rossly  exaggerated,  and  the  particular 
quotations  attributed  to  him  he  en- 
tirely repudiates  and  denies.  Two 
cases  have  been  referred  to  by  hon. 
Members  as  illustrating  the  charge  that 
the  Besident  Magistrates  convict  on  in- 
sufficient evidence,  and  that  they  lay 
down  principles  as  to  evidence  that 
would  not  be  adopted  by  lawyers.  These 
two  cases  are,  however,  entirely  mis- 
represented. One  ease  was  that  tried 
before  Mr.  Eaton,  B.M.,  and  it  was  then 
said  that  Mr.  Eaton  stated  publicly  in 
Court  that  he  did  not  want  any  direct 
evidence  in  order  to  find  the  prisoner 
g^uilty;  that  it  was  enough  that  the 
accused  were  seen  on  the  previous  Sun- 
day coming  from  Mass  with  National 


League  cards  in  their  hats.  That  is  an 
entire  misrepresentation  of  what  took 
place  on  that  occasion.  What  Mr.  Eaton 
said  publicly  in  Court  was  that  he  did 
not  want  any  evidence,  or  any  direct  evi- 
dence, of  what  occurred  after  the  door 
was  shut  to  show  that  it  was  a  National 
League  meeting.  He  also  said  that 
it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  direct 
evidence  of  what  actually  took  place  at 
the  meeting  was  necessary  to  ensure  a 
conviction.  Now,  in  this  case,  there 
was  distinct  and  conclusive  evidence  of 
the  meeting,  and  of  the  intention  of 
those  holding  it.  No  lawyer  will  be 
found  to  say  that  Mr.  Eaton  in  that 
case  laid  down  the  law  in  a  mistaken 
way.  The  meeting  was  proved  to  be  a 
meeting  of  the  league  held  for  that 
object,  and  it  was  not  necessary 
to  prove  what  took  place  at  the 
meeting.  Another  case  referred  to  is 
the  case  of  Captain  Massey.  He  is 
a  legally  qualified  B.M.,  and  he  was 
appointed  by  Lord  Spencer.  It  is  al- 
leged that  in  a  case  tried  in  the  County 
Kerry,  persons  were  charged  with  taking 
part  in  an  illegal  meeting — namely,  a 
meeting  of  a  suppressed  branch  of  the 
League,  and  that  Captain  Massey  said 
that  the  onus  of  proof  lay  upon  the 
accused.  If  that  had  been  so  it  would 
have  been  a  monstrous  perversion  of  the 
law ;  but  no  such  statement  was  made. 
It  was  proved  by  the  most  satisfactory 
evidence  that  the  meeting  was  held,  and 
the  magistrate  never  said  that  any  such 
onus  of  proof  rested  upon  the  accused. 
He  oommented  on  the  fact  of  the  meet- 
ing being  held,  and  added  that  the  ac- 
cused were  convicted  in  the  absence  of 
evidence  to  the  contrary.  The  statement 
that  the  magistrate  was  satisfied  that  the 
meeting  was  held  was  totally  different  to 
the  allegation  of  a  conviction,  because 
no  evidence  to  the  contrary  was  produced 
by  the  prisoners.  Another  incident  that 
had  been  referred  to  was  that  in  connec- 
tion with  certain  statements  of  Colonel 
Carew  when  certain  prisoners  were 
brought  before  him.  It  was  said  that  he 
stated  that  he  had  received  instructions 
which  he  must  not  disobey.  That  simply 
meant  that  Colonel  Carew  had  received 
certain  instructions  from  the  Divisional 
Magistrate,  and  that  was  that  the  pri- 
soners should  not  be  tried  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions, but  under  the  Crimes  Act. 

Mr.  O'HEA  :  Colonel  Carew  said  that 
he  represented  the  Crown. 
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Mb.  madden  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  that  point.  [But  what  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  look  at  was  this — 
Was  the  transaction  a  just  one  ?  What 
did  Colonel  Carew  do  ?  He  simply  did 
what  he  was  bound  to  do.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  do  not  seem  to  exactly 
appreciate  what  Colonel  Carew  did.  He 
received  no  instructions  as  to  his  judi- 
cial action,  and  he  did  not  act  judicially 
in  the  matter.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea)  alluded  to  the  ap- 
peals tried  before  the  Recorder  of  Cork, 
and  he  said  that  sentences  had  been  re- 
duced by  the  Becord  erf  or  Cork.  We  all 
know  that  the  reduction  of  asentence  by  a 
County  Court  Judge  often  only  means 
that,  an  increased  sentence  having  been 
asked  for,  for  the  purpose  of  appeal,  the 
Judge  has  properly  reduced  and  adjusted 
it.  The  House  has  been,  night  after 
night,  discussing  the  conduct  of  these 
Resident  Magistrates ;  but  what  is  the 
best  test  to  which  their  decisions  have 
been  subjected?  The  best  test  is  the 
test  of  appeals.  There  has  been  a  large 
number  of  cases,  but  yet  up  to  the  Ist  of 
January  there  was  only  one  single  case 
of  a  reversal  of  the  decision,  and  that 
was  upon  new  evidence,  and  since  the 
Ist  of  January  there  has  only  been  one 
reversal,  and  that  was  upon  a  technical 
point ;  yet  it  is  said  that  these  tribunals 
are  unsatisfactory  when  there  are  these 
means  of  testing  the  decisions.  If  these 
men  were  acting  as  they  were  said  to  do, 
their  decisions  would  be  reversed.  The 
County  Court  Judges,  to  whom  the 
appeals  lay — it  shomd  be  remembered — 
have  nothing  to  hope  or  fear  from  the 
Government.  There  is  no  promotion 
open  to  Coimty  Court  Judges,  as  within 
recent  memory  no  County  Court  Judge 
has  been  raised  to  a  superior  Judgeship. 
Their  decisions  are  beyond  suspicion. 
The  fact  is  these  charges  are  unfounded, 
and  the  best  answer  to  them  is  that  the 
decision  of  these  magistrates  are  sub- 
jected to  the  practical  test  of  appeal  to 
the  County  Court  Judges,  and  tne  deci- 
sions are  upheld. 

Me.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) 
said,  that  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  debate  always  degenerated 
into  two  classes  of  arguments.  The 
first  was  the  tu  quoque  argument,  and 
the  second  was  that  some  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  in  Ireland  had  been 
appointed  by  Lord  Spencer.  Lord 
Spencer  would  forgive  him  (Mr.  Stan- 


hope) for  saying  fhs^,  at  the  time  he 
was  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  made  the  ap- 
pointments on  the  traditional  Castle 
system,  in  more  or  less  the  same  groove 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretaiy,  though  unquestionably  with 
less  partizanship.  He  (Mr.  P.  Stan- 
hope) entirely  refused  to  believe  that 
the  origin  of  their  appointment  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  question 
of  the  present  conduct  of  Resident 
Magistrates.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
should  think  it  was  sufficient  to  bring 
forward  a  statement  of  these  gentlemen 
in  manuscript,  and  appeal  to  it  as  an 
absolute  proof  in  favour  of  their  views. 
He  regretted  to  say  that  his  ezperienoe  * 
had  led  him  to  believe  that  those  state- 
ments were  not  always  reliable.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary told  them  that  he  had  already  made 
three  long  speeches  in  these  debates, 
and  was  consequently  relieved  from  say- 
ing much  on  the  present  occasion.  Bat 
in  the  whole  of  the  speech  he  had  just 
made  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
replied  to  a  single  statement  of  fact 
made  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  The  only  instances  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt 
with  facts  were  the  memorable  one,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted,  of 
Hannah  Connell,  and  the  alleged  con- 
spiracy between  mother  and  son.  The 
Ghiei  Secretary  had  spoken  abont  con- 
spiracy between  mother  and  son.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  an  authority 
upon  the  question  of  family  conspiracy ; 
he  understood  that  a  conspiracy  between 
uncle  and  nephew  was  a  possible  thing, 
and,  therefore,  he  no  doubt,  thought  it 
might  also  be  applied  in  the  case  of 
mother  and  son.  But  these  were  merelj 
hypothetical  arguments  showing  the 
ordinary  temper  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  dealing  with  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  which  he  administered  with  so 
much  grace.  After  all,  what  they  de- 
sired to  do  was  to  produce  facts,  and 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to 
oppose  facts  with  other  facts.  He  wished 
to  stato  a  few  facts  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  facta  which 
he  had  taken  care  to  substantiato  by 
sworn  information,  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  in 
a  letter  he  had  recently  written  to  Iks 
Times,  carefully  abstained  from  sayiaiff 
he  was  not  an  agent  of  the  Loyal  and 
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Patrioiio  TTnion,  and  went  about  the 
country  lecturing  at  the  expense  of  that 
organization.  No  person  ever  imputed 
to  Mr.  Oecil  Eoohe  that  he  received 
a  salary  for  his  services,  but  people 
had  asserted,  and  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche  had 
never  denied  it,  that  he  received  the 
payment  of  his  expenses  in  connection 
with  his  services  to  the  Loyal  and  Pa- 
triotic Union,  and  that  he  went  career- 
inp^  about  the  country  denouncing  the 
Irish  people  for  whom  he  was  now 
called  upon  to  administer  justice.  The 
point  he  (Mr.  F.  Stanhope)  and  his 
Friends  wished  to  establish  was  that  a 
gentleman  who  had  been  an  ardent 
advocate  of  one  class  or  clique  in  Ire- 
land was  not  a  gentleman  who  should 
be  selected  under  the  present  circum- 
stances to  administer  an  exceedingly 
deUcate  Act  of  Parliament  like  the 
Grimes  Act.  He  did  not  propose  to  call 
in  question  the  magisterial  decisions  of 
Mr.  Roche,  for  the  very  simple  reason 
that  he  probably,  like  Colonel  Carew 
and  others,  was  merely  the  instrument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary.  No  doubt  Mr.  Eoohe  re« 
ceived  his  instructions  from  Dublin 
Castle,  and  all  he  did  was  in  conso- 
nance with  those  instructions.  But 
what  he  did  call  in  question  was  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Hoche  in  abandoning 
his  magisterial  duties  in  order  to 
perform  executive  functions,  and  in 
performing  such  functions  in  a  manner 
which  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  perceive  was  unusual.  He  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  had  in  his  possession  affi- 
davits sworn  by  a  certain  number 
of  gentlemen  in  the  town  of  Tralee. 
They  related  to  the  case  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Kerry 
(Mr.  Edward  Harrington),  who  was  sen- 
tenced by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  to  a  month's 
imprisonment.  On  that  occasion  Mr. 
Oecil  Boche,  having  been  on  the  Bench, 
and  having  pronounced  the  sentence 
upon  the  hon.  Member,  descended  from 
the  Bench  and  went  out  of  the  Court, 
where  there  were  not  more  than  200 
people  assembled.  These  people  being 
townsmen  of  his  hon.  Friend,  cheered 
when  they  saw  the  hon.  Gentleman 
being  taKen  to  prison.  Mr.  Boche 
rushed  into  the  street,  brandished  his 
stick  over  his  head,  and  ordered  the 
police  to  charge  the  crowd.  Mr.  Boche, 
m  answer  to  a  letter  of  his  (Mr.  P.  Stan- 
hope's) said  he  acted  on  that  occasion 


in  deference  to  the  orders  of  Colonel 
Turner;  but  he  did  not  use  his  stick. 
The  information  he  possessed  showed, 
first  of  all,  that  Mr.  Boche  was  so  excited 
that  it  was  quite  possible  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  had  his  stick  with  him 
or  not;  and,  secondly,  that  the  efiPect  of. 
the  charge  was  that  a  certain  number 
of  people  were  wounded,  and  that  natu- 
rally great  exasperation  existed  amongst 
the  population  of  Tralee.  The  first  evi- 
dence he  had  was  that  of  the  Bev. 
William  Casey,  parish  priest  of  Abbey- 
feale,  in  the  county  of  Limerick.  He 
said — 

''  When  Mr.  Harrington  appeared  on  the 
steps  of  the  Gourt-houBe,  this  latter  group  set 
up  a  cheer,  whereupon  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  K.M., 
rushed  out  of  the  Court  and  down  the  ^teps, 
hrandishing  a  large  stick,  and  called  on  the 
police  to  clear  the  street." 

The  next  statement  was  that  of  Mr. 
Edward  Murphy,  who  was  Chairman  of 
the  Tralee  Board  of  Guardians  and  a 
land  agent ;  a  most  representative  Gen- 
tleman.    He  said — 

**  When  Mr.  Harrington  came  out,  a  slight 
cheer  was  given,  upon  which  Mr.  Hoche,  R.M., 
turning  round,  ordered  the  police  from  off 
the  steps  to  clear  the  streets.  I  say  that  I 
heliere  the  police  had  heen  prepared  before- 
hand for  this  order,  in  proof  of  which  I  say  I 
saw  one  of  them  pull  his  baton  out  of  the  ideere 
of  his  tunic,  and  they,  the  police,  immediately 
rushed  on  and  batoned  the  people  indiscrimi- 
nately." 

Mr.  Daniel  O'Biordan;  a  solicitor's 
clerk,  swore  in  his  affidavit — 

''  I  saw  a  number  of  people,  about  150,  in  the 
street  near  the  Court-house,  When  Mr.  Har- 
rington came  out  in  custody  a  very  slight  cheer 
was  given,  whereupon  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M., 
rushed  out  of  the  Court-house  and  down  the 
steps  in  a  very  excited  manner,  and,  without 
giving  any  warning,  called  on  the  police,  who 
were  drawn  up  outside,  to  clear  the  street, 
which  they,  led  by  him,  immediately  proceeded 
to  do,  batoning  every  one  indiscriminately.*' 

Mr.  Thomas  Slattery,  Town  Councillor 
of  Tralee,  swore  an  affidavit  to  a  similar 
effect,  and  added  that  he  himself  was 
severely  wounded  in  the  baton  charge. 
This  was  not  an  isolated  instance  of 
Mr.  Boche's  outrageous  conduct.  He 
(Mr.  P.  Stanhope)  had  a  letter  from  a 
most  respectable  Catholic  priest,  Father 
White,  of  St.  Joseph's,  Mil  town  Malbay, 
who,  having  seen  his  (Mr.  F.  Stanhope's) 
account  of  the  incident,  wrote  to  him  on 
the  27th  of  December  in  these  terms — 

''On  last  Thursday  week  he  (Mr.  Roche) 
sentenced    four    hard-working     artizans     of 


1579    Supply— Cwil  ^erviee^        {COMMONS}        ffe.  E^Umatea,  \m-%.      1&80 

or  the  third-hand  refutationB  of  his  Bub- 
ordinates  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  would 
suffice  to  contradict  the  statements  he 
(Mr.  P.  Stanhope)  and  may  others  had 
advanced,  supported  as  they  were  by 
positive  proof,  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  Eesident  Magistrates  in  Ireland. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefeyre)  would  take  a  Division 
on  the  Vote,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  marking 
its  disapproval  of  the  unseemly  conduct 
of  many  of  these  Besident  Magistrates. 
It  was  no  excuse  to  say  that  they  were 
merely  the  agents  of  a  Government 
whose  actions  they  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  would  continue  to 
subject  to  very  searching  criticism. 
They  were  unable  it  was  true  to  attack 
the  right  hon.  .'Gentleman  personally 
for  the  barbarous  administration  of  the 
Act,  but  they  would  continue  to  do  so 
in  the  person  of  his  agents,  and  he 
firmly  believed  that  when  the  conduct  of 
these  gentlemen  was  more  universally 
known  than  at  present  it  seemed  to  be, 
it  would  be  strongly  condemned  by  the 
public  opinion  of  this  country. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  said,  there  was  no 
wonder  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  dis- 
played incredulity  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wedneabury 
(Mr.  P.  Stanhope)  was  stating  the  facts 
about  Mr.  Cecil  Koche,  facts  which  had 
been  vouched  for  upon  oath,  and  which 
held  the  field  until  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  or 
someone  on  his  behalf,  came  forward 
to  contradict  them.  It  was,  perhaps, 
like  pouring  water  on  a  drowned  rat  to 
say  anything  more  about  Mr.  Cedl 
Boche ;  but  this  much  might  be  said,  that 
this  habit  of  his  of  coming  down  from 
the  bench  and  enjoying  himself  with 
a  cudgel  on  the  heads  of  the  crowd 
was  a  constant  one.  It  was  not 
merely  at  Tralee,  or  at  Afilltown 
Malbay,  but  at  other  places  that  he 
had  done  this.  At  Dingle,  the  week 
after  the  Tralee  incident,  he  g^t  down 
from  the  Bench,  went  outside,  and 
ordered  a  baton  charge,  taking  part  in 
it  himself.  Some  of  the  crowd  displaying 
their  reluctance  to  submit  to  this  sort  of 
thing,  Mr.  CecilBoche had  them  arrested. 
He  then  remounted  the  Bench  and  sen- 
tenced two  men  thus  airested  to  a 
month's  imprisonment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  had,  by  his 


thiB  town  to  a  month  with  hard  labour, 
solely  because  they  refused  to  surrender 
their  right  at  Common  Law  to  give  their 
work  as  it  suited  them.  This  was  '  conspiracy ' 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  though  it  was  notorious 
and  known  to  the  police  here  that  these 
men  never  conspired  either  with  others  or  with 
one  another.  While  being  marched  through 
the  town  on  a  market-day  their  friends  cheered 
them.  Some  priests  who,  fortuDately,  were  pre- 
sent kept  the  people  back  from  the  strong 
police  escort.  Not  a  stone  was  thrown,  not  a 
stick  raised,  not  a  blow  of  any  kind  attempted, 
and  yet  this  Mr.  Roche  turned  round  like  a 
a  man  out  of  his  senses,  brandishing  and 
striking  out  with  a  stick  or  sword-cane  and 
ordering  the  police  to  baton  the  people.  I  had 
to  rescue  one  inoffensive  old  man  who  was 
struck  down  with  a  blow  on  the  head,  and  I 
saw  another  man  brutally  kicked  while  on  the 
ground.  I  pledge  my  honour,  as  a  man,  and 
my  character  as  a  priest,  that  no  violence  of 
any  kind  was  committed  from  first  to  last  ex- 
cept by  the  police  under  the  direct  command  of 
Mr.  Koche.  Think  of  his  shouting  out 
to  the  people  flying  from  the  batons,  '  Come 
on ;  I  dare  you  to  come  on.'  " 

He  wished  to  put  a  simple  question  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  What  would 
be  said  if  Sir  James  Ingham  sentenced 
anybody  to  a  month's  imprisonment,  and 
because  the  prisoner^  when  he  was  being 
driven  away  from  the  Court,  was  cheered 
by  a  number  of  his  sympathizers,  he 
rushed  out  of  the  Court  in  Bow  Street 
with  a  stick  in  his  hand  and  charged 
the  crowd  at  the  head  of  the  police  ? 
He  had  no  doubt  they  would  be  told 
this  was  done  in  Ireland  and  that  Ire- 
land could  not  be  compared  with  Eng- 
land. He  believed  the  ambition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, if  he  had  any  sentiments  which 
could  wordiily  be  called  ambition,  was 
to  govern  Ireland  on  English  principles, 
and  therefore  he  invited  him  to  apply 
English  principles  to  Mr.  Heche's  con- 
duct. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
considered  conduct  of  that  sort  would 
be  proper  in  an  English  magistrate, 
let  him  publicly  commend  Mr.  Hoche 
for  his  conduct  upon  the  occasion  in 
question.  If,  on  the  contrary,  such 
conduct  was  to  be  reprobated  in 
an  English  magistrate,  let  the  Chief 
Secretary  reprobate  it  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Eoohe.  He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  BushclifFe 
Division  of  Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis),  that  the  actions  of  the  Irish 
Hesident  Magistrates  must  be  carefully 
scrutinized  and  constantly  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  House.  It  was  absurd 
to  suppose  that  the  second-hand  refuta- 
tions of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 

Mr.  P.  Stanhope 
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speech,  only  etrengthened  the  allogaiions 
made  against  the  Besident  Magistrates. 
For  instance,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  DiUon)  had  charged  Mr. 
Thomas  A.  Dillon  with  having  had  judg- 
ment marked  against  him  on  account  of 
a  gambling  debt.    That  was  an  entire 
misrepresentation  of  the  charge.    What 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillon)  said  was 
that  there  was  a  judgment  for  £2,000 
marked  against  Mr.  T.  A.  Dillon,  and 
that  there  were  other  debts  of  Mr.  T.  A. 
Dillon's  which  could  not  be  brought  into 
the  black  list,  because  they  were  gam- 
bling debts.    The  whole  answer  to  the 
allegations  made  in  regard  to  Mr.  Mel- 
don    appeared  to  be  that  he  was  ap- 
pointed by  Lord  Spencer.     They  had 
had  quite  enough  of  that  kind  of  thing. 
What  was  it  to  the  unfortunate  people 
who  were  sentenced  under  the  Crimes 
Act,   that  one  of  these  men  was  ap- 
pointed by  one  Lord  Lieutenant  or  by 
another?      They  had  seen  what  Mr. 
Meldon  and  his  like  were  capable  of 
doing  when  the    Government    or    the 
agents  of  the  landlords  made  charges 
against    the    Bepresentatives    of    the 
people  or  the  people  themselves.     He 
would  g^ve  an  mstance  of  how  Mr.  Mel- 
don acted  when  a  charge  was  brought 
against  one  of  the  minions  of  the  land- 
lori  class  by  one  of  the  unfortunate 
people.  Mrs.  Collins,  wife  of  a  struggling 
farmer  in  Tipperary,  swore  an  informa- 
tion  that   on   the   2nd    February  last 
a   wood-ranger  in   the  employment  of 
Count    Moore,    named    Hugh    Peters, 
fired  two  shots  over  her  head.    Peters 
was    placed    under  arrest;    but   when 
brought    before  Mr.   Meldon,  he  was 
discharged  without   bail.     Now,   what 
would  have  been  done  in  the  case,  say, 
of  a  tenant  farmer  who  fired  two  shots 
over  the  head  of  the  wife  of  a  landlord  ? 
What  answer  did  Mr.  Meldon  make  to 
this  unfortunate  woman  ?    He  told  her 
that  she  might,  if  she  oared,  receive  an 
ordinary   summons  against  the   wood- 
ranger.    That  was  all  the  interest  the 
Crown,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
minions,  took  in  the  vindication  of  jus- 
tice, when  the  person  offended  against 
was  one  of  the   people.     It  was  the 
same  kind  of  interest  they  took  when 
they  managed  to  let  off  the  Emergency 
men    who    murdered    the   unfortunate 
man,  down  at  Coolgreaney,  and  who 
were  now  roaming  about  the  country 


armed  with  Winchester  rifles.  Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  the  evidence 
brought  forward  at  some  of  these  trials; 
it  was  certainly  of  a  most  startling  and 
extraordinary  character.  Let  him  refer 
to  some  evidence  which  was  given 
against  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Galway  (Mr.  Sheehy),  who  was 
now  undergoing  six  months'  imprison- 
ment in  Galway  Gaol.  The  police  re- 
porter upon  whose  notes  Mr.  Sheehy 
was  convicted  was  called.  He  was  asked 
if  he  wrote  shorthand?  He  said  he 
never  learned  shorthand.  Then  he  was 
asked  if  he  were  a  very  fast  writer,  if  he 
was  not  regarded  as  Ihe  fastest  writer 
in  the  barracks.     He  replied — 

**  I  would  not  cast  a  slur  on  any  man  in  the 
barracks  by  praising  myself,  but  I  believe  I  am 
the  fastest  writer." 

Then  he  was  asked — 

*' While  yon  would  be  writing  a  sentence 
how  many  sentences  would  the  speaker  get 
ahead  of  you  ?  " — **  He  might  get  two  or  three." 
**Then  when  you  completed  your  sentence, 
would  you  skip  over  what  he  had  said  in  the 
meantime,  and  then  catch  him  up  again?" — 
**  Yes  ;  I  would  try  and  remember  what  he 
would  say  in  the  meantime."  **  When  you  say 
you  would  try  and  remember,  what  do  you 
mean?" — *'  I  mean  that  when  I  heard  a  sen- 
tence or  two  I  would  take  it  down,  and  pay  no 
attention  to  what  he  would  say  in  the  mean- 
time." — "  When  you  had  completed  your  note 
of  any  particular  sentence,  would  you  wait 
until  he  had  completed  a  sentence,  or  wauld 
you  take  him  up  in  the  middle  of  a  sentence  ?  " 
*  *  When  I  would  have  done  writing  down  what 
I  remembered  at  the  time,  I  would  wait  until  I 
remembered  what  Mr.  Sheehy  would  say." 
"  Now,  if  Mr.  Sheehy  used  language,  qualify- 
ing language  in  reference  to  what  you  took 
down,  would  you  take  it  down  P" — **  I  would 
if  I  were  able."  "  Suppose  while  3'ou  were 
occupied  in  taking  down  a  sentence  which  you 
considered  improper,  and  he  got  two  senten  ces 
ahead  in  which  he  qualified  the  language,  did 
you  miss  that  ?''  **  Yes,  I  would  not  take  that 
down,  I  did  not  take  it  down." 

Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Gal- 
way (Mr.  Sheehy)  had  been  taken  from 
his  place  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
was  now  in  gaol  on  evidence  such  as 
this.  To  illustrate  that  kind  of  report- 
ing, the  counsel  of  his  hon.  Friend 
subjected  it  to  a  test.  He  took  up  a 
newspaper  and  read  out  slowly  a  passage 
from  a  speech  of  one  of  the  English 
delegates  to  Ireland.  The  constable 
took  it  down,  and  the  report  he  produced 
was — 

'*  I  as  an  Englishman  have  come  here  to-day. 
As  these  wrongs  will  cease.  You  have  fought 
our  Government  for  700.    As  we.    Let  me  tell 
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you  what  has  naturally  grown  in  tho  English 
mind.    John  l^IcDonnell,  como.*' 

The  Crown  evidently  did  not  think  that 
evidence  was  such  that  they  could 
decently  ask  for  a  conviction  upon,  and 
therefore  they  produced  a  speech  his 
hon.  Friend  delivered  at  Olonmel.  The 
hon.  Member  was  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment,  and  then  he  was 
taken  to  Clonmel,  where  he  was  sentenced 
to  another  term  of  three  months  for  the 
very  speech  a  report  of  which  was  pro- 
duced in  evidence  against  him  at  the 
former  trial.  In  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Waterford  (Mr.  Pyne), 
the  evidence  laid  before  the  magistrate 
was  of  a  similar  character.  The  con- 
stable was  subjected  to  a  test  similar 
to  that  applied  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Oalway  (Mr.  Sheehy ), 
and  there  he  admitted  that  he  took  no 
note  of  the  speech  at  the  time  it  was  de- 
livered. Counsel  for  the  defendant  read 
out  a  portion  of  Mr.  Parnell's  speech  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  then  asked 
the  constable  to  g^ve  his  version  of  it. 
The  witness,  however,  was  unable  to  re- 
call accurately  three  sentences  of  the 
speech.  Mr.  Fyne  was  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  must  refer  lo  another 
hon.  Member  by  the  name  of  the  con- 
stituency he  represents. 

Mb.  T.  p.  GILL  said,  he  was  referring 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  character  of 
adefendant.  Hishon.  Friend  was  charged 
with  making  a  second  speech,  and  similar 
evidence  was  produced  against  him. 
Counsel  for  the  hon.  Member  stated  in 
indignant  terms  that  the  magistrates 
were  sent  there  with  orders  to  convict 
the  defendant,  and  therefore  it  was  no 
use  attempting  any  defence.  Very 
likely  to  supply  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  with  an  answer  to  such  criti- 
cism from  the  Opposition  Benches,  in  a 
flight  of  the  highest  virtue,  the  magis- 
trates dismissed  the  charge.  But,  in 
the  first  case,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
sent  to  gaol  for  three  months  upon 
evidence  which,  in  the  second  case,  the 
magistrates  themselves  declared  to  be 
totally  insufELcient.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  concluded  his 
speech  by  referring  the  whole  con- 
troversy to  the  test  of  appeal,  and  he 
said — "  After  all,  the  test  of  the  matter  is 
what  has  been  the  result  of  the  appeals." 
Mr.  T.  P.  QiU 


That  was  a  very  unfortunate  reference 
when  they  had  regard  to  the  action  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  the  other 
day  in  reversing  two  decisiona  and 
in  practically  reversing  a  third,  namely, 
that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Blunt.  In  the 
case  of  the  blacksmith,  Sullivan,  and  in 
that  of  Mr.  Walsh,  of  The  ir$x/ard  People, 
the  decisions  had  been  quashed  by  the 
Superior  Court.  He  ooiud  continue  for 
hours  dting  instances  of  the  gross  in- 
justice and  brutality  and  wickedness  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Crimes  Act  was 
administered  in  Ireland ;  but  he  thought 
he  had  said  enough  in  refutation  of  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  had  said,  and  to  justify  the 
contention  that  the  Besident  Magistrates 
had  proved  themselves  the  veriest  tools 
of  the  Castle  in  the  administration  of 
this  most  infamous  Act. 

Mb.  EDWAED  HAKRINQTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  was  surprised  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden)  had  not  thought  it  worth 
while  to  make  any  reply  to  the  strong 
case  made  out  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wednesbury  (Mr.  P.  Stan- 
hope). He  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  did 
not  complain  of  the  punishment  Mr. 
Cecil  Boohe  inflicted  upon  him ;  but  he 
did  complain  that  that  magistrate  made 
up  his  mind  as  to  the  sentence  before 
the  hearing  of  the  case  was  concluded. 
He  himself  knew  he  was  to  be  com- 
mitted  to  prison  for  a  month,  and  half- 
an-hour  before  the  sentence  was  passed,  a 
covered  car  was  in  waiting  outside  the 
Court  House  to  convey  him  to  Tralee 
Gaol.  That  showed  how  much  the 
magistrate  acted  on  evidence.  He  asked 
that  a  case  should  be  stated,  but  the 
magistrate  declined  to  do  so.  His 
ground  for  asking  that  a  case  should  be 
stated  was  that  articles  that  appeared  in 
his  paper  three  months  before  there  was 
a  proclamation  of  the  county  of  Kerry 
were  read  in  eridence  against  him,  to 
show  he  was  defying  the  proclamation 
of  the  county.  The  Q>urt,  in  its  supreme 
wisdom,  decided  that  that  was  a  frivolous 
ground  of  application.  As  it  turned  oat 
eventually,  the  very  points  he  had 
raised  were  held  to  be  good  |>oints.  He 
did  his  best  during  the  trial  to  re- 
strain the  people  from  indulging 
in  any  demonstration ;  but  when  he 
left  the  Court  a  few  children,  dis- 
obeying what  was  well  known  to  be 
his  yfisa,  attempted  to  raise  a  cheer.   No 
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sooner  had  they  done  so  than  Mr.  Boche 
rushed  out  and  ordered  the  police  to 
charge  the  people.  The  policemen,  who 
had  Deeu  drafted  in  from  outlying  dis- 
tricts, drew  their  batons,  rushed  upon 
the  crowd  and  smashed  heads  right  and 
left.  The  little  children  coming  out  of 
the  Convent  school  were  batoned  and 
scattered  in  all  directions.  He  saw  Mr. 
Boche  flourish  his  stick  and  rush 
amongst  some  priests  and  threaten  them. 
8o  violent,  sudden,  and  frantic  was  the 
charge,  that  one  policeman  actually 
rushed  headlong  through  the  window 
of  a  publican  named  Doyle.  Oolonel 
Turner — Divisional  Magistrate  for  the 
County  of  Kerry — was  present.  He 
was  either  in  charge  on  the  occasion,  or 
he  had  no  business  to  be  there  at  all. 
It  was  well  known  in  Tralee  that  Colonel 
Turner  and  County  Inspector  Singleton 
expressed  their  abhorrence  of  the  course 
pursued  by  Mr.  Boche,  and  that  they 
made  representations  to  that  effect  to  the 
Castle ;  but  Mr.  Boche  was  so  useful  in 
careering  about  the  country,  casting 
newsvendors  and  the  like  into  gaol,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  assail  his  position. 
In  proof  of  this  he  might  mention  that 
the  Town  Councillors  of  Tralee,  a  body 
of  gentlemen  who  represented  all  creeds 
anddasses,  unanimously  drafted  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the 
efEect  that  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
order  in  Tralee  it  was  necessary  that 
a  sworn  investigation  into  the  matter 
should  be  held,  or  that,  as  an  alternative, 
Mr.  Boche  be  removed  to  some  other 
district.  The  Poor  Law  Guardians,  all  the 
representative  Bodies,  and  the  Catholic 
Dean  of  Tralee,  a  Unionist  in  politics, 
made  similar  representations ;  but  they 
had  not  been  acted  upon,  nor  their  re- 
ceipt even  acknowledged  by  the  Castle 
authorities.  While  men  like  Mr.  Boche 
retained  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment, men  of  the  stamp  of  Captain 
Butler,  men  who  did  their  duty  fearlessly 
and  without  favour,  were  sent  to  remote 
districts,  where  their  services  were  little 
or  never  required.  The  present  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  think  it  was  a  complete 
answer  to  say  that  these  things  happened 
in  the  time  of  Lord  Spencer.  His  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington's)  testimony  was 
that  things  as  vile  as  they  could  imagine 
had  been  done  by  Dublin  Castle  under 
every  Administration.  The  Government 
had  in  regard  to  the  affair  at  Tralee 
adopted  the  policy  of  Dublin  Castle,  for 


they  had  paid  no  heed  whatever  to  the 
representations  of  the  various  public 
Bodies.  Let  it  not  be  said  that  they 
made  in  the  House  charges  that  they 
would  not  make  out  of  it.  After  he  had 
completed  his  term  of  imprisonment  in 
Tralee  Gaol  for  merely  publishing  re- 
ports of  meetings  in  a  newspaper,  so 
strongly  did  he  feel  the  battering  of 
helpless  women  and  children  for  what 
he  considered  no  crime,  but  for  merely 
cheering  him  out  of  sympathy,  that  he 
wrote  in  his  newspaper  an  article  about 
the  affair,  making  the  charges  which  he 
had  repeated  here.  He  charged  Colonel 
Turner  with  cowardice  in  permitting  the 
command  to  be  taken  out  of  bis  hands  by 
Mr.  Boche,  and  charged  Mr.  Boche 
with  having  used  a  stick  upon  the  people, 
and  charged  Frederick  JBateman,  the 
magistrate,    with   rowdyism.      In  the 

Eaper  in  which  he  made  these  charges 
e  had  stated  to  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
in  Tralee  his  readiness  to  lodge  in  Court 
any  guarantee  for  expenses  if  an  action 
for  hbel  were  brought  against  him. 
His  challenge,  however,  had  not  been 
taken  up.  Mr.  Boche  and  the  rest 
had  been  in  no  hurry  to  clear  their 
character.  The  first  time  he  appeared 
in  public  in  the  town  of  Tralee  he 
expected  to  be  picked  up,  not  for 
anything  which  appeared  in  his 
paper,  but  for  the  attacks  which  he 
maiie  on  these  people  in  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would,  he  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington)  thought,  do  well 
to  interest  himself  in  the  case  he 
was  about  to  mention.  Some  time  ago 
the  house  of  Dr.  O'Kane  was  attacked. 
Four  or  five  men  were  arrested  at 
Castleisland,  after  men  had  previously 
been  arrested  by  the  local  magistrates, 
and  Mr.  Boche  had  let  them  out  on 
small  bail,  although  they  were  recog- 
nized as  having  been  present  at  a  Moon- 
lighting affair.  To  show  that  they 
paid  some  attention  to  the  local  Plress, 
the  authorities  had  had  these  men  re- 
arrested ;  but  the  prosecution  had  been 
conducted  in  such  a  half-hearted  way 
that  the  depositions  had  been  purposely 
vitiated.  He  Ihought  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  teaching  the  people  of  Ire- 
land a  very  bad  lesson  by  shielding  one 
class  of  criminals.  The  nominal  Crown 
Prosecutor  in  the  case  was  Mr.  M'Gilly- 
cuddy;  the  prisoners  were  defended  by 
his  cousin  and  partner,  Mr.  Morphy, 
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who  had  the  same  office  and  sat  at  the 
Bamo  table  with  him.  If  men  in  that 
part  of  the  country  were  accused  of 
Moonlighting  they  had  only  to  go  to 
that  office;  they  could  not  secure  the 
services  of  Mr.  M'Qiilycuddy,  as  he  was 
nominally  the  prosecutor,  but  they 
could  get  his  partner  as  their  solicitor, 
and  then  they  would  be  sure  to  get  off. 
If  the  Oovemment  gave  people  the 
idea  that  they  shielded  one  class  of 
criminals,  he  could  assure  them  that 
they  were  teaching  the  people  a  bad 
lesson,  and  it  was  hard  for  him  (Mr. 
Edward  Harrington),  and  others  like 
him  who  advised  the  people  whenever 
they  had  an  opportunity  to  refrain  from 
committing  crime,  to  produce  any  effect. 
His  desire  was  that  the  authorities 
should  be  able  to  discover  and  punish 
real  crime ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  his  officials 
had  any  such  desire.  He  did  not  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  wilfully 
desiring  to  screen  criminals;  but  he 
charged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
that— which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  flippantly  charged  others — namely, 
with  a  want  of  knowledge  of  the  things 
which  he  had  to  adjudicate  upon. 
There  were  numerous  oases  of  maladmin- 
istration in  the  Oounty  of  Kerry ;  but 
he  did  not  want  to  go  into  them  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  did  not  wish  to 
overload  the  weighty  charges  already 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wednesbury  and  others,  and  he 
would  leave  it  to  the  Committee  to  say 
if  they  were  satisfied  with  the  silence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  reference  to  these  charges. 
Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  had  sought  out  some 
adjective  which  would  adequately  de- 
scribe the  magistrates  whose  zeal  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  was  now 
under  discussion.  He  did  not  think  the 
term  ''Eesident"  properly  described 
them,  as  the  Committee  was  now  asked 
to  pav  £8,000  for  their  nomadic  habits, 
and  he  did  not  think  ''removable" 
would  properly  describe  them,  because 
he  supposed  they  were  certain  to  retain 
their  positions  so  long  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  continued  to 
occupy  his  present  post.  He  might, 
perhaps,  describe  them  as  the  kept 
magistrates  of  Dublin  Castle,  and  he 
might  say  that  a  more  corrupt  and 

Mr.  Edward  HarringUm 


servile  body  of  men  than  these  Eesident 
Magistrates  never  disgraced  the  magis- 
tracy of  Ireland.  One  of  them — Mr. 
Cecil  Roche — had  been  a  lecturer  of  the 
Eoyal  and  Patriotic  Union.  It  was 
true — as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  that  he  (Mr. 
Cecil  Eoohe)  had  written  a  letter  to 
Th€  Timet  declaring  that  he  was  not  a 
paid  lecturer.  At  all  events,  whether 
ne  was  a  paid  lecturer  or  only  got  his 
travelling  expenses,  as  he  himself  ad- 
mitted, it  was  the  fact  that  he  was  a 
lecturer  for  a  partizan  organization  in 
the  struggle  now  agitating  this  King- 
dom, and,  fresh  and  virgin  from  his 
violent  speech  in  that  great  controversy, 
he  was  placed  on  the  Judicial  Bench 
there  to  deny  the  liberties  of  the  very 
men  he  had  been  denouncing.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  said 
Cecil  Eoohe  was  paid  only  £500  a-year. 
Did  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
know  very  well  that  £500  a-year  was 
sufficient  to  purchase  numbers  of  the 
venal  barristers  of  Ireland  to  do  any 
dirty  work,  and,  forsooth,  Mr.  Boche  was 
to  be  considered  a  perfectly  innocent 
gentleman  because  he  was  paid  not 
during  the  delivery  of  his  lectures  but 
after.  He  had  read  with  attention  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  during  the  Eeceas 
and  in  that  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  there  was  no 
difference  between  the  laws  of  England 
and  Ireland,  except  in  the  small  matter 
of  procedure.  What  did  that  little  dif  « 
ference  mean  ?  If  a  person  were  tried 
in  this  country  for  a  political  offence,  he 
would  be  tried  by  a  Judge  and  a  jury  of 
his  own  class.  In  Ireland,  however, 
there  was  no  Judge  independent  of  the 
Crown,  and  no  jury;  but  political  of- 
fenders were  tried  by  two  Eesident 
Magistrates  who  were  dependent  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  he  heard  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  Tuesday,  he  should  be  able 
to  forecast  the  judgments  by  Eesident 
Magistrates  on  Thursday  in  Ireland. 
He  charged  the  Irish  Magistrates  with 
acting  in  two  capacities — as  members  of 
a  judicial  tribunal  and  as  part  of  the 
Executive  Government.  This  had  been 
clearly  done  in  the  oases  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  (Mr.  William  O'Brien),  and  of 
others.   In  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  Edward  Harring- 
ton) on  a  cheer  being  raised  as  he  left 
the  Court;,  the  magistrate  seized  a  stick 
and  headed  the  charge  of  the  police 
upon  the  mob.  No  magistrate  in  Eng- 
land would  have  dared  to  have  done 
such  an  act  as  that.  Then  people  in 
Ireland  were  convicted  on  the  evidence 
of  so-called  shorthand  writers,  who 
could  not  take  down  accurately  two 
two  words  in  ten,  although  shorthand 
writers  ought  to  be  equal  to  any  emer- 
gency. Irish  magistrates  went  where 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary pleased,  and  did  what  he  pleased. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  his 
career  by  summoning  the  Besident 
Magistrates  to  Dublin  Castle,  where  he 
instructed  them  as  to  the  sentences  they 
should  pronounce  and  as  to  the  manner 
of  their  proceedings.  Therefore,  these 
so-called  independent  blameless  magis- 
trates, who  ought  to  stand  impartially 
and  independently  between  the  Crown 
and  the  people,  were,  in  fact,  the  in- 
structed and  drilled  tools  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Then,  again,  magis- 
trates in  England  were  never  removed 
from  place  to  place  except  for  their  own 
conrenience  and  at  their  own  request ; 
but  Irish  magistrates  were  removed 
from  one  place  to  another  as  a  punish- 
ment for  their  impartiality.  Then, 
again,  the  crimes  for  which  men  and 
women  had  been  sent  to  gaol  were  of 
the  most  ridiculous  character — such  as 
shouting  the  words  of  a  popular  song. 
The  appeal  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  referred  was  to  the  County  Court 
Judges— the  most  odious  school  of  the 
Tory  Party  in  Ireland.  In  Mr.  Blunt's 
case  the  Judge  said  that  he  was  present 
at  a  meeting  where  the  Proclamation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary was  burnt,  an  act,  he  said,  of 
insurrection,  almost  amounting  to  trea- 
son. Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ? 
The  inequality  of  the  sentences  was  also 
to  be  noted.  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  spoke  of 
these  magistrates  as  independent,  high- 
minded  men.  The  names  of  these  men 
would  stink  in  the  nostrils  of  even  the 
Tories  10  years  hence.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  in 
his  ultra-saccharine  tones,  had  boasted 
that  the  sentences  of  these  magistrates 
had — except  in  one  or  two  instances — 


been  confirmed  on  appeal.  Did  not  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  know  that 
the  County  Court  Judge  before  whom 
these  appeals  lay  belonged  to  the  most 
odious  type  of  Tory  in  Ireland  ?  Look 
at  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Henn  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Blunt.  Nothing  more  odious, 
more  ridiculous,  more  unjudicial  was 
ever  given  from  a  judgment  seat,  even 
by  a  Eesident  Magistrate.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  no  lover  of  des- 
potism, but  he  would  say — away  with 
this  miserable  sham  and  let  them  have 
in  its  place  a  candid  and  honest  and 
bold  despotism.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  openly  abolish  the  Courts  of 
Law,  let  him  not  seek  to  carry  on  an  un- 
constitutional system  under  a  mask  of 
constitutionalism,  and  then  they  would 
be  able  to  face  the  question  whether 
Ireland  was  to  be  governed  like  Bussia 
or  like  England. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  195 ; 
Noes  124:  Majority  71. — (Div.  list, 
No.  16.) 

Class  IY. — Science  and  Art. 

(13.)  £676,  Supplementary,  National 
Gallery. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  very  much  objected 
to  this  Vote.  Perhaps,  the  hour  being 
late,  some  arrangement  could  be  made 
allowing  for  a  discussion  upon  the  Re- 
port stage.  This  expenditure  seemed 
to  arise  from  the  desire  of  somebody  to 
add  two  or  three  trumpery  pictures  to 
the  National  Collection  over  and  above 
the  large  sum  annually  devoted  to  pur- 
chases. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  thought  this 
Vote  demanded  some  discussion  and 
explanation.  In  last  year's  Esti- 
mates, as  presented  to  the  House,  no 
sum  whatever  was  asked  for  the  pur* 
chase  of  pictures,  and  on  the  23rd  of 
August— quite  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  would  recollect — 
there  was  a  somewhat  lengthened  dis- 
cussion of  the  matter,  when  his  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  would  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose.  But  his  hon.  Friend  said  most 
distinctly,  as  would  be  found  on  refer- 
ence to  the  report  of  his  words — and 
they  were  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
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for  KirkMldy — his  hon.  Friend  said  the 
money  had  not  yet  been  handed  over  I>y 
the  Treasury ;  but,  so  far  as  any  expen- 
diture by  the  National  Gallery  Trustees 
was  conoeroed,  he  would  undertake  to 
say  that  they  had  not  spent  any  of  the 
fees  reeeived  from  the  public,  which 
might  be  estimated  as  amounting  to 
£15,000  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year.  Then  his  hon.  Friend  went  on 
to  say  that  no  expenditure  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  National  Gallery  would 
be  incurred  until  the  money  had  been 
voted  by  the  House.  Yet,  looking  over 
the  Estimates,  it  appeared  that  the  Na- 
tionalOallery  had  spent  the  sum  of  £676. 
He  was  not  aware  whether  these  pictures 
had  yet  been  exhibited ;  perhaps  his  hon. 
Frigid  could  say  ?  It  was  rather  hard, 
however,  to  press  his  hon.  Friend  upon 
these  matters,  because  the  functions  of 
his  Office  were  so  multifarious,  it  could 
hardljT  to  be  expected  that  he  should  be 
acquainted  witn  the  working  of  the 
National  Ghdlery,  and  might  be  unable 
to  say  whether  the  pictures  had  been 
exhibited  or  not.  Speaking  as  one  of 
the  public,  he  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
should  take  strong  exception  to  the 
expenditure  of  money  on  this  particular 
purpose,  following  out  in  this  considera- 
tions and  arguments  he  had  placed 
before  euiMseasive  Seeretaries  of  the 
Treasury*  that  the  money  devoted  to 
pictures  should  be  expended  only  on 
first-rate  works  of  art,  and  not  spent  in 
acquiring  possession  of  pictures  which 
might  gratify  the  particular  fancies  of  the 
Direotmr  of  the  National  Gallery,  but 
which  could  be  of  no  great  interest  to 
the  public.  He  doubtedShis  hon.  Friend 
or  any  other  Member  of  the  Committee 
was  familiar  with  the  name  even  of  the 
painter,  Mocetto.  For  the  information 
of  his  hon.  Friend  he  might  say  that  this 
artist  was  an  Italian  painter  whose  works 
were  of  great  rarity,  few  if  any  of  his 
examples  being  known.  It  was  rather  a 
strong  measure  to  give  £250  for  these 
panel  pictures,  which  he  had  not  yetseen, 
but  which,  before  the  Beport  came  on, 
he  would  endeavour  to  see.  Next  in  the 
list  came  a  picture  to  which  he  imagined 
no  exoeption  would  be  tdcen  ;  but  then 
last  came  a ''  Dutch  portrait  by  a  painter 
unknown."  He,  for  one,  as  represent- 
ing the  turpayers  of  the  country,  alto- 
S ether  objected  to  any  sum  of  money 
eing  expended  on  pictures  by  unknown 

Mr.  CwendUh  Bmtineh 


painters.  He  did  not  care  whether  it 
was  £50,000  or  50i.,  and  he  would  be 
borne  out,  he  knew,  by  a  large  portion 
of  the  public  and  also  some  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Galleiy,  who 
were  opposed  to  the  purchase  but  were 
outvoted.  He  would  say  again  what  he 
had  frequently  repeated  in  the  House — 
the  expenditure  in  buying  pictures 
should  be  directed  only  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  first-class  works  of  art,  and  not 
buying  pictures  by  unknown  painters, 
even  wough  for  small  sums. 

Thb  SECEETABY  to  tbb  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jaokson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  was  afraid  his  right  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  had  not  left  him  much  time  to 
answer  his  questions.  He  would  not  ven- 
ture in  the  face  of  so  high  an  authority 
to  question  a  judgment  on  a  work  of  Art, 
but  when  his  nght  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  admitted  that  he  had  not  seen 
the  pictures,  he  did  somewhat  discount 
the  value  of  his  own  criticism.  As  to 
what  was  said  last  year,  he  then  endea- 
voured to  explain  Uiat  in  coneequenoa 
of  the  Vote  having  been  suspended  for 
some  years,  in  order  to  pay  off  the  ex- 
penditure which  had  exceeded  the 
annual  average,  nothing  was  put  down 
in  the  Votes  last  year.  He  endeavoured 
to  explain  that  an  appeal  having  been 
made  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, the  Treasury  had  consented  to 
hold  a  sum  of  money  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery,  but 
not  as  money  to  be  expended  this  year  ; 
so  it  happened  that  this  sum  now  asked 
for  was  in  anticipation  of  the  Vote  to 
be  taken  next  year,  and  by  so  much 
would  the  amount  of  £2,000  which 
would  have  been  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Gallery  next  year  be  reduoed. 

Vote  agr€4d  to. 

And  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  T§-momw. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  W^- 
nesdaff. 

EAST   INDIA    [PURCHASE   AND    OON- 
STfiUCTION  OF  RAILWAYS]. 

BBPOBT. 

Besolutions  [February  24]  reparUd, 

^  Besolution  1  read  a  first  and  seoond 
time,  and  agreed  to. 


Bill  ordered  to  be  brongbt  in  by  Sir 
John  Qobst  and  Mr.  Jaokson. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  tbe  first  time. 
[Bill  143.] 

MOTIOirS. 
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Besolution  2  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tbat  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
said  Besolution." — {Str  John  Qoret,) 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  if  it  were  in  order  to  do 
so,  without  offering  opposition,  to  ask  for 
an  explanation,  he  should  like  to  do  so. 
The  explanation  he  desired  had  refer- 
ence to  the  latter  part  of  the  Besolu- 
tions.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
was  authorized  to  raise  £10,000,000  for 
the  construction  of  railways  through 
the  agency  of  companies.  This  had  the 
appearance  of  a  departure  from  the 
policy  of  constructingrailways  by  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  Besolution  bound  the 
Government  to  the  construction  through 
the  agency  of  companies  and  not  by  the 
Government.  The  Oommittee  which 
considered  the  matter  a  few  years  since 
recommended  that  both  methods  should 
be  open  to  the  Government.  He  was 
very  much  against  using  the  agency  of 
a  Company,  thinking  it  an  expensive 
and  a  demoralizing  system  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  borrow  the  money  and 
commit  the  oonstruction  to  a  Company. 
But  he  did  not  desire  to  raise  a  debate 
after  12  o'clock  upon  this  stage  of  the 
measure ;  he  would  simply  ask  whether 
the  policv  of  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
that  set  forth  in  the  Besolution,  and  was 
there  to  be  no  more  direct  oonstruction 
by  the  Government. 

Thb  UNDBB  SBOBETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  allow  the  formal  stage  to  be  taken, 
the  Bill  would  then  be  printed  and  cir- 
culated, and  then  he  would  see  exactly 
what  was  going  to  be  carried  out.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  depart  in  any  way 
from  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
Committee  of  1884.  This  part  of  the 
Bill  merely  authorized  the  Cfovernment, 
when  it  was  cheaper  for  the  Government 
to  borrow  the  money  and  lend  it  to  the 
companies,  to  do  so,  instead  of  guaran- 
teeing loans  raised  by  the  companies.  It 
was  not  intended  to  supersede  the  action 
of  (Government,  but  only  in  borrowing 
to  obtain  better  terms. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
Besolution  8  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  agreed  to. 


SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACTS  (IRELAND). 

MOTION  FOB   A  COMMITTBB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  operation  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Acts  (Ireland)." — {Mr.  A.  J. 
Baifour,) 

Mb  J.  O'CONNOB  (Tipperaiy,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  ooject  to  the 
appointment  of  this  CSommittee ;  but  he 
desired  that  timely  Notice  should  be 
given  of  the  Members  nominated,  in 
order  that  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee might  meet  the  wishes  of  both 
sides.  It  was  a  very  vexed  question, 
and  the  investigation  must  take  a  good 
deal  of  time.  He  would  ask  the  (Thief 
Secretary  not  to  move  the  appointment 
of  the  Members  of  the  Committee  for 
three  weeks  after  giving  Notice  of  the 
names,  and  then  to  allow  three  weeks 
to  elapse  before  beginning  the  inquiry. 
The  subject  would  require  much  investi- 
gation, and  the  fetching  over  of  many 
witnesses  from  Ireland. 

Thb  CHIEF  SEGRETABY  fob  IBE- 
LAND(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  could  quite  understand  that 
such  inquiry  would  require  time  and  so 
forth  before  its  commencement.  The 
nomination  would  take  place  in  the  usual 
course ;  but  he  would  take  care  the  Com- 
mittee should  not  sit  for  a  fortnight  after 
that. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOB  hoped  it  would 
be  extended  to  three  weeks. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFGUB  said,  that  was 
a  rather  long  interval. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act. 

OOMFABIBS'  ACTS  OOKSOLTOATION  AND 
AKBNDMBNT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Seeohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Kouae,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  Consolidate  and  Amend  the  Oom- 
panies'  Aots, 
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Resolutioii    reported :  —  Bill   ordered   to   be 

l)rought  in^y  Mr.  James  Maclean,  Sir  Bemhard 

Samuelson,  fcfir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Mowbray, 

and  Mr.  Lees. 

Bill pretented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 

employers'  liabujtt  fob  injuries  to 
workmen  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Bill 
to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
tho  Liability  of  Employers  for  Injuries  to  their 
Workmen,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Matthews,  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Mr.  Ritchie,  and  Mr.  Forwood. 
WXpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

METALLIFEROUS  MINES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham, 
Bill  to  extend  <*The  Goal  Mines  Regulation 
Act,  1887,"  to  the  iron  ore  mines  of  Cumber- 
land and  Lancashire,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Mr.  Fenwick, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Angus 
Sutherland,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  and  Mr. 
Burt. 
^^i^^pre$ented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)   AOT  (1887)  AMEND- 
MENT (arrears  of  rent)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W.  Bnssell,  Bill  to 
amend*' The  Land  Law  rireland)  Act,  1887," 
with  respect  to  Arrears  of  Kent,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Husiell,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr. 
Finlay,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Hobhoose,  and 
Mr.  Sinclair. 
^iHpreiented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

SHERIFF  COITBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BXTBAOTS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  simplify 
the  forms  of  Extracts  of  Decrees  in  the  Sheriff 
Courts  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Caldwell,  Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  Sir 
Archibald  Campbell,  Air.  Edmund  Robertson, 
Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  Anstruther,  and  Mr. 
Cunninghame  Graham. 
BillprMfn^«(/,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  148.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  inform  the  House  what 
would  be  the  probable  course  of  Busi- 
ness on  Thursday  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  proposed  then  to 
ask  the  House  to  dispose  of  the  remain- 
ing Supplementary  votes  in  Committee, 
and,  anticipating  that  that  would  not 
occupy  much  time,  he  would  make  the 
next  Business  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 


and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  if  agreeable  to 
the  latter. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  had  given  Notice  of  two  Amend- 
ments in  Supply ;  but  probably  would 
not  take  up  more  than  10  minutos  in 
dealing  with  them. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  assuming 
that  Supply  would  occupy  but  a  short 
time,  the  suggested  arrangement  was 
satisfactory. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
alter  TwoIto  o*clodk. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday ^  2Bth  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— PUBLIC  Bills— Jlir*/  Reading-^ 

Liability  of  Trustees  •  (24). 
Second  Reading — C!ounty  Courts  Consolidation 

(6) ;  Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  (16). 

NEW  PEER. 

The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Henry 
Thurstan  Holland,  Baronet,  G.C.M.O., 
haying  been  created  Baron  Knutsford  of 
Knutsford  in  the  Oounty  Palatine  of 
Chester — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

COUNTY  C0TTRT8  CONSOLIDATION 
BILL.— (No.  6.) 
( The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said  :  The  Bill 
is  one  of  those  recommended  by  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee.  Its 
preparation  has  been  under  my  own 
cognizance  as  affecting  one  of  the  de- 
partments over  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor presides.  The  consolidation  into 
one  Act  of  the  very  large  number  of 
existing  Acts  is  in  itself  so  desirable  an 
object,  both  generally  and  in  particular 
with  reference  to  the  work  of  Statute 
Law  revision,  that  I  hope  this  Bill  will 
be  proceeded  with  and  passed  without 
raising  questions  as  to  amendment  ol 
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the  County  Courts  Acts.  For  instance, 
the  subject  of  increasing  the  jurisdic- 
tion is  a  large  one,  about  which  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  said,  and  as  to  which 
there  is  so  much  divergence  of  opinion 
that  if  I  were  to  postpone  the  consolida- 
tion until  that  subject  was  discussed 
there  would  certainly  not  be  time  for 
such  legislation  this  year,  and  the  desir- 
able measure  which  I  am  now  recom- 
mending would  be  indefinitely  post- 
poned. 

Moved,  <<  That  the  BQl  be  now  read  2\" 
^{TheZord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said,  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
as  to  the  importance  of  consolidating 
these  Acts.  He  had  been  urged  on 
various  points  to  introduce  Amendments 
into  this  Bill ;  but  recognizing  the  im- 
possibility of  passing  a  Consolidation 
Bill  of  this  description  if  Amendments 
were  to  be  pressed,  he  should  not  feel 
justified  in  taking  that  course  in  connec- 
tion with  this  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

MORTMAIN  AND    CHARITABLE    USBS 

BILL.— (No.  16.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

SEOOim  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Thb  lord  OHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  :  This  Bill,  of  which  I  beg 
to  move  the  second  reading,  is  one  of  a 
series  recommended  and  prepared  by 
the  Statuto  Law  Revision  Oommittee. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time  being 
is  head  of  that  Body,  and  I  have  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  during  my 
tonure  of  Office  great  progress  has  been 
made  in  their  work,  which  I  have  had 
the  pleasure  of  furthering  to  the  best 
of  my  opportunities.  A  new  edition  of 
the  Statutes,  revised,  is  about  to  be  pub- 
lished, whicht  besides  many  improve- 
ments in  the  letter-press,  will  have  the 
advantage  of  being  much  more  conve- 
nient in  size  and  at  a  price  of  about  7f . 
or  8f .,  not  more  than  a  third  of  the  cost 
of  the  existing  edition.  The  work  of 
revision  goes  hand  in  hand  with  consoli- 
dation, and  the  new  edition  will  go  a 
long  wi^  towards  bringing  the  whole 
Statute  Law  into  a  compact,  intolligible 


form.  The  public  have  greatly  to  thank 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whom  I  see 
in  his  place  (Lord  Thring),  for  this  valu- 
able result,  and  for  his  continuing  to 
give  so  much  valuable  and  disinterested 
labour  to  this  not  very  grateful  task.  I 
hope  that  this  Bill,  which  is  one  of  pure 
consolidation,  will  pass  speedily  through 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  that  it  may 
be  equally  prosperous  in  "  another 
place,"  as  the  first  volume  of  the  new 
edition  to  which  I  have  referred  is  await- 
ing the  repeal  of  the  ancient  statutes 
repealed  by  this  Bill. 

Moved, «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
-^{ThB  Lord  Chancellor.) 

After  some  remarks  from  Lord 
Thbino, 

Motion  (^reed  to ;  Bill  read  2>  accord- 
ingly. 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  OOMMITTEE. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNRAYEN,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Report  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  sweating  system 
at  the  East  End  of  London  by  the 
labour  correspondent  of  the  Board,  and 
to  move  a  Resolution,  said,  he  wished 
to  confine  himself  strictly  to  the  con- 
sideration of  matters  to  which  his 
Motion  alluded.  But,  in  doing  so,  he 
desired  to  guard  himself  from  the  sup- 
position that  the  evils  which  he  should 
bring  before  their  Lordships  were  con- 
fined to  the  particular  trade  and  locality 
about  which  he  intended  to  speak.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  evils  under  what  was 
commonly  and  very  graphically  described 
as  the  sweating  system,  were  evils  which 
were  shared  by  a  great  many  trades  and 
a  great  many  localities  throughout  the 
country.  Indeed,  in  the  larger  sense, 
they  might  be  said  to  be  evils  which 
were  felt  throughout  the  whole  manu- 
facturing interest  of  the  country.  They 
reached  right  down  to  the  roots  of 
society  in  that  respect.  In  treating  of 
this  subject  of  the  evils  of  the  sweating 
system,  which  were  caused  by  purely 
natural  causes,  it  was  obvious  that  he 
was  touching  upon  the  fringe  of  a  very 
much  larger  question ;  that,  in  fact,  the 
greatest  of  the  problems  of  the  present 
time  was  touched  upon.  And  that 
problem  was  whether,  under  the  present 
circumstances  of  the  world,  under  the 
extraordinary  advance  which  science  had 
made,  and  which  enabled  the  inhabi- 
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tantB  of  different  parts  of  the  world, 
and  the  products  of  the  labour  of  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  world,  to  be  brought 
so  easily  and  quickly  together—  whether, 
under  those  oircumstimces,  it  was,  or 
would  long  be,  possible  for  a  manufac- 
turing country  like  this  to  maintain  its 
labouring  population  at  a  fair  standard 
of  decency  or  living  without  endanger- 
ing the  interests  of  its  neat  manufac- 
turing industries;  or  wnether,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  order  to  maintain  those 
industries,  the  labour  of  the  country 
would  be  forced  to  degrade  itself  down 
to  the  lowest  form  of  foreign  labour 
with  which  it  might  be  brought  into 
competition.  That  was  a  very  great 
subject,  a  very  great  problem ;  and  he 
did  not  intend  at  present  to  touch  upon 
it  at  all.  In  a  lesser  sense  the  evils  of 
this  sweating  system  were  shared  by  a 
great  many  people.  That  was  a  matter 
on  which  he  hoped  to  speak  at  a  future 
time.  What  he  wished  to  endeavour  to 
do  now  was  to  call  attention  to  a  very 
g^eat  and  crying  evil  which  existed  in 
connection  with  the  trade  for  ready- 
made  clothing  in  the  East  of  London. 
The  evils  which  existed  there,  as  he  had 
said,  were  caused  by  natural  laws, 
which  in  themselves  were  not  by  any 
means  of  necessity  unwholesome  in  any 
degree.  They  were  brought  about  by 
the  perfection  of  machinery,  the  increase 
of  population,  foreign  immigration,  and 
by  the  development  of  a  great  trade  in 
ready-made  dothing,  brought  about  to 
a  great  extent  by  the  natural  exigencies 
of  that  trade.  But  his  belief  was  that, 
though  the  causes  were  perfectly  natu- 
ral in  themselves,  they  had  been  allowed 
to  run  riot  and  had  not  been  put  under 
proper  control,  and  had  thus  produced 
the  present  terrible  state  of  things.  For 
the  last  half-century  this  has  been  more 
or  less  an  evil,  and  it  had  been  brought 
before  the  attention  of  the  public  from 
time  to  time.  But  in  former  days  the 
evil  was  comparatively  slight.  The 
tailoring  trade  was  carried  on  as  between 
the  customer,  the  consumer,  the  master 
tailor,  and  the  journeyman.  The  system 
of  letting  out  work  consisted  of  the 
journeyman  taking  the  work  home  to 
complete  it,  which  was  a  very  natural, 
proper,  and  wholesome  state  of  things. 
The  journeyman  was  a  skilled  artizan. 
He  completed  the  article  by  the  making 
of  which  he  gained  his  living.  But 
the  circumstances  of   the    trade   were 
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completely  changed ;  they  were  entirely 
revolutionized.  The  necessity  for  a 
supply  of  cheap  dothine  for  consump- 
tion at  home,  but  chiefly,  he  believed, 
for  exportation,  had  caused  the  change* 
The  work  was  now  parcelled  out,  not, 
as  before,  between  the  master  tailor  and 
the  journeyman,  but  it  was  ^ven 
out  to  several  contractors.  These 
middlemen  intervened  between  the  con- 
sumer and  the  ultimate  producer  who 
made  it.  And  the  labour  itself  was 
most  minutely  sub-divided.  As  many  as 
six  or  seven  completely  different  sets  of 
workmen  and  women  were  employed  in 
the  making  of  a  single  garment;  and 
the  result  was  that  the  people  employed, 
being  able  to  make  some  particular 
fraction  of  the  aritcle,  were  absolutely 
unable  to  turn  their  attention  to  any 
other  business  or  trade.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  make  a  living  in  any 
other  way,  and  they  were,  therefore, 
practically  bound  hand-and-foot,  and 
were  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  their 
masters.  These  evils  had  been  greatly 
aggravated  by  the  intense  competition 
in  the  trade,  which  was,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  result  of  foreign  immigra- 
tion. The  condition  of  the  victims  of 
the  system  might  be  said,  with  perfect 
truth,  to  be  a  condition  of  slavery  with 
all  its  disadvantages  and  none  of  its 
advantages.  The  people  were  practi- 
cally in  a  state  of  servitude,  and  entirely 
dependent  upon  their  masters.  The 
owner  of  a  real  slave  was,  at  any  rate, 
bound  to  support  him;  but  no  such 
obligation  was  imposed  upon  the  em- 
ployer in  the  case  of  this  white  slavery. 
The  Eeport  which  had  been  published 
disclosed  a  state  of  things  in  the  East 
End  which  was  disgracefvu  to  a  civilized 
State,  and  if  it  were  irremediable,  it 
might  well  be  said  to  be  the  despair  of 
a  civilized  community.  All  the  circum- 
stances of  the  trade,  the  hours  of  labour, 
the  rate  of  remuneration,  and  the  sani- 
tary conditions  under  which  the  work 
was  done,  were  disgraceful.  The  Beport 
stated  that  the  average  number  of  hours 
of  labour  was  14  per  diem,  but  that  16 
and  even  18  hours  were  by  no  means 
uncommon.  Let  them  try  to  realize 
what  18  hours'  work  meant.  It  left  only 
six  out  of  the  24  for  rest  and  for  the 
enjoyment  of  things  which  made  life 
endurable.  In  this  extraordinary  trade 
overtime  was  not  counted.  Any  number 
of  hours  ranging  between  12  and  24 
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were  paid  for  as  one  clay's  work.    For 

the  work  tolerably  good  wages  were  in 

some  cases  paid — ^that  was  to  say,  they 

would  be  fairly  g^od  it  the  work  was 

constant  and  lasted ;  but  unfortunately 

it  only  continued  for  a  brief  period  in 

the  year.    Mr.  Burnett  in  his  Eeport 

said — 

"  The  busy  season  of  the  trade  lasts  only  for 
three  months  of  the  12,  and  daring  the  other 
nine  months  the  workers  do  not  average  more 
than  half-time.  Not  only  is  the  slack  season 
the  worse  for  the  workers  in  the  important 
matter  of  earnings,  but,  strange  as  it  may 
appear,  many  of  them  are  also  then  most  cruelly 
victimized  as  to  the  hours  they  are  called  upon 
to  work.  The  sweater  so  arrange  matters  that 
all  the  work  to  be  done  must  be  got  out  on  the 
three  last  days  of  the  week.  Thus  he  will  send 
for  his  hands,  or  so  many  of  them  as  he  may 
require,  to  start  on  Thursday  morning,  and 
tells  them  he  has  received  a  certain  quantity  of 
work,  which  must  be  out  by  the  Friday  night 
or  the  Saturday  morning.  Work  will  then 
commence  at  7  o'clock  on  the  morning  of 
Thursday  and  go  on  right  through  the  night 
and  up  to  4  o'clock  on  the  Friday  afternoon.  If 
there  is  a  special  pressure  of  work,  real  or 
imaginary,  it  will  be  carried  on  to  6  or  7  o'clock 
in  the  evening.  For  this  spell  of  from  33  to  36 
hours  the  men  will  receive  tnro  days'  pay.  If 
they  are  called  upon  to  work  fractions  of  a  day, 
eight  hours  is  half-a-day  and  four  hours  a 
quarter-day." 

It  was  almost  impossible  to  believe  that 
human  beings  could  exist  in  such  con- 
ditions as  were  here  described.  The 
protection  of  legislation  had  failed  to 
secure  for  the  women  engaged  in  this 
business  immunity  from  intolerable  suf- 
ferings. So  great  were  the  exigencies 
of  the  trade  that  the  women  were  obliged 
to  work  just  as  hard  as  the  men.  It  was 
the  practice  to  parcel  work  out,  and  a 
gpreat  number  of  men  and  women  were 
employed  in  making  one  garment.  The 
work  was  executed  step  by  step,  and  the 
men  and  women  had  to  keep  abreast  in 
the  performance  of  their  allotted  shares. 
In  the  eyidence  of  the  chief  Factory  In- 
spector, the  following  pregnant  question 
and  answer  appeared : — 

''  It  may  be  asked  why  do  females  work  so 
late,  or  why  do  small  masters  and  men  live  such 
lives  of  slavery  P  The  answer  is  that  females 
are  bound  to  accept  the  general  terms  ;  that 
although  employment  to  10,  11,  or  12  o'clock  at 
night  is  distasteful  to  them,  because  they  are 
not  paid  for  it,  yet,  having  been  brought  up  in 
this  trade,  which  unfits  them  for  other  employ- 
ment, they  are  obliged  to  submit  to  the  cxistom 
that  has  grown  up  u>r  years,  and  if  objected  to, 
and  another  employer  sought,  the  cause  of  leav- 
ing would  be  a  bar  to  a  fresh  engagement." 

The  following  extracts  from  Mr. 
Burnett's  Beport  showed  how  miserable 
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was  the  position  which  the  unfortunate 
women  occupied : — 

''  One  trouser  machinist  is  mentioned  to  have 
earned  \\s.  \\d,  in  a  very  good  week,  a  second 
trouser  finisher,  who  is  paid  Ad.  per  pair  for 
large^  thick  trousers,  which  she  gets  from  a 
woman  in  the  same  house,  who  herself  gets  them 
from  a  sub-contractor,  could,  make  6«.  or  7«. 
per  week.  Another  trouser  maker  can  only 
earn  1».  %d,  to  2«.  per  day,  out  of  which  she  has 
thread  to  find.  With  regard  to  the  earnings  of 
the  women  engaged  in  making  vests,  we  find 
among  those  mentioned  in  his  Report  one  who 
could  not  earn  5«.  a  week  even  by  working  from 
7  a.m.  to  12  or  1  a.m.,  and  sometimes  sat  up 
till  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  finish  work, 
while  another  in  g^od  trade  can  make  2«.  a  day. 
Turning  to  the  manufacture  of  children's  clothes, 
we  find  that  one  woman  who  works  for  a  female 
sweater  makes  knickerbockers  at  \\d,  a  pair, 
and  can  earn  d«.  6^  per  week.  Another  makes 
children's  suits — coat  andknickers— f  or  4|</.and 
2d.  for  finishing,  but  has  cotton  to  find.  Work- 
ing 10  and  11  hours  per  day  can  make  4«.  ^d, 
per  week.  A  third  case  cited  by  Mr.  Burnett 
IS  that  of  a  woman  of  bb  and  one  of  24  who 
make  children's  suits  of  two  garments.  The 
prices  for  making  the  whole,  except  a  little 
braiding  done  after  the  work  is  sent  back,  range 
from  Zd.  to  \\d.^  with  cotton  to  find.  One  week 
they  started  at  6  in  the  morning  and  worked 
until  midnight  each  day,  and  made  much  above 
the  average  on  suits  at  3«.  per  dozen.  Their 
total  was  8«.  6<2.  for  the  week,  or  4«.  3^.  each. 
Their  average  weekly  earnings  they  estimate 
at  3«.  or  3«.  6<f.~enough  to  paj  the  rent  of  their 
one  little  room  and  find  them  m  tea  and  bread." 

In  fact,  the  whole  thing  was  summed 
up  by  Mr.  Burnett  in  his  Beport  when 
he  stated  that  it  was  only  by  low  wages 
and  resolute  slaye-driying  that  the  small 
sweaters  could  make  money.  It  might 
be  right  that  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow 
man  should  eat  bread,  and  there  was 
dignity  in  ordinary  work ;  but  there  was 
not  only  no  dignity,  there  was  great  de- 
gradation, in  the  work  to  which  these  un- 
fortunate people  were  subjected;  and 
the  sweat  of  their  brows  and  of  their 
bodies  and  souls  unfortunately  did  not 
yield  a  sufficiency  of  bread,  and  this  ex- 
orbitant amount  of  labour  for  inordi- 
nately small  remuneration  was  exacted 
under  the  worst  sanitary  description 
which  it  was  impossible  to  describe. 
Large  workshops  were  the  exception. 
In  the  *'  dens  "  of  the  sweaters,  as  they 
were  called,  there  was  not  the  slightest 
attempt  at  decency;  men  and  women 
worked  together  for  many  consecutive 
hours,  penned  up  in  small  rooms ;  and 
basements,  garrets,  backyards,  wash- 
houses,  and  all  sorts  of  Unlikely  places 
were  the  abodes  of  the  sweaters.  The 
Eeport  of  Mr.  Burnett  on  these  points 
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was  confirmed    by  that   of  the  Ohief 

Inspector  of  Factories  and  Workshops, 

whp  said — 

<<  To  add  to  the  eviiB  of  the  STstem  of  over- 
work pursued  by  these  people  we  muflt  note 
tho  over-orowded,  ill-ventilated,  and  excessively 
hot  state  of  the  work-rooms,  where  the  men 
work  divested  of  their  apper  garments,^  and  in 
profuse  perspiration  from  the  vapour  given  off 
oy  ironing  clothes  under  a  wet  doth,  and  close 
to  a  large,  open  coke  fire,  it  is  surprising  how 
these  people  can  live  under  such  conditions.  In 
too  many  instances  dwelling-houses,  often  out 
of  repair  and  erected  without  any  view  of  ever 
being  applied  to  such  uses,  are  utilized  for  in- 
dustrial pursuits,  for  which  they  are  entirely 
unfitted  by  construction/' 

On  this  point  Mr.  Burnett  said — 

"  The  character  of  the  workshops,  or  places 
used  as  workshops,  varies  consiaerably ;  the 
siftaller  sweaters,  as  has  already  been  remarked, 
use  part  of  their  dwelling  accommodation,  and 
in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  work  is  carried  on 
under  conditions  in  the  highest  degree  filthy 
and  insanitary.  In  small  rooms  not  more  than 
nine  or  ten  feet  square,  heated  by  a  coke  fire  for 
the  pressors'  irons,  and  at  night  lighted  by 
flaring  gas  jets,  six,  eight,  ten,  and  even  a  dozen 
workers  may  be  crowded.  The  conditions  of 
the  Public  Health  Acts  and  of  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Kegulation  Acts  are  utterly  disre- 
garded, and  existing  systems  of  inspection  are 
entirely  inadequate  to  enforce  their  provi- 
sions.'* 

In  a  case  heard  at  the  Police  Oourt,  Mr. 
Leighton,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspec- 
tors, said  of  a  place  in  which  work  was 
carried  on — 

"  The  stench  and  foul  vapours  about  the  place 
were  very  bad;  a  more  unhealthy  state  of  things 
it  would  be  impossible  to  imagine." 

As  regarded  hours  of  labour,  earnings, 
and  sanitary  surroundings,  the  condition 
of  these  people  was  more  deplorable 
than  that  of  any  body  of  working  men 
in  any  portion  of  the  civilized  or  un- 
civilized  world.  To  his  mind  their  con- 
dition was  infinitely  worse  than  that  of 
absolute  slavery.  At  any  rate,  the 
slave  was  the  property  of  his  owner, 
and  from  mere  selfish  motives  a  man 
would  not  damage  his  own  property; 
an  owner  would  not  underfeed  or  over- 
work a  slave  so  as  to  lessen  his  value. 
But  these  people,  who  were  nominally 
free  men  and  women,  free  citizens  of  a 
free  country,  were  just  as  much  bound 
by  their  environment  as  slaves  were; 
and  they  might  die  of  starvation  or  rot 
of  disease  and  their  masters  would  not 
Bufifer  one  farthing  of  damage.  It  was 
not  strange  to  find  that  women  were 
driven  upon  the  streets,  and  even  the 
strongest  men  among  the    machinists 
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and  pressors  were  killed  out  in  the 
course  of  eiffht  or  ten  years.  What  a 
glorious  product  this  was  of  the  civiliza- 
Hon  of  our  age — what  a  noble  result  of 
the  19th  century,  with  all  its  science! 
The  consequence  of  free  competition, 
which  political  economists  told  them 
was  so  beneficial,  was  that  men  and 
women  had  to  work  1 8  hours  a-day  for 
merely  starvation  wages,  that  women 
were  driven  to  a  life  of  dishonour  as 
being  less  degraded  than  the  horrible 
circumstances  which  attended  a  life  of 
honest  toil,  and  that  the  working  life  of 
a  strong  man  was  limited  to  eight  or 
ten  years.  He  had  not  words  to  express 
what  he  felt  on  the  subject.  He  wished 
to  appeal,  not  to  emotions,  but  to  the 
sense  of  justice,  of  right  and  wrong, 
and  to  statesmanship.  The  question 
was  whether  these  evils  were  remediable 
or  not.  That  depended  upon  what  their 
causes  were.  The  main  cause  was  un- 
doubtedly competition.  The  depression 
of  agriculture  had  surcharged  the  towns 
with  the  population  of  the  country,  and 
the  depression  of  trade  during  the  last  10 
or  12  years  had  thrown  a  great  number 
of  men  out  of  employment.  The  in- 
evitable result  had  been  a  pressing 
down  of  the  labouring  population,  and 
men  had  been  driven  to  seek  lower 
forms  of  occupation.  This  applied  to 
all  work  except  the  highest  forms  of 
skilled  labour.  This  main  cause  of  our 
trouble  had  been  greatly  aggravated  by 
the  fact  that  we  had  been  deluged  by  a 
stream  of  the  cheapest  kind  of  foreign 
labour.    Mr.  Burnett  said — 

'<  The  number  of  English  workers  is  gradoallj 
bein^  reduced  owing  to  the  severity  of  a  com- 
petition in  which  those  who  can  subsist  on  least 
are  sure  to  be  victorious.  The  supply  of  cheap 
labour  has  of  late  years  been  enormons,  and 
when  there  was  the  slightest  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining it  at  prices  offered,  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  more  people  from  abroad." 

The  influx  of  foreign  labour  had  added 
greatly  to  the  sufferings  of  British 
toilers  employed  in  the  cheap  clothing 
trade ;  indeed,  it  had  driven  Britiah 
labour  out  of  that  trade ;  and,  as  there 
was  no  lower  depth  in  the  labour  world, 
those  who  had  been  displaced  had  either 

fone  upon  the  rates  or  had  disappeared 
y  starvation.  He  could  not  see  the 
sense  of  talking  about  emigration  while 
we  were  permitting  an  exhaustless 
supply  of  foreign  laoour  to  flow  into 
this  country.  We  had  plenty  of  sooial 
problems  and  difficulties  of  our  own 
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without  undertaking  those  of  other  na- 
tions. Another  cause  of  existing  evils 
was  the  great  sub-division  of  labour. 
Cheapness  was  the  one  essential  of  the 
cheap  clothing  trade ;  and  the  necessity 
that  articles  should  be  produced  as 
cheaply  as  possible  led  to  the  work 
being  minutely  sub -divided  so  that  men 
and  women  would  spend  their  whole 
time  in  basting,  felling,  buttonholing, 
running  sewing  machines,  and  manu- 
facturing portions  of  waistcoats  or 
trousers.  In  itself  this  was  to  some 
extent  inevitable;  but  it  was  an  un- 
fortunate state  of  things.  This  sys- 
tem turned  men  into  nothing  better 
than  mere  machines.  It  made  them 
work  entirely  mechanically,  and  con- 
sequently rendered  them  absolutely  in- 
capable of  turning  their  hands  to  any 
other  kind  of  work.  The  two  causes 
which  he  believed  were  responsible  for 
the  evils  which  surroundea  this  trade 
were  the  dependence  of  the  people  upon 
their  masters  and  competition,  aggra- 
vated by  foreign  immigration.  He 
would  not  be  bold  enough  to  suggest 
any  legislation  to  meet  the  case ;  in  fact, 
he  was  not  at  all  sure  that  any  legisla- 
tion was  necessary.  His  own  impression 
was  that  if  the  existing  law  were 
carried  into  effect  the  evil  would  dis- 
appear. But  if  legislation  were  neces- 
sary he  should  not  shrink  for  a  moment 
from  applying  it.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  any  legislation  on  the  subject  would 
be  supposed  to  be  running  counter  to 
sound  economic  theories.  But  he  had 
very  little  respect  for  some  economic 
theories  which  were  held  by  certain 
people  to  be  axiomatically  true.  He  had 
very  little  sympathy  with  that  phase  of 
Liberal  opinion — using  the  word  in  the 
Party  sense — which  resisted  the  Factory 
Acts  and  the  Acts  regulating  the  labour 
of  women  and  children  in  mines,  and 
which,  practically  speaking,  had  opposed 
itself  to  almost  all  the  legislation  which 
had  been  of  the  slightest  benefit  to  the 
working  classes.  He  had,  if  possible, 
less  sympathy  with  the  other  half  of 
Sadical  opinion,  which  looked  to  what 
it  called  collectivity  or  Communism  to 
afford  a  relief  to  the  working  classes. 
The  former  he  looked  upon  as  imbecility, 
or  a  harmless  form  of  lunacy ;  the  latter 
as  a  very  dangerous  form  of  lunacy.  Of 
course  Communism,  if  spoken  of  merely 
academically,  was  practically  innocuous, 
but  when  it  became  positive  it  was  abso- 


lutely destructive,  not  so  much  to  the 
classes  to  whom  it  was  intended  to  be 
applied,  but  to  the  classes  below  them, 
whom  it  was  intended  to  benefit.  But 
he  had  a  firm  belief  in  steering  a  middle 
course  between  these  two  phases  of 
thought.  He  did  not  believe  either  in 
falling  down  and  worshipping  the  science 
of  political  economy,  or  m  running 
counter  to  it,  but  he  did  believe  that  the 
first  duty  of  statesmanship  was  so  to  con- 
trol and  direct  and  neutralize  the  law  as 
to  benefit  the  human  beings  with  whom 
it  had  to  deal.  If  legislation  were  neces- 
sary in  this  matter  he  should  certainly 
advocate  it,  but  all  that  was  required 
was  that  the  existing  law  shoiUd  be 
properly  enforced.  As  Mr.  Burnett  said 
in  his  Beport,  how  could  two  or  three 
Inspectors  keep  in  check  a  multitude  of 
these  sweating  dens  in  the  East  of 
London?  The  Inspectors  really  did 
their  work  admirably,  and  it  was  uo 
fault  of  theirs  that  these  evils  existed. 
The  fault  lay  in  the  fact  that  the  In- 
spectors were  not  sufficiently  numerous, 
and  that  they  and  the  sanitary  authori- 
ties did  not  pull  well  together ;  and  on 
that  point  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  find  it  possible  to  put  the  law  into 
execution.  Either  the  law  ought  to  be 
repealed  or  put  into  force.  It  was  a 
ridiculous  and  scandalous  thing  that 
Parliament  should  pass  Factory  and 
Sanitary  Acts  regulating  the  hours  of 
labour  of  women  and  children,  and  that 
those  Acts  should  be  grossly  violated. 
Another  point  was  that  the  penalty  in- 
flicted in  cases  of  conviction  was  a  great 
deal  too  small,  and  he  was  glad  to  find 
that  he  was  supported  in  that  view  by 
Mr.  Bushby,  the  police  magistrate.  The 
penalty  ought  to  be  so  g^eat  as  to  make 
it  not  worth  a  man's  while  to  run  the 
chance  of  conviction.  There  was  only 
one  other  point  to  which  he  would  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  It 
might  be  argued,  and  it  was  a  very  fair 
argument,  that  any  legislation  or  any  in- 
creased efficiency  given  to  the  Executive 
would  increase  the  cost  of  production, 
and  so  cause  loss.  That  was  an  im- 
portant matter,  and  one  that  had  to  be 
faced.  The  trade  was  a  large  one, 
amounting  to  something  like  £4,000,000 
a-year.  At  present  we  had  nothing 
whatever  to  fear  from  foreign  competi- 
tion, and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  trade 
was  in  our  own  hands.  Australia*  alone 
took  goods  of  this  kind  from  us  to  the 
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value  of  £1,691,709.  There  was  no  im- 
port of  readj-made  clothing  into  this 
country.  On  the  other  nand,  this 
countiy  might  have  something  to  fear 
if  the  cost  of  production  were  unduly 
raised,  but  he  did  not  believe  that  carry- 
ing out  the  law  would  in  any  way  tend 
to  increase  the  cost  of  production.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  cost  of  production 
was  immensely  increased  by  the  pecu- 
liarity of  a  trade  which  employed  so 
large  a  number  of  middlemen  and  con- 
tractors. The  effect  of  efficiently 
carrying  out  the  law  would  be,  not  to 
drive  the  trade  out  of  the  country, 
but  to  remove  the  work  from  these 
horrible  dens  into  the  larger  workshops, 
as  to  which  he  believed  there  had  been 
little  or  no  complaint.  Loss  of  trade 
had  always  been  put  forward  whenever 
an  attempt  had  been  made  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  the  people  employed 
in  a  particular  trade.  The  regulation 
of  the  labour  of  women  and  children  in 
coal  mines  had  not  destroyed  the  coal 
trade,  and  he  ventured  to  prophesy  that 
if  the  ready>made  clothing  brade  were 
taken  in  hand  and  subjected  to  proper 
conditions  it  would  not  be  found  that  on 
that  account,  at  any  rate,  the  trade  left 
this  country ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  in- 
sisted that  it  was  a  gross  absurdity  not 
to  enforce  the  law  or  to  repeal  the  law. 
It  was  ridiculous  to  argue  that  it  was 
necessary  to  retain  the  trade  by  allowing 
the  law  of  the  land  to  be  broken.  If 
the  trade  could  not  exist  if  the  law  was 
obeyed,  then  he  could  understand  the 
argument  that  the  law  ought  to  be 
repealed.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
law  was  a  good  one,  it  was  most  illogical 
not  to  enforce  it,  even  if  there  was  a 
risk — and  he  did  not  believe  there  was — 
of  losing  the  export  trade.  Now,  he 
admitted  that  that  matter  was  a  very 
difficult  one.  He  submitted  that  he 
had  said  enough  to  show  that  it  was  a 
very  grave  one ;  that  a  very  grave  evil 
existed  in  their  midst ;  that  there  was  an 
uloer  in  the  body  politic  which,  if  it 
could  be  cured,  ought  not  to  be  neglected. 
The  subject  was  one  that  eminently 
required  deep  and  careful  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  it.  It  was  obvious  all  through 
the  Report  to  which  he  had  referred 
how  much  such  an  inquiry  was  needed. 
A  great  deal  of  the  most  valuable  matter 
in  that  Heport  was  taken  at  second-hand 
from  the  Reports  issued  by  various 
societies  and  associations.     Mr.  Burnett 
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himself  admitted  the  jg;reat  difficulty  of 
obtaining  accurate  information,  and, 
therefore,  he  submitted  to  their  Lord- 
ships the  great  desirability  of  inquiring 
most  carefully  and  minutely  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  that  trade.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  whatever — he 
hoped  that  he  had  not  said  anything — 
detrimental  to  the  character  of  the  em- 
ployers in  that  business.  He  dared  say 
that  in  some  cases  the  sweaters  made 
exorbitant  profits.  He  believed  thjat  in 
many  others,  according  to  the  Report, 
they  certainly  did  not.  In  any  case  he 
did  not  blame  them.  He  believed  that 
many  of  them  were  as  much  driven  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  trade  as  tiie 
sweaters^  workpeople.  He  had  just  had 
a  letter  put  into  his  hands  in  reference 
to  the  sweaters'  profits.  The  writer 
said  he  sent  him  there  with  a  boy's 
knickerbocker  suit  that  was  made  by  f( 
poor  woman  last  week ;  that  the  price 
paid  for  the  entire  making  of  that  suit 
was  1«.  2d, ;  that  he  could  not  say  how 
much  the  sweater  might  have  made,  bat 
some  clue  to  it  might  be  obtained  from  the 
fact  that  the  materials  and  the  making 
together  cost,  on  the  whole,  5«.  lOid,^ 
wnile  the  selling  price  to  the  public  was 
16«.  lid.  There  was  certaii^y  a  large 
margin  between  5$.  lO^i.,  the  oost  of 
production,  and  16f.  lid.,  the  selling 
price  of  the  article.  As  regarded  an 
inquiry,  he  did  not  know  exactly  whe- 
ther it  would  be  best  oondnoted  by  a 
Royal  Commission  or  by  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House ;  but  for  many 
reasons  he  believed  that  the  best  form 
of  inquiry  would  be  by  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  To  be  useful  such  an  in- 
quiry must  be  a  searching  one,  and  most 
be  armed  with  sufficient  powers — with 
powers  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath, 
and  to  indemnify  those  witnesses  who 
might  inculpate  themselves  by  being 
forced  to  admit  that  they  had  broken 
the  law.  He  did  not  think  that  such  an 
inquiry  could  fail  to  be  productive  of 
great  good.  It  would  search  into  the 
very  root  of  the  matter ;  it  would  enable 
Parliament  to  ascertain  facts ;  it  would 
enable  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  to 
decide  whether  that  great  evil  which 
existed  among  them  was  remediable; 
whether,  if  remediable,  it  could  be  cured 
by  carrying  into  force  the  law  which 
now  existed,  or  whether  further  legisla- 
tion was  necessary  in  order  to  relieve 
them  from  th«kt  grave  sciaidal  wd  to 
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give  adequate  protection  to  those  unfor- 
tanate>  poor,  helpless  people.  In  con- 
clusion, he  begged  to  move  that  a 
Oommittee  of  that  House  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  sweating  system  at 
the  East  End  of  London. 

LoBD  SANDHUEST,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  remarked  that  the  subject 
of  foreign  pauper  immigration  was  so 
inseparably  bound  up  with  the  question 
of  the  sweating  system  that  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  say  anything  about  the 
one  without  alluding  to  the  other.  At 
the  same  time,  he  recognized  the  pro- 
priety of  touching  lightly  on  that  im- 
migration, because  it  now  formed  the 
subject  of  an  investigation.  Those  un- 
fortunate foreign  immigrants  often  ar- 
rived in  this  country  in  me  greatest  state 
of  destitution,  and  were  soon  swept  into 
the  sweating  shops,  where  they  under- 
went all  the  miseries  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  that  evening  so  well  described. 
The  condition  of  life  in  the  countries 
whence  these  people  came  enabled  them 
to  subsist  on  very  little,  their  food,  he 
was  told,  being  composed  frequently  of 
nothing  but  stewed  fish  heads  and  de- 
cayed vegetables.  Another  kind  of  im- 
migration which  should  not  be  lost  sight 
of  in  an  inquiry  of  that  kind  was  that 
which  proceeded  from  the  country  dis- 
tricts, and  which,  as  he  gathered,  was 
increasing  at  a  rapid  rate  owing  to  the 
want  of  employment  in  the  Provinces. 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  if  they  were  disposed  to 
grant  the  proposed  inquiry,  whether  it 
might  not  be  possible  to  enlarge  its 
scope  so  as  to  make  it  also  embrace  that 
part  of  the  subject  ?  It  might  appear 
to  their  Lordships  almost  incredible  that 
within  three  or  four  miles  of  that  House 
a  state  of  things  involving  so  much 
human  misery  could  possibly  exist  as 
was  to  be  found  at  the  East  End  of 
London.  Some  of  these  poor  people 
made  artificial  fiowers  at  1^.  per  gross, 
and  by  dint  of  hard  work  might  possibly 
earn  7d.  a-day.  Another  trade  was  that 
of  match-box  making.  He  had  entered 
a  house  in  Shoreditch  lately  where  a 
girl  supported  the  family  of  four  by 
making  these  boxes,  at  the  rate  of  2ld: 
per  gross.  The  father  sometimes  made 
a  shilling  or  two  by  hawking.  They 
occupied  a  room  about  half  the  size  of 
the  lavatory  of  this  House,  for  which 
they  paid  2t.  Sd.  rent.  Then  there  was 
piil**boz  making,  a  light  kind  of  work. 


which  required  the  most  constant  appli- 
cation, and  by  which  only  the  most 
wretched  pittance  could  be  obtained. 
Such  a  state  of  things  made  the  poor 
ready  listeners  to  agitators.  When  we 
lightly  condemn  demonstrations  as  nui- 
sances, he  thought  their  Lordships 
ought  not  to  sit  with  folded  hands 
merely  deploring  the  grave  evil  that 
existed,  but  ought  to  see  whether  they 
could  not  find  out  its  real  causes,  and, 
if  possible,  suggest  some  mode  of  re* 
medying  or  of  mitigating  it.  If  the 
Government  granted  this  inquiry,  there 
would  be  three  sources  of  information 
open  to  their  Lordships — the  extremely 
valuable  Eeport  of  the  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes, 
the  inquiry  into  the  immigration  of 
paupers,  and  the  present  inquiry  with 
regard  to  the  sweating  system.  These 
three  inquiries  might  be  useful  here- 
after as  the  basis  for  future  legisla- 
tion* 

Movedf  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  sweating  system  at  the  east 
end  of  London,  and  to  report  thereon  to  the 
House ;  and  that  the  witnesses  before  the  said 
Select  Committee  be  examined  on  oath." — {The 
Earl  ofDunraven.) 

The  Eaio.  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that 
while  he  quite  recognized  that  the  subject 
touched  the  whole  question  of  pauperism, 
he  thought  it  would  be  an  unfortunate 
circumstonee  if  the  Government,  sup- 
posing they  intended  to  grant  the  in- 
quiry, were  so  to  enlarge  the  reference 
as  to  include  other  and  important  sub- 
jects. One  advantage  of  the  inquiry 
would  be  that  information  would  be  ob- 
tained as  to  several  efforts  which  had 
been  made  by  several  needlewomen's 
agencies  to  meet  the  evil  to  some  degree. 
For  instance,  there  had  been  established 
a  Needlewomen's  Co-operative  Associa- 
tion, through  whose  agency  it  was 
hoped,  by  reducing  the  number  of  stages 
through  which  work  had  to  pass,  to 
raise  the  wages  of  workers.  Then  there 
was  another  co-operative  women's  asso- 
ciation established  by  several  benevolent 
ladies,  which  had  been  worked  with 
considerable  success.  One  great  evil 
which  had  not  been  touched  upon  by 
the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion  was 
what  was  known  as  the  learners'  system. 
A  certain  class  of  employers  were  in  the 
habit  of  advertising  for  female  workers, 
the  understanding  being  that  they  were 
to  be  taught  the  trade,  but  were  to  receive 
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no  wages  during  the  first  three  months 
they  were  employed.  At  the  end  of 
that  time,  however,  the  majority  of  the 
workers  were  discharged,  haying  received 
no  wages,  and  without  any  prospect  of 
redress.  He  thought  this  was  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  attended  to. 

LoHD  ABEBDABE  said»  he  wished 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven)  had  not  needlessly  gone  out  of 
his  way  to  impart  a  political  complexion 
to  this  subject.  The  noble  Earl  said 
that  the  Factory  Acts  and  all  legislation 
of  that  kind  had  been  always  opposed 
hj  the  Liberal  Party  and  political  econo- 
mists. Such  accusations  were  altogether 
unfounded.  It  was  true  that  the  two 
great  measures  which  had  been  the 
foundation  of  all  this  legislation  were 
brought  forward  by  an  eminent  man, 
who  happened  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
Oonservative  Party;  but  he  did  his 
utmost,  and  successfully,  to  dissociate 
his  action  altogether  from  Party  feeling 
— he  meant  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 
That  noble  Earl  brought  forward  two 
great  measures  as  to  the  evils  connected 
with  the  working  of  mines  and  factories. 
While,  however,  there  were  Members 
of  the  Liberal  Party  who  were  opposed 
to  the  measures,  there  were  quite  as 
eminent  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  who  objected  to  them.  Among 
the  most  conspicuous  opponents  in  1815 
were  Sir  Bobert  Peel  and  his  then  Home 
Secretary,  Sir  James  (Graham.  The 
publication  of  the  life  of  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury had  made  many  of  their  Lordships 
acquainted  with  the  horrible  and  de- 
grading evils  connected  with  the  work- 
ing of  our  mines,  which  had,  to  some 
extent,  passed  out  of  memory.  Two 
years  ago  he  had  the  pleasure  of  meet- 
ing a  man  well  acquainted  with  the 
social  position  of  the  working  man  in 
Europe,  M.  de  Laveleye.  He  was  told 
by  M.  de  Laveleye,  who  had  just  come 
from  a  visit  to  the  colliery  districts  in 
the  North  of  England,  that  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  nearly  every  population 
in  Europe,  and  that  he  had  not  met  any 
in  which  the  standard  of  comfort  was  so 
great,  and  the  life  of  the  workmen  so 
fully  raised  from  the  degrading  position 
which  formerly  characterized  it.  He 
further  pointed  out  that  he  himself, 
while  connected  with  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, brought  in  a  measure  designed 
largely  to  extend  factory  legfislation, 
ana  that  no  one  could  doubt  that  there 
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had  been  a  great  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  due  to 
factory  as  well  as  sanitary  legislation. 
Forty  years  ago  very  nearly  a  similar 
state  of  things  existed  as  was  to  be 
found  now.  This  was  shown  not  only 
by  the  public  attention  drawn  to  the 
question  by  the  publication  of  Hood's 
Sonff  of  the  Shirt  and  Kingsley's  Alton 
Loeh,  but  by  the  Beport  of  a  Commission 
appointed  by  a  dally  newspaper,  27te 
Morning  ChronicU^  which  gave  almost 
exactly  the  same  account  of  the  evils 
existing  as  that  given  by  the  noble  Earl, 
except  that  at  that  time  there  was  not 
the  same  amount  of  foreign  competing 
labour.  He  fully  admitted  that  the 
sweating  system  created  a  great  deal  of 
misery  in  the  East  End.  Speaking 
generally,  there  probably  never  was  a 
time  when  the  wage-earning  class  se- 
cured for  themselves  a  larger  proportion 
of  the  profits  obtained  by  capital  and 
labour.  Underneath  this  general  pros- 
perity, however,  there  was  a  great  mass 
of  misery  and  distress,  much  of  which 
resulted  from  this  sweating  system ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  what  could  be 
done  to  remedy  this  state  of  things. 
Much,  he  thought,  might  be  effected 
by  a  better  application  of  existing  laws, 
and  he  should  like  to  see  the  experi- 
ment tried  of  strictly  enforcing  those 
laws  in  some  district  and  regu- 
lating the  trade  in  regard  to  hours  of 
labour  and  overcrowding;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  result  would  be  found  in 
some  degree  satisfactory,  and  that  the 
effect  would  be  to  increase  the  value  of 
such  labour.  If,  instead  of  16  or  17 
hours  a-day,  the  women  only  worked 
nine  or  10  hours,  he  believed  that  they 
would  in  the  end  receive  better  wages. 
If  the  necessary  measures  were  taken 
for  enforcing  the  law,  though  the  evils 
of  this  sweating  system  might  not  thereby 
be  absolutely  removed,  still,  he  thought, 
they  would  be  greatly  reduced. 

The  Archbishop  of  OANTEBBUBY 
said,  he  thought  he  spoke  the  mind  of 
the  whole  Bench  of  Bishops  when  he 
expressed  the  deepest  interest  in  this 
subject,  and  an  earnest  hope  that  the 
Government  would  grant  the  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry,  and  that  it,  he  trusted, 
would  be  an  inquiry  full  and  minute. 
The  fact  that  there  existed  great 
misery  in  connection  with  this  sweat- 
ing system  was  being  constantly  borne 
in  upon  them;  but  what  was  wanted 
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was   a   systematic   and   comprehensiTe  | 
knowledge  of  the  whole  subject.     No 
doubt,  the  working  population  was,  in 
some  respects,  never  oetter  off  than  at 
present ;  out  underneath  this  improved 
condition  of  many  there  existed  a  g^eat 
abyss  of  misery  that  required  thorough 
investigation.  The  Factories  and  Work- 
shops Acts  had,  so  far  as  they  could  be 
applied,  no  doubt  effected  much  good ; 
but  no  application  of  those  Acts  could 
adequately  deal  with  the   evils  of  the 
sweating  system  as  it  existed  in  the  East 
End,   for,   owing    to    various  reasons, 
some  of  which    were  economical  and 
financial,    the    system    of    production 
could  not  be   carried  on  in  the  East 
End  in  large  factories,  and  the  Work- 
shops and  Factories  Acts  were  wholly 
inadequate  to  deal  with  the  countless 
small  hovels  in  which  the  cheap  work 
was  done.    By  means  of  inspection  they 
could  not  really  obtain  satisfactory  re- 
sults, for,  as  one  of  the  Eeports  that  had 
been  referred  to  had  pointed  out,  the 
presence  of  the  Inspector  in  any  neigh- 
bourhood soon  became  known ;  prepara- 
tions were|at  once  made  for  his  visit ;  the 
crowded  workers  disappeared  from  ''the 
dens ;"  and  when  he  arrived  the  real  state 
of  things  could  not  be  discovered  by 
him.     Then,  as  to  the  system  of  fines — 
these  were  so  light,  and  bore  so  small  a 
proportion  to  the  profits  to  be  made  by 
breaking  the  law,  that  they  were  not  in 
the  least  deterrent.     In  any  system  of 
fines,  care  ought  to  be  taken  that  the 
fines  fell  upon  the  right  persons.   There 
were  a  vast  number  of  sweaters  who 
were  as  miserable  as  the  people  who 
were  called  their  victims.     Much  work 
passed  through  four  or  five  ranks  of 
middlemen  between  the  original    em- 
ployer and  the  workers  themselves.  The 
lowest  class  of  sweaters  were  themselves 
sweated,  and  could  scarcely  keep  soul 
and  body  together.      The   number  of 
people  engaged  in  this  trade  in  the  East 
End  was  enormous;   the  foreign  Jews 
alone  were  estimated  to  number  16,000 ; 
and  so  large  a  class  reduced  to  such 
misery  in  the  midst  of  a  vast  city  was  a 
great  danger  underlying  our  social  in- 
stitutions.    When  they  considered  the 
largeness  of  this  class,  the  insanitary 
condition  in  which  it  lived,  the  physical 
and  mental  decay  which  it  must  involve 
from  generation  to  generation,  iand  the 
necessary  absolute  lack  of  almost  any 
care  bestowed  by  parents  on  their  child- 


ren, they  must  all  feel  convinced  that 
Ohristianity  and  religion  could  do  no 
better  work  than  to  endeavour  to  dis- 
cover some  remedy  for  this  grievous 
state  of  things.  He  felt  sure  that  such 
an  endeavour  would  receive  the  co-ope- 
ration of  all  Parties. 

The  SEORETABY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow)  said, 
he  must  thank  the  noble  Earl  for  bring- 
ing forward  this  subject,  and  treating 
it  in  so  exhaustive  a  manner ;  but  he 
should  be  sorry  if  it   were  supposed, 
from  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  so  ably  introduced  the  subject,  that 
any  one  of  their  Lordships,  or  either 
Party  in  that  House,  was  not  deeply 
anxious  to  find  a  remedy  for  the  evils 
which  had  been  spoken  of,  and  to  pro- 
mote the  well-being  of  the  poor.     The 
sweating  system  was  a  term  not  easily 
understood;  but  it  appeared  to  be  so 
called  by  analogy  to  the  sweating  of 
coinage,  and  it  meant  an  abuse  of  the 
contract  system,   by  which  an    undue 
amount  of  labour  was  got  out  of  the 
poorer  classes  for  inadequate  wages.    If 
any  satisfaction  at  all  could  be  got  out  of 
so  melancholy  a  subject  as  this,  it  was, 
perhaps,  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  al- 
most the  whole  of  the  unfortunate  people 
engaged  in  this  sweating  system  in  the 
East  End  were  not  our  fellow- subjects, 
but  were  either  Polish  Jews,   or  Ger- 
mans, or  people  of  other  nationalities. 
Nineteen-twentieths  of  those  engaged 
in  coat-making  and  trousers-making  by 
the  contract   system    were    foreigners. 
This   contract    system,   so   far  as    the 
British  tailor  was  concerned,  was  prac- 
tically  extinct.      English    tailors    now 
worked  in  the  master  tailor's  own  shop, 
under  foremen.    They  were  all  aware 
of  the  great  depression  that  had  oc- 
curred in  the  trade  and  the  agriculture 
of  the  country.    But  while  rents  and 
the  profits  of  trade  had  been  reduced, 
very  little  had  been  heard  of  a  reduction 
in  wages ;  absolute  want  of  employment 
there  was ;  but  it  might  be  taken  as  a 
fact  that   the  wage- earning  class  had 
suffered  least  of  all  from  the  depression. 
Thus,  in  the  trunk-making  trade,  prices 
paid  to  contractors  had  fallen  in  the  last 
three  years   53  per  cent,  while  wages 
had  risen  10  per  cent.      Similarly,  in 
the  saddle  and  harness-making  trade, 
though  prices  had  fallen,  wages  had 
not  fallen  in  the  same  proportion.    This 
clothes  -  making   trade,   however,  was 
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under  very  different  conditiuns.  and 
those  engaged  in  it  were,  for  various 
reasons,  unable,  by  means  of  combina- 
tion, to  keep  up  the  price  of  their  labour. 
Thej  landed  in  this  country  in  a  state 
of  destitution ;  they  could  not  apeak  a 
word  of  English ;  and,  worst  of  all,  they 
were  unable  to  tarust  each  other.  Some 
time  ago  some  of  them  met  together, 
and  agreed  not  to  accept  less  than  a 
certain  wage;  but  the  next  day  some 
of  the  very  persons  who  thus  agreed 
went  and  accepted  a  lower  wage.  All 
attempts  at  combination  had  entirely 
broken  down.  There  was  also  another 
reason  why  this  sweating  system  con- 
tinued. English  workmen  would  do  a 
fair  day's  work,  but  it  was  found  ne- 
cessary in  the  case  of  these  foreigners  to 
'have  a  system  of  constant  supervision, 
such  as  that  obtained  by  this  system  of 
sub-contracts.  A  considerable  amount 
of  misconception  existed  as  to  the  scope 
of  the  Factories  and  Workshops  Act. 
From  the  operation  of  its  provisions 
were  expressly  excluded  two  classes  of 
workshops  —  domestic  workshops,  in 
which  the  only  persons  employed  were 
members  of  the  same  family  dwelling 
there,  and  those  ''conducted  on  the  sys- 
tem of  not  employing  children  or  young 
persons  therein."  With  these  the  In- 
spectors of  the  Home  OfQce  had  no 
power  to  deal.  The  Local  Authority, 
however,  had  power  under  that  Act  and 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  to 
deal  with  the  insanitary  or  overcrowded 
state  of  workshops  as  nuisances,  and  it 
was  more  to  the  action  of  the  Local 
Authorities  that  we  must  look  in  this 
matter  than  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment Inspectors.  Nor  had  the  Inspec- 
tors any  power,  even  where  children 
and  young  persons  were  employed,  to 
deal  with  the  surroundings  or  access  to 
these  workshops.  It  was  practically 
impossible  for  them  to  control  the  sani- 
tary conditions  which  might  obtain  in 
and  around  the  workshops  themselves. 
Another  great  dificulty  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  sweaters  were  constantly 
changing  their  system — sometimes  they 
employed  all  men,  sometimes  men  and 
women,  and  at  other  times  women  and 
children.  The  investigations  of  the 
Inspector  were  thus  made  all  the  more 
difficidt.  The  Government  had  not  been 
entirely  idle  in  this  matter.  An  inquiry 
had  been  pursued  by  one  of  the  In- 
spectors to  the  Home  Office  as  to  the 
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observance  of  the  factory  regulations 
with  regard  to  sanitary  matters,  houra 
of  meal  time,  and  the  cleanliness  and 
ventilation  of  the  workshops,  and  with 
regard  to  overtime  at  niffht  work.  Bui 
it  was  extremely  difficiut  for  any  suc- 
cessful prosecutions  in  these  cases,  bo- 
cause  it  the  Inspector  went  alone  his 
evidence  was  unsupported  and  was  oon- 
tradicted  by  the  evidence  of  the  master 
and  employSs,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
secure  a  conviction.  There  were  about 
2,000  of  these  workrooms  employing 
about  20,000  people.  In  1884  the 
Inspectors  visited  and  inspected  1,478 
workrooms  and  made  the  following 
Eeport.  There  were  724  workrooms 
in  which  men  only  were  employed^  and 
these  were  exempt  from  the  Factory 
Act ;  387  workrooms  over  the  sanitary 
condition  of  which  the  Inspectors 
had  no  control  ;  and  867  work- 
rooms which  in  all  things  were  subject 
to  the  Factory  Act.  The  condition  of 
the  premises  in  the  first  two  classes  was 
most  unsatisfactory  in  907  out  of  the 
1,111  cases.  In  the  third  class  they  were 
unsatisfactoiy  in  235  out  of  367  oases. 
Lists,  with  the  names  and  addresses, 
were  forwarded  to  the  Local  Authoritiee, 
who  effected  much  improvement.  During 
the  last  six  months  another  inquiry  had 
been  made,  in  the  course  of  which  276 
workrooms  under  the  Act  had  been 
visited — 216  were  found  to  have  suffi- 
cient cubic  space,  and  48  insufficient; 
158  were  clean  and  in  a  sanitary  oondi- 
tion,  and  102  were  not.  The  Inspector 
.paid  169  visits  to  sweaters'  workrooms 
at  meal  times  and  at  night.  In  14  in- 
stances he  discovered  irregularities ;  but 
in  only  four  cases  could  he  secure  suffi* 
cient  evidence  to  prosecute.  In  three  of 
these  cases  a  conviction  was  obtained, 
and  one  case  was  still  pending.  It 
ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  these 
foreign  Jews  were  not  accustomed  to 
English  ideas  of  cleanliness ;  and,  being 
unable  to  speak  English,  they  were  de- 
barred from  that  social  intercourse  with 
their  English  neighbours  which  might 
have  led  them  to  follow  their  example. 
The  Local  Authorities  had  jurisdiotion 
over  the  premises  in  which  the  work- 
shops were  contained  under  the  law 
which  applied  to  ordinary  dwelling- 
houses  ;  out  filthy  habits,  failure  of 
Sipes,  taps,  and  defective  drains  all  en- 
angered  health.  The  landlord,  how- 
ever,  who  only  looked  for  his   rai;^ 
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would  take  no  voluntary  action.  In 
the  B^[K>rt— 1886-7— of  the  Poor  Jews' 
Temporary  Shelter  in  Leman  Street,  out 
of  1,162  persona  receiyed  no  fewer  than 
434  returned  themselves  as  being  with- 
out a  calling,  which  was  a  most  serious 
proportion  among  adult  males;  and  it 
was  from  this  class  almost  entirely  that 
the  workshops  of  sweaters  were  being 
recruited.  The  noble  Earl  who  intro- 
duced the  subject  had  visited  the  sweaters 
with  righteous  indignation;  but  they 
were  really  to  be  commiserated,  for  they 
were  themselves  in  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion. The  contractors  were  constantly 
lowering  the  prices,  and  the  sweaters 
were  compelled  to  lower  the  wages. 
One  of  them,  asked  it  he  were  a 
sweater,  said — *' Certainly,  I  am  a 
sweater.  I  sweat  from  6  o'clock  in  the 
morning  to  midnight  six  days  out  of  the 
seven,  and  my  earnings  are  exceedingly 
small."  The  sweater  had  to  put  up  with 
profits  not  greater  than  those  of  his 
best  hands.  One  reason  why  this 
evil  went  on  increasing  was,  he  thought, 
the  idea  prevalent  in  foreign  countries 
that  the  streets  of  London  were  paved 
with  gold,  and  that  foreigQjsrs  had  only 
to  come  here  to  find  plenty  of  work. 
He  had  heard  it  said  that  advertise- 
ments were  even  inserted  in  foreign 
papers  in  the  Jewish  language  an- 
nouncing that  there  was  plenty  of 
work  to  be  obtained  in  London.  With 
regard  to  the  remedies  mentioned  in 
Mr.  Burnett's  Beport  for  the  existing 
state  of  things,  it  had,  first  of  all,  been 
suggested  that  the  Factory  Acts  should 
be  applied  to  men.  For  his  part,  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  see  any  such 
extension.  No  doubt,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  some  classes  of 
the  population,  such  as  women  and  chil- 
dren, that  legislation  should  step  in, 
for  they  were  not  in  a  position  to  pro- 
tect themselves ;  but  he  should  be  very 
sorry  if  anything  was  done  by  their 
Lordships  to  interfere  with  the  means  of 
full-grown  men  obtaining  a  livelihood 
in  the  severe  struggle  for  existence. 
Another  suggestion  was  that  there 
should  be  a  Hmitation  of  hours;  and 
to  this,  again,  what  he  had  said 
as  to  the  extension  of  the  Acts  to 
men  in  a  great  measure  applied.  It 
had  also  been  urged  that  ue  Gh>vem- 
ment  contracts  should  not  be  given  out 
to  sweaters.  But  in  the  case  of  Govern- 
ment contracts  there  was  no  cause  for 


complaint,  for  the  prices  paid  were  con- 
siderably higher  than  generally  pre- 
prevailed  for  lower-class  clothes.  Thus 
the  Government  paid  2«.  for  the  making 
of  a  postman's  coat,  whereas  a  well- 
finished  coat,  with  linings  and  trim- 
mings, was  made  by  these  unfortunate 
people  for  U.  2d.  or  U.  id.  at  the 
most.  It  was  also  suggested  that  a  Oom- 
mission  of  Inquiry  should  be  hdd.  He 
quite  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  who 
had  brought  forward  this  subject  that  it 
was  one  of  great  importance.  It  had 
been  brought  prominently  under  notice 
by  the  recent  Keport  of  Mr.  Burnett — a 
man  eminently  qualified  to  deal  with  the 
subject,  having  been  secretary  for  many 
years  of  the  Amalgamated  Society  of 
Bnffineers,  a  trade  union  which,  in  1886, 
had  a  membership  of  51,689,  and 
possessed  482  branches  in  different  parts 
of  the  Empire,  in  the  United  States,  and 
in  France.  But  Mr.  Burnett  had  him- 
self experienced  the  difficulties  of  ob- 
taining full  and  correct  information  on 
this  subject,  owing  to  the  unwillingness 
of  people  to  come  forward  and  give 
evidence.  There  was  also  a  great  con- 
flict of  evidence  between  that  of  the 
sweaters  and  that  of  the  workers.  He 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  the  two 
classes  should  be  confronted  before  a 
competent  tribunal  such  as  was  now 
suggested,  and  that  the  evidence  should 
be  well  sifted.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Sandhurst)  had  suggested  that  the 
inquiry  should  assume  a  larger  sphere ; 
but  this  subject  was  one  of  great  diffi- 
culty and  importance,  and  he  thought 
that  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  it  would  have  quite  enough  to  do,  and, 
moreover,  there  was  already  a  Oommittee 
of  the  other  House  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  kindred  subject  of  foreign 
pauper  immigration.  He,  therefore,  did 
not  think  that  the  terms  of  the  npble 
Earl's  Motion  ought  to  be  extended. 
Care  ought  to  be  taken  not  to  drive  the 
trade  away  altogether  from  this  country, 
which  would  be  a  considerable  loss. 
Possibly,  if  these  dens  were  to  be  en- 
tirely swept  away,  there  would  be  a 
danger  of  the  trade  being  driven  abroad, 
and  of  the  finished  articles  coming  into 
this  country  instead  of  being  made  here. 
With  so  many  noble  Lords  in  that 
House  who  were  philanthropists  and 
took  a  deep  interest  in  all  questions 
affecting  the  social  welfare  of  the  people, 
he  believed  that  a  Oommittee  of  thair 
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LordshipB'  House,  which  would  exhaus- 
tively inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
whole  subject,  would  receive  the  confi- 
dence and  respect  of  the  public.  On 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he 
had  to  say  that  they  would  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LIABILITY  OF  TBUSTKES  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  duties 
and  liability  of  trustees— Was  pVetenUd  by  The 
Lord  Herschell ;  read  IK    (No.  24.) 

FIRE    AT    THE    THEATRE    ROYAL, 

EXETER. 

MOTION  FOB  AK  ADDBESS. 

Address  for, 

Reply  of  the  local  magistrates  to  the  Report 
of  Captain  Shaw  on  the  late  fire  at  Exeter.— 
{The  Earl  of  MiUtount,) 

Address  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half -past 

Six  0*  clock,  to  Thursday 

next,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Ttmday,  28M  February ^  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Memrbbs  Sworn— Edward 
Brodie  Hoare,  esquire,  for  Hampstead 
Borough;  The  honble.  William  Henry 
Wentworth  KtzwiUiam,  for  York,  West 
Riding,  Southern  Part  (Doncaster  Division). 

Supply— ^ofMi<^0e^  in  Committee  —  Jteeolutiont 
[February  27]  reported. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order) —Second  Beading — 
Grand  Junction  Water,  put  off ;  Metro- 
politan Outer  Circle  Hailway. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  — 
Speeches  in  Parliament*  [149]  ;  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Seamen's  Votes)  *  [150] ;  In- 
testates Estates  •  [151]. 

FRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


GKAND   JUNCTION  WATER    BILL 

{by  Order), 
SSOOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."^ifr.  Dodde.) 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sexy  Uxbridffe)  moyed,  as  an  Amend- 
menty  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
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time   upon   that  day  six  months.    He 
opposed  the  Bill  because^  in  addition  to 
the  injury  it  inflicted  upon  the  localities 
which  it  affected,  it  was  a  most  objection- 
able measure  in  the  public  interest.     It 
was  perfectly  unnecessary  to  speak  of 
the  value  of  the  Riyer  Thames.    The 
Riyer  Thames  at  the  present  moment 
was  not  only  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
the  inhabitants  on  its  banks,  but  it  was 
used  by  the  people  of  London  as  a  play- 
ground and  a  health  resort.    The  Bill 
took  fresh  powers  to  acquire  land  in  the 
parish  of  Dorney,  near  to  Surley  Hall, 
aboye  Windsor,  for  the  purposes  of  their 
undertaking,  but  it  had  a  much  wider 
scope  than  it  purported  to  haye.    The 
real  object  of  tiie  Bill  was  to  enable  the 
Oompany  to  move  the  whole  of  its  works 
from  Hampton,  where  they  were  now 
placed,  higher  up  the  Riyer ;  inyading 
an  entirely  new  district,  while  the  old 
district  would  not  be  used  at  all.    The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  knew  very  well 
that  no  more  water  would  be  allowed  to 
be  taken  out  of  the   Riyer   Thames. 
They  knew  that  a  proyision  of  that  idnd 
would  neyer  be  sanctioned  by  the  House 
of  Oommons  for  one  moment,  and  there- 
fore, in  order  to  blind  the  House,  they 
inserted  in  the  Bill  words  to  proyide 
that  no  more  watev  should  be  taken  out 
of  the  Thames  than  was  now  taken. 
But  what  they  did  was  to  take  power  to 
intercept  the  water  before  it  reached  the 
Thames.     He  failed  to  see  the  difference 
of  taking  the  water  out  of  the  Thames 
and  intercepting  it  before  it  reached 
that  Riyer.  •  So  far  as  the  water  in  the 
Riyer  was  concerned,  the  Conseryators 
were  able  to  test  the  quantity  taken 
out.    If  it  were  intercepted   before  it 
reached  the  Riyer  there  would  be  no 
check  whatever  upon   them,  and  they 
could  practically  tdce  any  quantity  they 
pleased  without  limit.      If  the  sources 
were  tapped  from  which  the  Thames 
was  fed,  and  all  the  springs  taken  away, 
the  Riyer  would  be   diminished  by  a 
quantity   which  it  was   impossible  to 
estimate.     The  Riyer  itself  would  not 
be   diminished    by   a  known  quantity, 
but  by  intercepting  the  sources  it  would 
be  diminished  by  an  unknown  quantity 
which  it  was  impossible  to  estimate. 
It  was  believed  that  the  effect  ol  the 
reposed  works  of  the  Oompany  would 
e  to  reduce  the  water  in  tne  Thames 
in  the  summer  months,  which  at  tiie 
present  moment  was  very  loW|  by  one- 
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sixth  of  its  present  flow.  The  in- 
habitants living  along  the  banks  of 
the  Biver  altogether  objected  to  the 
Bill.  Another  objection  to  the  measure 
was  that  it  contained  no  safeguard  or 
protection  at  all  as  to  the  quantity  of 
water  that  would  be  taken.  There  was 
no  provision  whatever  by  which  to  check 
the  amount  that  might  be  taken,  and 
nothing  could  prevent  the  Company 
from  taking  more  than  they  might  be 
authorized  to  take.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  forgive  him  for  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  in  this  manner, 
but  it  was  a  measure  which  would 
seriously  injure  his  own  constituents. 
He  had  the  honour  of  representing  a 
constituency  which  lived  along  the 
banks  of  the  Thames  for  16  miles — 
all  the  way  from  Staines  to  Teddlngton 
Lock.  They  were  of  opinion  that  their 
existence  depended  on  the  manner  in 
which  the  House  treated  this  measure  ; 
many  of  them  obtained  their  livelihood 
from  the  Biver ;  if  not  directly,  at  all 
events  indirectly,  from  those  who  came 
down  to  fish  and  enjoy  the  boating.  If 
this  Bill  were  passed  their  occupation 
would  be  gone,  and,  therefore,  their 
interests  would  be  seriously  afiPected. 
They  felt  that  if  a  large  quantity  of 
water  was  taken  from  the  Eiver  the 
effect  of  the  diminution  of  the  volume 
of  water  would  very  much  diminish 
the  speed  of  the  flow,  the  consequence 
being  that  the  Biver  would  silt  up  in  a 
manner  very  detrimental  to  the  traffic.  In 
the  course  of  last  summer  the  Biver  silted 
up  in  a  serious  manner  just  below  the 
point  where  the  Grand  Junction  Company 
propose  to  take  the  water,  and  if  any 
further  quantity  of  water  was  taken 
away  the  traffic  upon  the  Biver  at  that 
part,  might  be  virtually  destroyed.  The 
next  point  was  that  in  the  summer  time 
the  water  would  not  be  bank  high,  and 
great  quantities  of  mud  would  be  exposed 
to  the  daily  action  of  the  sun,  causing  a 
large  amount  of  effluvia  to  arise,  which 
would  be  most  injurious  to  the  health 
of  the  inhabitants  on  the  banks.  If  the 
Bill  passed  it  would  materially  affect 
the  Biver  at  Bichmond  and  Twicken- 
ham. It  was  almost  possible  now  during 
the  summer  to  walk  across  the  Biver  at 
certain  points,  but  if  this  Bill  passed  it 
would  be  left  almost  dry.  He  thought 
the  House  would  be  exceedingly  jealous 
before  they  consented  to  do  anything 
further  that  might  be   calculated   to 


injure  the  Biver.  Windsor  and  Eton 
were  anxious  about  their  water  supply. 
They  had  lately  purchased  their  works, 
and  feared  the  supply  might  be  tapped ; 
but  at  any  rate,  if  this  Bill  passed,  and  it 
did  diminish  the  water  in  the  Biver,  they 
knew  they  would  be  unable  to  work 
the  machinery  by  which  they  supplied 
themselves  with  water.  There  was 
another  matter  of  great  importance.  If 
these  works  were  constructed  it  was 
feared  that  the  foundations  of  Windsor 
Chapel  would  be  affected,  and  the  safety 
of  the  Castle  itself  imperilled.  A  Beport 
had  been  n^ade  to  the  Dean  and  Chap- 
ter some  time  ago  that  the  lack  of  water 
was  already  undermining  the  founda- 
tions of  the  Chapel.  If  the  water  was 
contracted  still  further  the  probable 
result  would  be  a  subsidence  of  the  soil. 
It  was  feared  that  if  this  Bill  passed  the 
whole  of  the  water  beneath  the  Castle 
mound  might  be  drawn  off.  Another 
point  was  this — in  the  dry  summer  of  last 
year  there  were  visible  marks  in  Winsdor 
Forest  that,  the  water  being  taken  away 
from  the  trees,  they  showed  great  signs  of 
decay  in  consequence.  If  any  quantity  of 
water  were  permanently  taken  away  the 
trees  in  Windsor  Forest  would  be  seri- 
ously injured.  Then,  again,  the  market 
gardeners  were  afraid  that  their  land 
would  no  longer  be  fit  for  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  now  utilized,  seeing  that 
they  were  entirely  dependent  for  their 
supply  of  water  on  the  water  proposed 
to  be  drained  off  by  this  Company.  In 
addition,  the  roadjs  in  the  locality  would 
be  rendered  useless  to  those  who  lived 
there.  He  would  only  point  out  what 
occurred  at  Hampton.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment the  roads  had  been  so  much  taken 
up  by  the  Water  Companies  that  the 
Local  Authorities  had  had  to  buy  land  in 
order  to  put  in  sewers.  The  tramway 
which  was  about  to  be  formed  in  the 
neighbourhood  had  been  stopped,  and 
the  inhabitants  could  not  obtain  the 
communication  which  they  ought  to 
have,  because  the  Water  Company  were 
interfering  with  them.  As  far  as  Lon- 
don was  concerned  there  was  another 
very  serious  point.  If  the  water  of  the 
Upper  Thames  were  impounded  great 
injury  would  be  done  to  the  scouring 
power  of  the  Biver,  and  the  ebb  and  flow 
of  sewage  would  constantly  be  going  on 
between  London  and  Woolwich.  The 
sewage,  instead  of  being  carried  off  by 
the  return  water,  would  be  allowed  to 
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go  backwards  and  forwards  with  the 
tide.  He  wished  to  know  why  the  Oon- 
seryators  of  the  Biver  Thames  had  not 
taken  distinct  action  in  the  matter  ? 
Parliament  had  placed  in  their  hands 
the  preserration  of  the  Biver  Thames. 
At  the  present  moment  there  were  a 
large  number  of  Water  Companies, 
which  supplied  the  Metropolis  with 
water,  and  he  wished  to  know  if  the  Oon- 
seryators  were  likely  to  receive  a  larger 
sum  from  the  Orand  Junction  Company 
if  they  consented  to  this  proposal,  and 
did  not  treat  it  in  the  way  it  deserved. 
He  thought  it  was  extremely  hard  that 
the  Conservators  should  bring  criminal 
prosecutions  against  persons  who  pol- 
luted the  water,  and  yet  were  willing  to 
part  with  the  water  bodily  for  a  profit, 
although  the  inhabitants  of  London  got 
no  benefit  from  the  expenditure.  There 
should  be  no  question  that  the  water 
supply  of  the  Metropolis  ought  to  belong 
to  the  Metropolis,  and  that  would  come 
to  pass  before  very  long.  The  way  in 
which  the  Water  Companies  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  treated  the  public  certainly 
failed  to  meet  with  universal  approba- 
tion. They  cut  off  the  water  from  the 
poor,  and  the  way  in  which  they  raised 
the  rates  and  made  the  people  pay  for 
the  concessions  which  were  given  to 
them  did  not  commend  them  to  public 
approbation.  He  wished  to  know  how 
long  was  that  House  prepared  to  give  to 
these  Water  Companies  privileges  for 
which  the  public  must  hereafter  pay  ? 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  liord 
Cross's  Bill  would  have  been  a  good 
measure  for  the  people  of  London. 
If  that  Bill  had  been  carried  the 
Metropolis  would  have  been  much 
better  off  in  regard  to  its  water  supply 
than  it  was  at  present.  He  feared  that 
they  would  never  get  the  same  terms 
again.  Since  then  the  Water  Companies 
had  spent  no  less  than  £1,600,000  on 
works,  all  of  which  would  have  to  be 
paid  for.  Until  there  was  one  grand 
plan  for  the  entire  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polis, all  money  expended  in  this  way 
would  be  money  thrown  away.  How 
long  was  Parliament  going  to  allow 
these  Companies  to  spend  money  over 
which  they  would  have  no  control.  The 
Company  did  not  propose  to  raise  fur- 
ther capital,  which  made  the  scheme 
all  the  more  objectionable,  as  if  tiiey 
used  their  imexhausted  powers  the  capi- 
tal so  used  would  not  oe  liable  to  the 
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restrictions  Companies  applying  for 
new  powers  had  to  submit  to.  Per- 
sonally, he  should  resist  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  Bill  in  every  way.  He 
objected  to  the  second  reading,  because 
he  did  not  think  that  the  money  of  the 
rat^ayers  should  be  spent  in  order  to 
oppose  the  Bill  in  Committee.  He 
understood  that  the  Gh)vemmait  in- 
tended to  support  the  BiU.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Company  could 
increase  their  works  without  injuring 
the  taxpayers  or  the  people  of  London. 
When  the  House  gave  further  powers  to 
the  Southwark  and  Yauxhall  Company, 
they  aooompanied  their  powers  with  a 
sinking  fund  to  pay  off  the  c^tal 
authorised  to  be  raised  within  a  cer- 
tain term.  Therefore^  in  every  sh^e 
the  measure  was  most  objection- 
able. The  last  Beport  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  spoke  of  the  in- 
creasing purity  of  the  Biver.  He  be- 
lieved tiiat  at  the  present  moment  the 
water  supply  of  London  was  more  pure 
than  that  supplied  either  to  Birming^uun 
or  Olasgow.  No  doubt  the  water  had 
been  rendered  year  by  year  more  pure 
through  the  exercise  of  the  provisions 
which  Parliament  had  imposed  upon  the 
Water  Companies.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  throw  out  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading,  and  not  put  the  parties  who 
were  opposing  it  to  the  enormous  ex- 
pense which  an  investigation  upstairs 
would  entail.  He  begged  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  second- 
ing the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  measure  would  not  only 
do  an  injury  to  the  community,  but  that 
it  was  framed  in  such  a  way  that  it  was 
a  positive  insult  to  the  House.  It 
assumed  that  the  Members  of  that  House 
were  perfect  fools ;  it  assumed  that  they 
did  not  know  that  a  river  was  fed  by  its 
tributaries.  He  supposed  the  Company 
thought  that  the  House  of  Commons 
imagined  that  the  whole  of  the  Thames 
water  came  down  in  the  shape  of  rain 
from  the  sky.  He  would  read  one  of 
the  dauses  of  the  Bill  in  order  to  show 
what  he  meant — namely,  the  10th 
dause,  which  said^ 

«  The  Oompany  may  from  time  to  time  by 
means  of  the  woriu  by  this  Act  aathorised,  take  • 
collect,  and  divert  into  their  now  Masting 
reservoirs  and  works,  and  the  worln  by  this  Act 
authorized,  and  therein  impound  and  thence 
distribute  tiie  waters  of  the  Biver  Thames  and 
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its  tributarief ,  and  of  any  of  the  other  atreama 
and  waters  shown  on  thedeposited  Plans  or  on 
or  near  the  site  of  the  works,  by  this  Act 
authorized,  or  on  any  land,  for  the  time  being, 
belonging  to  the  Company :  Provided  that 
nothing  nerein  contained  shall  authorise  the 
Company  to  take  from  the  Rirer  Thames  a 
larger  quantity  of  water  than  they  are  author- 
ized to  take  under  the  powers  of  Uie  Acts  here- 
inbefore recited." 

That  meant  that  the  Compaiiy  should 
not  take  in  water  they  had  not  power 
to  take  at  the  present  moment  when 
they  claimed  to  take  any  water 
they  liked  from  the  tributaries  of  the 
Thames.  The  hon#  Member  for  Uxbridge 
(Mr.  Dixon-Hartland)  who  opposed  the 
hilif  had  spoken  in  tne  interests  of  the 
inhabitants  above  Teddington  Lock. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  spoke  on  behalf 
of  those  below  Teddington  Look.  At 
the  present  moment  so  much  water  was 
taken  from  the  Biver  that  its  volume 
was  diminished  by  about  one-third.  The 
consequence  was  that  the  mud  was 
carried  up  by  the  tide  and  deposited, 
the  tide  not  being  strong  enough  to 
sweep  it  away.  Any  hon.  Member  could 
see  tnat  for  himself  by  looking  at  the 
opposite  side  of  the  Eiver  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  these  cir- 
oumstanoes,  he  did  not  think  that  they 
should  give  power  to  any  Company 
whatever  to  take  water  from  the  tribu- 
taries of  the  Thames.  He  understood 
that  Mr.  Joseph  Lucas  had  made  a 
survey  of  the  water-bearing  strata  of 
the  Tnames  Valley.  That  matter  was  a 
large  one,  and  ought  to  be  treated  by 
the  House ;  but  it  ought  not  to  be  taken 
pieoemeal.  No  Company  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  that  House  and  ask  for 
powers  which  were  calculated  to  injure 
a  river  which  was  of  so  much  import- 
ance to  Londoners.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ^'  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Dtxan-Sartiand,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  that  no  doubt  a 
formidable  coalition  had  manifested 
itself  against  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
interested  in  that  coalition,  because  on 
previous  occasions  he  had  taken  part  in 
it,  and  he  had  found  himself  in  alliance 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 


(Mr.  Labouchere)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Uxbridge  (Mr.  Dixon-Hartland). 
On  this  occasion,  however,  he  would  ask 
the  House  not  to  be  guided  by  those  hon. 
Members.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ux- 
bridge, who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  drew  a  gloomy  picture  of  what 
woidd  happen  if  the  Bill  were  passed. 
He  had  made  statements  of  an  auirmine 
character.  In  the  first  place,  he  saia 
that  the  Thames  would  run  dry;  that 
the  mud  would  be  uncovered  and  exposed 
in  consequence  of  the  Thames  running 
dry,  which  would  produce  a  pestilential 
effluvia  that  would  be  dangerous  to 
health,  and  might  lead  to  loss  of  life ; 
that  Windsor  Castle  would  subside  and 
possibly  tumble  into  the  River ;  that  all 
the  trees  in  Windsor  Forest  would  decay 
and  die ;  that  every  road  in  the  neigh- 
bouring locality  would  become  impass- 
able, and  cease  to  be  of  any  use  whatever 
to  public  traffic.  No  doubt  these  were 
statements  of  an  alarming  character; 
but  they  were  statements  which  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  could 
not  be  taken  on  the  mere  assertion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Uxbridge. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said,  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  wish  to  misrepresent  him.  He  had 
not  made  those  statements,  but  he  had 
said  that  they  were  brought  forward  by 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  as 
statements  of  its  probable  result. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  might  be  so ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  hon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to 
influence  the  House  by  repeating  the 
statements.  It  was  obvious  that  they 
were  statements  which  required  careful 
examination.  They  were  allegations 
which  could  not  be  allowed  to  rest  upon 
any  ex  parte  statement  of  facts.  If  the 
hon.  Member  was  correct  in  the  forecast 
he  had  made  as  to  the  result  of  the  Bill, 
no  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  hesitate  for  one  moment  in 
rejecting  the  measure.  But  the  question 
was,  were  they  correct  ?  Tho  statements 
which  had  been  made  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  upon  Windsor  Castle  and  the 
Thames,  and  all  the  other  effects  he  had 
stated  to  the  House,  were  not  questions 
which  the  House  could,  on  a  second 
reading  stage,  examine  for  themselves. 
He  thought  it  would  be  an  unprece- 
dented thing  if  any  bond  Jide  project 
for  carrying  out  a  great  public  im- 
provement,    such     as     an     additton 
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to  the  water  supply  of  London, 
were  thrown  out  on  the  eeoond  reading. 
He  thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
there  was  no  precedent  whatever.  What 
was  the  question  that  ought  to  be 
decided  by  the  Bill  ?  It  was  essentially 
a  scientific  one,  on  which  the  evidence  of 
scientific  men  must  be  heard.  What  was 
the  question?  It  was  this — Whether 
the  Biver  Thames  and  all  the  amenities 
of  the  Biver  Thames  would  vanish  if 
this  Water  Bill  were  passed  ?  He  would 
ask  the  House  with  great  confidence 
whether  that  was  a  question  they  could 
decide  in  a  debate  on  the  second  read- 
ing? It  was  a  question  upon  which 
evidence  must  be  called  and  thoroughly 
sifted  by  a  Committee  upstairs.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  the  House  if  it 
took  upon  itself  on  an  ex  parte  statement 
a  project  such  as  this,  which  might  be 
productive  of  the  greatest  possible 
advantage  to  a  very  large  number  of 
people?  In  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Uzbridge  not  one  word  was 
said  about  a  most  important  part  of  the 
community — the  500,000  of  the  popula- 
tion of  London  who  had  no  recognized 
representation  in  that  House  and  no 
local  self-government  of  their  own,  and 
who,  if  the  House  did  not  protect  them 
with  the  greatest  possible  care,  might 
suffer  great  injury  if  the  Bill  were  re- 
jected. The  present  Company  averred 
that  they  were  not  at  the  present 
moment  in  a  position  to  supply  500,000 
of  the  population  of  the  Metropolis  with 
water  unless  they  got  these  powers. 
That  was  their  statement,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  would 
hardly  deny  that  any  Gas  or  Water 
Company,  or  any  other  Company,  had 
privileges  which  should  be  protected  by 
the  House.  He  maintained  that  the 
House  could  not  in  common  justice  to 
a  large  population,  without  authorized 
information,  throw  out  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
upon  any  ex  parte  statement.  The  Bill 
undoubtedly  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go 
upstairs.  He  had  only  one  more  point  to 
bring  before  the  House,  but  it  was  a 
point  of  great  importance.  The  Inspector 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  who 
was  appointed  by  the  Board  to  report 
yearly  on  the  condition  of  the  Metro- 
politan water  supply,  had  been  made 
aware  of  this  project  and  had  reported 
upon  it.  The  document  was  long,  and 
therefore  he  would  not  read  it,  but  if 
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any  hon.  Member  would  turn  to  the 
document  he  would  find  that  the  In- 
spector had  reported  in  favourable  terms 
on  the  scheme,  and  there  was  not  one 
word  in  it  about  all  the  terrible  results 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Uzbridge 
had  stated.  He  found  nothing  in  it 
about  Windsor  Castle,  or  the  trees  of 
Windsor  Forest,  or  the  pestilential 
effluvia,  but  he  did  find  this  passage — 

**  There  can  be  no  question  that  if  the 
Directors  succeed  in  carrjrin^  out  this  project 
the  Company  will  greatly  improye  its  posi- 
tion." 

\_Crie9  of'  Hear,  hear !  "]  Yes;  but  this 
position  was  that  of  a  Company  authorized 
and  bound  to  supply  London  with  water. 
The  hon.  Memoers  for  Northampton 
and  Uzbridge  had  no  consideration  for 
the  consumers ;  they  thought  only  of  the 
people  who  made  a  playground  of  the 
Thames ;  whereas  he  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  thought  of  those  who  were 
dependent  for  their  supply  of  water 
upon  schemes  of  this  kind.  The  Report 
went  on  to  say — 

«  The  consumers,  numbering  nearly  500,000 
persons,  will  benefit  by  having  at  command  a 
larger,  and,  so  far  as  the  upper  source  is  con- 
cerned, a  better  supply  than  heretofore.  But 
this  project,  by  the  possibilities  it  introdooes, 
may  fairly  be  regarded  as  the  initiatory  step 
towards  the  improvement  of  the  water  supply 
of  all  the  Thames-deriving  Companies,  inrolv. 
ing  the  interests  of  more  than  2,500,000 
people." 

He  asked  the  House  if  this  was  a  pro- 
ject they  ought  to  reject  peremptorily 
on  the  second  reading  without  any  exa- 
mination— without  the  slightest  con* 
sideration  for  the  interests  of  the  Metro- 
polis, or  for  the  2,500,000  of  the  popu- 
lation who,  for  all  they  knew,  were 
dependent  for  their  water  on  this 
supply  ?  He  appealed  with  great  con- 
fidoDce  to  Her  Majesty's  Qt>yernment 
and  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  say 
whether  he  was  not  perfectly  justified 
in  his  contention  that  this  was  a  Bill 
which  the  House  was  bound  to  send  up- 
stairs? If,  after  a  due  examination, 
after  studying  the  evidence,  the  House 
was  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  the  whole  question  could  be 
brought  before  the  House  again.  He 
implored  the  House  in  the  interests  of 
the  inhabitants  of  London  not  to  reject 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  BICHAEDSON  -  GABDNEB 
(Windsor)  said,  he  intended  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.     He  did 
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BOf  not  on  the  general  grounds  wliich 
had  been  brought  forward  by  preiious 
speakers,  but  as  the  BepresentatiTe  of 
a  very  large  constituency,  and  a  very 
ancient  constituency,  on  the  borders  of 
the  Thames.  He  was  anxious  to  point 
out  how  their  interests  would  be  very 
materially  affected  if  this  measure  were 
passed.  The  Corporation  of  Windsor — 
the  town  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent—had lately  purchased,  or  were 
about  to  purchase,  for  the  only  question 
remaining  to  be  settled  was  the  amount 
of  the  purchase  money  which  was  now 
under  arbitration  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  a  quantity  of  land  which  was 
to  be  devoted  for  the  purpose  of  secu- 
ring the  health  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
town.  Not  only  were  they  entering 
into  this  arrangement,  but  they  were 
engaged  with  the  present  generation  to 
pay  the  sum  of  money  it  was  necessary 
to  raise,  although  the  scheme  was  for 
the  benefit  of  generations  that  were  to 
come.  What  would  be  the  result  to 
the  Corporation  of  Windsor  and  its 
water  works  if  this  Bill  passed  ?  The 
measure  authorized  the  Company  to 
take  300  acres  of  land  contiguous  to 
Windsor  and  Eton,  where  the  promoters 
meant  to  make  shafts  and  adits.  By  doing 
so  they  would  draw  from  the  strata  the 
water  out  of  probably  50,000  or  100,000 
acres  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood. 
The  Bill  authorized  the  Company  to 
draw  water  which  might  be  found  in  or 
under  any  lands  acquired  by  the  Com- 
pany. But  they  could  not  limit  them- 
selves to  the  water  found  in  or  under 
the  lands  they  required,  because  this 
particular  piece  of  land  was  like  the 
neck  of  a  bottle,  and  would  suck  in  and 
withdraw  all  the  water  out  of  the  chalk 
formation.  What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence to  the  inhabitants  of  Windsor 
and  Eton?  It  would  be  found  after 
the  Corporation  had  purchased  the  land 
to  which  he  referred,  and  had  spent  a 
large  sum  of  money  upon  it,  that  all 
their  wells  would  be  tapped  and  dried. 
What  security,  therefore,  could  they 
have  for  supplying  Windsor  and  Eaton 
with  water,  which  was  undoubtedly  as 
important  to  those  places  as  the  supply 
to  the  inhabitants  of  London?  The 
Company  knew  very  well  that  the  land 
they  proposed  to  acquire  contained  a 
large  quantity  of  water.  With  regard 
to  the  national  property  contained  in 
Windsor,     and    particularly    Windsor 


Castle,  he  would  not  follow  all  the 
arguments  of  his  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
would  say  this — that  some  20  years  ago 
there  was  a  conflagration  in  Windsor 
Castle,  and  the  authorities,  being  veiy 
much  alarmed  at  what  had  oocurred, 
immediately  constructed  works  for  wells 
in  a  high  position  in  Windsor  Forest, 
so  that  the  water  from  certain  towers 
then  erected  might  find  its  way  to 
Windsor  Castle.  If  a  fire  were  to  occur 
there  again,  and  these  wells  had  been 
dried  by  the  works  of  the  Grand  Junction 
Company,  a  very  serious  calamity  might 
occur.  He  was  told  that  the  Company 
had  made  some  suggestions  to  the  Board 
of  Works  which  might  be  satisfactory 
to  them,  but  he  thought  that  whatever 
terms  ikej  might  offer,  or  whatever 
suggestions  they  might  make,  it  would 
be  much  better  for  the  Board  of  Works 
to  rely  upon  and  preserve  the  sources  of 
supply  they  had  now,  rather  than  trust 
to  others  which  they  knew  not  of.  There 
were  other  reasons  why  this  Bill  should 
not  be  read  a  second  time  ;  but,  seeing 
that  it  was  a  Private  Bill,  he  would  not 
enter  into  them,  but  he  would  leave 
the  measure  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House,  simply  intimating  that  he  should 
record  his  vote  against  it. 

Tot  PEESIDENT  of  tot  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  appealed  to  the  Government  to  give 
its  support  to  the  Bill,  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  in  answer  to  that  appeal  in 
regard  to  the  course  which  he  would 
recommend  the  House  to  take  upon  the 
measure.  In  the  first  place,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  this  was  no 
wanton  application  on  the  part  of  the 
Company,  but  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  them  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment for  additional  powers  in  regard  to 
the  supply  of  water.  The  Report  of  the 
Water  Examiner  ixx  London  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  pointed  out  clearly 
last  year  that  the  demands  upon  the 
resources  of  this  Company  had  ap- 
proached almost  perilously  to  the  limits 
of  supply.  He  would  only  read  one 
paragraph  of  the  Report  in  order  to 
show  what  the  opinion  of  the  Water 
Examiner  was-^ 

"  The  expansion  of  the  demand  for  water  in 
the  district  sapplied  by  the  Qrajid  Junction 
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Oompany,  and  the  oiroamttanoei  under  which 
the  supply  was  carried  out  during  the  past  two 
summers,  when  it  approximated  closely  on  two 
or  three  occasions  to  22,000,000  gallons  daily, 
showed  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  a  further 
enlargement  of  the  works  must  be  arranged 
for." 

The  House  would  see  that  it  was  conse- 
quently imperatiTO  on  the  Oompanj  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  further  powers 
in  connection  with  a  supply  of  water. 
The  question  next  arose  whether  the 
Oompany  could  get  the  enormous  supply 
they  absolutely  required  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  their  existing  works.  From 
the  evidence  before  the  House  it  was 
evident  that  they  could  not  obtain  the 
supply  in  the  neighbourhood  of  their 
existing  works,  and  that  if  they  were  by 
any  means  enabled  to  do  so,  it  would  not 
be  a  satisfactory  one,  in  consequence 
of  the  building  operations  now  going 
on.  The  next  question  was  whether 
the  proposed  source  of  supply  was,  from 
a  sanitary  point  of  view,  a  good  one. 
On  that  point  he  thought  there  could 
be  no  question  whatever.  The  source 
from  which  it  was  proposed  to  obtain 
the  supply  was  an  infinitely  superior 
one  to  that  which  the  Company  at 
present  drew  upon.  Therefore,  whether 
the  House  looked  at  the  needs  of 
the  Oompany  or  the  source  from 
which  they  proposed  to  obtain  a  supply, 
the  application  would  be  found  to  be  a 
justifiable  one.  No  doubt  the  obj  ections 
which  had  been  raised  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Uxbridge  (Mr. 
Dixon-Hartland)  were  of  a  serious 
nature.  He  had  no  desire  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  those  objections  on 
the  part  of  the  GK3vemment,  but  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  that  that  was 
a  question  in  regard  to  which  the  House 
was  not  in  a  position  to  come  to  a  satis- 
factory decision.  It  must  of  necessity 
be  a  matter  to  be  inquired  into  in  the 
usual  manner  by  a  Oommittee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  position  the 
Government  took  In  the  matter  was  this 
— they  recommended  the  House  to  pass 
the  second  reading,  in  order  that  the 
Bill  might  go  before  a  Select  Committee, 
where  cdl  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  would  be  fully  considered,  and 
the  question  would  be  decided  upon  its 
merits. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said  he  intended  to  ask  the  House  to 
reject  the  Bill  for  ptecamAy  the  reasons 
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that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South    Paddington    (Lord     Randolph 
Churchill)  ask^  the  House  to  pass  it, 
and  not  for  any  of  those  matters  which 
had  been  put  to  the  House,  no  doubt 
accurately  enough,  by  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  moved  and  seconded  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  measure,  but  for  a  matter 
upon  which  the  House  was  perfectly 
competent  to  pass  an  opinion.  He  spoke 
on  behalf  of  the  population  of  London. 
He  would  put  this  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  those  who  thought  of  voting  with 
him.    The  proposal  was  to  give  to  a 
private  Company  power  to  take  from 
the  Thames,  which  was  already  falling 
very  short  year  by  year,  for  the  benefit 
of  that  Company's  pocket,  water  which 
they  were  to  sell  at  a  profit,  and  which 
they  should  go  further  away  to  find, 
instead  of  reducing  that  which  was  now 
an  insufficient  supply.    The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  House  was  not  competent 
to  judge  of  the  question.    There  were 
matters  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
House  which  they  could  not  help  recog- 
nizing.   One  of  them    was    that    the 
Thames  for  years,  except  in  seasons  of 
flood,  had  been  deficient  in  volume,  and 
was  growing  more  deficient   year   by 
year.    His  own  experience  might  not 
be  of  much  value,  but  he  frequently 
visited  the  district  from  which  this  wateV 
was  proposed  to  be  taken.    He    was 
fishing  there  only  on  Saturday  last,  and, 
therefore,  he  spoke  with  some  knowledge 
when  he  said  'that  the  Thames  was  not 
more  than  two  or  three  inches  higher 
in   mid-winter  than  it   generally  was 
in   the   drought  of  summer.    It  used 
to    be    that    the    Thames    was    only 
low    in    summer,    but    that    was  not 
the  case  now.    It  was  proposed  that  the 
Grand  Junction  Company  should  take  the 
water  away  and  sell  it,  and  they  were 
told  that  that  was  a  matter  upon  which 
a  Committee    upstairs    could    form   a 
better  opinion  than  the  House  itself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the   Local  Government  Board  inti- 
mated that  the  (Government  were  prepared 
to  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.      He  was  very  sorry  to  hear  ii 
In  the  interests  of  the  people  of  London 
he  was  sorry  to  hear  such  an  announce- 
ment.   He  maintained  that  the  Ghyvem- 
ment  would  do  bettor  to  prevent  that 
which  was  an  important  source  of  health, 
because  a  well-fed  river  was  always  a 
source  of  health,  from  being  fiorther 
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interfered  with  by  a  private  Oompany 
which  would  soon  have  to  be  bought 
up  in  some  of  the  arrangements  which 
were  about  to  be  made.  He  asked  the 
House  to  reject  the  scheme.  They  were 
told  that  the  Company  must  have  water 
— that  was  to  say  that  the  Oompany 
must  have  goods  to  sell.  Let  the  Com- 
pany then  get  their  goods  from  a  longer 
distance  by  the  means  which  science  had 
placed  in  their  hands,  just  as  Glasgow 
and  Manchester  had  to  do.  Why 
should  a  private  Company  be  allowed 
to  convert  the  Thames  into  a  muddy 
ditch  simply  for  their  own  benefit  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  di 
the  Local  Government  Board  said  the 
source  from  which  the  Company  pro- 
posed to  take  their  supply  was  a  superior 
source  to  that  from  which  they  obtained 
it  now.  That  was  quite  true  ;  but  why 
should  the  Biver  itself  have  its  volume 
of  water  extracted,  and  mere  sewage, 
filth,  and  mud  retained  in  it?  He 
asked  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill  as  an 
impertinent  attempt  on  the  part  of  a 
private  Company  to  make  money  out  of 
the  health  of  the  people. 

Me.  8EAGER  HUNT  (Marylebone, 
W.)  wished  to  point  out  that  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  and  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  arguments  which  should  induce 
the  House  to  look  at  the  question,  not 
from  the  point  of  view  taken  by  the 
Grand  Junction  Company,  but  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  supply  of  water  to 
London  senerally.  It  might  be  neces- 
sary for  wis  Oompany  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses to  remove  their  works  from 
Hampton  to  Windsor  on  account  of  the 

foUution  of  the  supply  by  cesspools, 
t  might,  therefore,  be  necessary  to 
withdraw  the  water  supply  from  Hamp- 
ton and  for  the  works  to  be  removed  to 
some  other  place.  On  the  other  hand, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ux- 
bridge  (Mr.  Dixon-Hartland)  had 
pointed  out  a  number  of  evils  which 
would  be  created  if  the  Bill  were 
passed.  The  proper  course,  then,  was  to 
refer  the  whole  question  of  the  water 
supply  of  London  to  a  Oommittee.  It 
was  not  a  question  pertaining  to  this 
one  Oompany  alone,  but  it  was  a  ques- 
tion pertaining  to  the  entire  water 
supply  of  the  Metropolis,  and  that  being 
so,  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  those  who 
opposed  the  Bill  iwould  come    to  an 
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understanding  that  the  matter  should 
be  referred  to  a  Oommittee  in  order 
that  the  whole  question  of  the  supply  of 
water  to  London  should  be  thoroughly 
gone  into. 

Major  BASOH  (Essex,  S.E.),  in 
supporting  the  Amendment,  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
say  a  few  words,  as  he  regarded  himself 
to  some  extent  as  an  expert,  being  him- 
self the  Chairman  of  a  large  Water 
Oompany.  The  intention  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  two- 
fold. First,  to  obtain  a  superior  supply 
of  water;  and,  secondly,  to  take  nomoro 
water  out  at  Windsor  than  they  now 
took  out  at  Hampton.  They  were  told 
that  the  water  supply  at  Hampton  was 
impure.  He  thought  that  they  ought 
not  to  condone  the  laxity  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board,  ^ho,  against  the 
interests  of  the  riparian  owners,  allowed 
to  be  poured  into  the  Thames  millions 
of  gallons  of  sewage.  He  thought  it 
was  wrong  that  the  water  of  the  Thames 
should  be  injured  owing  to  the  laxity  of 
the  Conservancy  Board.  The  argument 
was  that  the  Company  would  not  take 
more  water  at  Windsor  than  at  Hampton ; 
but  that  argument  could  hardly  be  held 
by  any  man  of  business,  because  the 
difference  consisted  in  taking  water  20 
miles  higher  up  the  Biver.  It  was  just 
the  same  as  taking  a  glass  of  water  out 
of  a  nine-gallon  cask  instead  of  a  water 
bottle,  seeing  that  the  volume  of  water 
at  Hampton  was  only  one-third  of  that 
at  Windsor.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
vote  against  the  second  reading  as  a 
protest  against  the  laxity  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board,  and  in  order  to 
prevent  the  inhabitants  of  Windsor  and 
Eaton  from  being  subjected  to  the  des- 
polling  of  the  most  beautiful  prospect 
near  London. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couetney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Housd 
long;  but  he  would  recommend  hon. 
Members  not  to  depart  from  the  usual 
course,  but  to  remit  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  Many 
allegations  had  been  made  on  both  sides 
in  reference  to  the  Bill  that  were  con- 
tradictory to  each  other,  and  it  was 
quite  impossible  that  the  House  could, 
as  a  rule,  from  mere  impressions,  de- 
rived from  different  statements,  come  to 
a  right  conclusion  with  regard  to  them. 
Every  one  of  the  statements  made  iu 
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course  of  the  discussion  could  be  inves- 
tigated before  a  Committee  upstairs, 
where  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  XJxbridge  (Mr.  Dixon-Hartland) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Windsor  (Mr. 
Bichardson-Gardner)  would  be  able  to 
protect  their  own  interests.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  persons  represented  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  Uzbridge  and  Wind- 
sor should  not  defend  their  interests 
before  a  Select  Committee  appointed  by 
the  House  to  inquire  into  all  the  veied 
questions  raised  by  the  Bill.  The  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  made  a  powerful  impression 
by  appealing  to  larger  considerations 
relating  to  the  character  and  state  of 
the  Thames.  Now,  the  Thames  would 
be  represented  before  the  Committee  by 
the  Thames  Conservancy  Board,  who 
were  to  appear  in  opposition  to  the  Bill ; 
and  it  would  be  their  first  duty  to  show 
distinctly  the  effect  of  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  upon  the  condition  and 
volume  of  the  water.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion which  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  decide  on  its  merits.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  displayed 
his  usual  candour  in  dealing  with  the 
House  he  would  have  told  them,  when 
he  spoke  of  the  low  level  of  the  Thames 
at  this  time  of  the  year — namely,  mid- 
winter— that  there  was  an  unusually 
dry  summer  and  an  unusually  dry 
winter. 

Mr.  BHADLATJOH  said,  that  except 
after  a  flooded  winter  a  few  years  ago, 
the  Thames  in  mid-winter  had  been  in- 
variably low  for  the  last  10  years. 

Mr  COUETNEY  said,  that  was  a 
new  allegation,  but  it  was  one  that  could 
be  investigated  by  a  Select  Committee. 
There  was  nothing  that  the  Committee 
would  not  have  power  to  examine  into 
with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Company,  if  the  Bill  were 
read  a  second  time.  So  far  as  a  general 
review  of  the  Thames  was  concerned, 
there  was  only  one  point  which  a  Com- 
mittee would  not  originally  inquire  into, 
and  that  was  the  probable  general  effect 
of  the  operations  of  the  Company  upon 
the  beauty  of  the  Thames.  He  did  not 
know  whether  any  particular  persons 
would  have  power  to  appear  before  the 
Committee  upon  that  matter.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  general  effect  upon  the 
Thames  and  its  banks,  he  would  suggest 
that  if  the  House  consented  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  as  he  hoped  it  would, 
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it  might  be  expedient  to  agree  to  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  consider 
what  the  effect  of  the  Bill  might  be 
upon  the  beauty  of  the  Thames,  and 
what  safeguards  could  be  introduced  in 
order  to  protect  the  Eiver  under  that 
aspect  of  the  case.  Subject  to  that  sugges- 
tion he  did  not  know  a  single  issue 
raised  in  the  Bill  which  could  not  be 
fairly  and  properly  considered  by  a 
Private  Bill  Committee,  and  which  cer- 
tainly could  not  bo  properly  decided  bj 
the  House  itself. 

Mr.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  re- 
marked that  there  was  one  point  which 
had  not  been  gone  into,  and  that  was 
how  the  Bill  would  affect  the  whole  sup- 
ply of  water  to  London.  Many  persons 
thought  that  the  water  supply  of  the 
Metropolis  was  not  in  a  satisfactory 
position,  and  required  to  be  considered 
as  a  whole.  Therefore,  every  Bill  passed 
by  Parliament  which  tended  to  increase 
and  emphasize  the  present  system  by  re- 
tarding the  carrying  out  of  a  larger  and 
better  supply  of  water  for  the  whole  of 
London,  was  one  which  required  oareAil 
consideration.  That  was  the  view  he 
took  of  the  matter,  because  in  his  judg- 
ment what  was  required  was  that  the 
entire  system  of  the  Metropolitan  water 
supply  should  be  carefully  investigated. 
The  more  formidable  and  larger  the 
Water  Companies  became,  the  more 
difficult  it  would  be  in  future  to  re- 
arrange and  consolidate  the  whole  of  the 
water  supply  of  London.  Therefore,  as 
they  were  about  to  enter  upon  domestic 
legislation,  he  thought  the  best  course 
for  the  House  to  pursue,  would  be  to  wait 
until  the  entire  subject  could  be  in- 
quired into  by  a  Select  Committee.  He 
thought  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  water  supply  of  London. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  104 ;  Noes 
188:  Majority  84.     (Div.  List  No.  16.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Eeading  put  off  tor  six  months. 
Q  UHSTIONS. 


MERCHANT    SEAMEN— CASE    OP   THE 
NEORO  RILEY. 

Mb.  kino  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
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ment,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  case  of  a  negro  named 
Biley,  who,  having  been  charged  by  his 
captain  with  an  offence  at  sea,  which 
he  strenuously  denied,  was  detained  in 
prison  at  Hull,  under  repeated  remands, 
the  prosecutor  not  appearing  to  maintain 
the  charge,  for  109  days,  and  was  dis- 
charged last  week  by  the  magistrate  in 
default  of  the  prosecution  appearance ; 
and,  whether  the  accused,  having  been 
discharged  under  such  circumstances,  is 
entitled  to  any  remedy  for  his  long  de- 
tention P 

The  8E0EETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case.  The  failure  of  the  prosecu- 
tion to  appear  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  ship  in  which  the  witnesses  were 
travelling  to  this  country  was  condemned 
as  unfit  at  Bermuda,  and  the  crew  were 
paid  off  and  discharged.  The  record  of 
the  Naval  Oourt,  held  at  the  British 
Vice  Consulate  at  Pensacola,  which 
found  the  prisoner  guilty  of  assault  and 
remitted  him  to  this  country  for  trial, 
was  left  at  Bermuda ;  and  the  captain, 
who  was  the  prosecutor,  was  ill  in  bed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  prisoner, 
who  had  been  in  custody  since  the  25th 
of  October,  was  discharged  by  the  ma- 
gistrate ;  but  it  was  not  a  case  in  which 
I  could  advise  that  any  compensation 
should  be  given. 

WESTERN    AUSTRALIA.  —  GRANT    OP 
RESPONSIBLE   GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  rumour  that  it  has  been  in  con- 
templation to  grant  responsible  Govern- 
ment to  Western  Australia,  having  a 
population  of  under  45,000  souls,  and  a 
territory  of  1,000,000  square  miles,  and 
whether  Parliament  will  be  consulted 
before  any  steps  are  taken  to  en- 
courage or  approTe  any  such  movements 
by  the  Colonial  Office ;  whether  he  will 
state  the  quantity  of  Government  lands 
which  have  been  already  alienated  by 
the  Goverment  of  the  Colony,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Colonial  Office,  distin- 
guishing land  sold  from  land  leased,  and 
will  state  the  average  price  obtained  per 
acre  in  each  case ;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a 
Beturn  of  all  land  grants,  sales,  or 
dealings  by  the  Colonial  (jbvernment 


during  the  past  10  years,  stating  the 
names  of  the  grantees  or  lessees  respec- 
tively, and,  in  the  case  of  Sydicates  or 
public  Companies  who  have  been  Con- 
cessionaires, giving  the  names  of  the 
members  of  such  Syndicates  or  Com- 
panies, and  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  Concessions  in  each  case  ? 

Thb  TJNDEB  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hbhby  Db  Woems) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
it  is  not  proposed,  in  the  event  of  re- 
sponsible Government  being  introduced 
into  Western  Australia,  to  give  to  the 
present  population  the  control  of  the 
whole  of  the  Crown  Lands  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Colony.  It  would  be 
necessary  to  pass  an  Act  before  re- 
sponsible Government  could  be  estab- 
lished, so  that  Parliament  will  have  full 
opportunity  of  considering  the  proposals, 
should  they  be  proceeded  with,  oefore 
they  can  be  earned  out.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot,  however,  under- 
take to  consult  Parliament  before  de- 
ciding whether  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
should  be  introduced.  The  particulars 
of  leases,  sales,  and  grants  of  Crown 
Lands  in  Western  Australia  are  not  re- 
corded in  this  country,  and  would, 
therefore,  have  to  be  obtained  from 
the  Colony.  There  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  procure  them,  in  the  event  of  a 
proposal  being  made  to  Parliament  for 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  the  hon.  * 
Member's  Question. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  Kisq, 

Bakok  HENEY  DE  woems  said, 
he  was  not  able  to  lay  the  Betums 
asked  for  on  the  Table,  but  would  make 
inquiry. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Akthub  O'Coknob 
(Donegal,  E.), 

Babok  HENET  DE  WOEMS  said, 
the  approval  of  the  Colonial  Office 
would  be  necessary  to  any  scheme  pro- 
posed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— SENTENCES  OP 

FLOGGING. 

Mr.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, since  recent  legislation  reserves 
the  punishment  of  floggfing  for  offences 
attended  by  violence,  he  will  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  7  &  8 
Geo,  lY.  c.  26,  under  which  William 
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Boberts  was  recently  sentenced  at  Liver- 
pool Assizes  to  30  lashes? 

The  8B0BETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  have 
consulted  with  the  "Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  they  concur 
in  the  opinion  that  the  section  in  ques- 
tion should  be  repealed.  Steps  will  ac- 
cordingly be  taken  by  the  Government 
to  effect  its  repeal. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887-^TOHN  SUL- 
LIVAN,  BLACKSMITH  —  CAPTAIN 
MASSEY,  R.M. 

Mb.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
John  Sullivan,  blacksmith,  whose  sen- 
tence of  one  month's  imprisonment, 
under  the  Criminal  Law  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,  was  set  aside  by  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  on  the  ground  of 
there  being  no  evidence  to  justify  a  con- 
viction, was  tried,  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced by  Captain  Massey,  B.M. ;  whe- 
ther at  Tarbert,  County  Kerry,  in 
January,  certain  persons  were  convicted 
by  the  same  Captain  Massey,  B.M.,  of 
the  offence  of  being  present  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Irish  National  League ;  whe- 
ther in  passing  sentence  Captain  Massey 
declared — 

"  It  had  been  established  to  his  satisfactioii 
that  a  meeting  had  been  held ;  that  that  fact 
raised  the  presumption  that  it  was  a  National 
League  meeting ;  and  that  the  onus  of  proving 
that  it  was  not  a  National  League  meeting 
rested  on  the  accused ;  *' 

and,  whether  Captain  Massey,  B.M.,  is 
one  of  the  magistrates  of  the  sufficiency 
of  whose  legal  knowledge  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  satisfied  himself,  as 
required  by  **  The  Criminal  Law  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act,  1887?" 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
8ECBETABY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  John  Sullivan  was  tried,  with 
four  others,  on  a  charge  of  conspiracy 
to  Boycott,  before  Mr.  Macdermott, 
B.M.,  and  Captain  Massey,  B.M.,  and 
sentenced  to  one  month's  imprisonment. 
This  sentence  was  set  aside  by  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  on  account  of  the  absence 
of  evidence  of  a  Boycotting  conspiracy 
in  Sullivan's  case.  Evidence  of  such  a 
conspiracy  had  been  given  in  the  first 
of  the  cases  heard  by  the  magistrates, 
but  it   was  not   formally  repeated  in 
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Sullivan's  case ;  and,  while  the  magis- 
trates had  had  full  oral  evidence  ox  it, 
it  did  not  appear  on  the  deposition  in- 
spected by  the  Superior  Court,  which, 
therefore,  had  no  judicial  knowledge  of 
it  existence.  As  regards  the  cases 
heard  at  Tarbert  Petty  Sessions,  Cap- 
tain  Massey,  B.M.,  reports  that  the 
statement  quoted  is  altogether  erroneous. 
Appeals,  however,  have  been  taken 
against  the  convictions;  and  I  am, 
therefore,  precluded  from  entering  fur- 
ther into  tne  matter.  Captain  ILissey 
was  one  of  the  legally  qualified  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  under  the  Prevention 
of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act,  1882,  and  has 
been  re-appointed  as  one  of  the  magis- 
trates of  the  sufficiency  of  whose  legal 
knowledge  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
satisfied  himself,  as  required  by  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887. 

CIVIL    SERVICE    WRITERS  —  PROMO- 
TION TO  THE  LOWER  DIVISION. 

Sir  JOHN  PULESTON  (Devonport) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  List  of  Writers  to  be  pro- 
moted to  the  Lower  Division  of  the 
Civil  Service  lately  issued  is  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  final  one  ? 

The  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jacksow) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  consideration  of 
copyists'  claims  in  the  greater  part  of 
the  Public  Offices  is  completed,  and 
there  will  be  no  further  promotions  to 
the  Lower  Division  so  far  as  these 
Offices  are  concerned.  Two  or  three 
Departments  are  still  under  considera- 
tion. 

MERCHANDISE     MARKS     ACT,    1887— 
ACTION  OF  COLONIAL  GOVERNMENTS, 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Colonial  Governments  have  initiated 
legislation  for  the  prevention  of  the 
import  and  sale  of  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently marked  goods,  and  so  as  to  bring 
Colonial  Law  into  harmony  with  "  The 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887  ?  " 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henbt  Db  Woaics) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  The  greater 
number  of  Colonies  have  not  yet  replied 
to  the  Circular  Despatch  addressed  to 
them  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Sep- 
tember last,  urging  legislation  in  har* 
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mony  vith  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act, 
1887 ;  but  all  the  answers,  as  far  as 
received,  have  been  in  favour  of  such 
legislation.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
now  addressing  a  reminder  to  those 
Colonies  which  nave  not  answered. 

EGYPT— LIGHTHOUSES  IN   THE   RED 

SEA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Is  he  aware 
that  for  1,000  miles  up  the  Bed  Sea 
there  is  no  lighthouse ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  light  dues  of  the  Bed  Sea  amount 
to  £60,000  a  year,  and  only  £30,000  a 
year  is  expended  on  lights ;  is  he  aware 
that  a  very  large  number  of  valuable 
vessels,  with  cargo,  have  been  wrecked 
during  the  past  few  years  in  the  Bed 
Sea,  and  that  great  peril  and  anxiety 
attends  the  navigation  of  those  waters 
to  British  seamen ;  and,  will  he  commu- 
nicate these  facts  to  the  Egyptian  or 
Turkish  Government,  and  urge  imme- 
diate attention  to  the  danger  alluded 
to? 

The  under  SEOBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbbgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  From  Perim  Light 
there  is  no  light  in  the  usual  track  of 
vessels  for  840  miles.  The  facts  stated 
in  the  second  paragraph  are  approxi- 
mately correct;  but  reductions  in  the 
dues  are  intended.  The  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment are  now  erecting  a  new  and 
valuable  light  on  Shadwan  out  of  their 
receipts,  and  one  was  erected  two  or 
three  years  ago  on  the  outlying  spit  of 
Ferim.  Wrecks  have  occurred  in  the 
southern  part  of  the  Bed  Sea  ;  and  it  is 
desirable  that  certain  additional  lights 
should  Ife  placed  to  guard  against  the 
existing  dangers.  Communications  on 
the  subject  have  been,  and  are,  going 
on  with  the  Governments  concerned. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- MR. 
O'CALLAGHAN,      SUB-COMMISSIONER. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo  E.J  (for  Mr. 
M'Caetan)  (Down,  S.)  askea  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  O'Callagban,  who 
is  one  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  ap- 
pointed for  the  County  of  Down,  is  a 
landlord  whose  rents  were  largely  re- 
duced by  the  Land  Commission. 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SECBETABT  (Colonel  KingHabman) 


(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Having  regard  to  the  pretty 
general  reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland, 
1  do  not  think  it  at  all  improbable  that 
Mr.  O'Callaghan  may  have  had  reduc- 
tions made  in  any  rent  which  may  be 
payable  to  him.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners, however,  inform  me  that  they 
do  not  consider  that  they  are  called 
upon  to  investigate  his  private  affairs. 
They  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  his 
qualifications,  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  discharges  his  duties  as  an  Assistant- 
Commissioner. 

IRELAND— BOYCOTTING  —  DEATH  OF 
MICHAEL  SDLLIVAN,  CAR  DRIVER, 
KILLARNEY. 

Mb.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  in  reference  to  a  para- 
graph recently  current  in  the  newspapers 
about  the  sudden  death  of  Michael 
Sullivan,  car  driver,  Killarney,  Whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  allegation  that 
deceased  was  Boycotted,  and  died  of 
starvation  ;  if  he  has  read  the  evidence 
of  the  wife  of  deceased,  in  which  she 
states  that  her  husband  ''took  a  good 
dinner,  and  had  a  cup  of  tea  before 
going  to  bed"  on  the  night  he  died; 
whether  Dr.  Hickson  deposed  that  de- 
ceased was  in  a  weak  state  of  health, 
and  was  affected  with  heart  disease, 
which  was  the  cause  of  his  death ;  and, 
if  the  verdict  of  the  jury  was,  that 
'<  Michael  Sullivan  died  on  16th  Feb- 
ruary, 1888,  of  syncope  or  failure  of  the 
heart's  action  ?  " 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  man  referred  to  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  Boycotted,  or  to 
have  died  of  starvation.  The  evidence 
before  the  Coroner  showed  that  death 
appeared  to  have  been  caused  from  the 
effect  stated  in  the  Question. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT,    1887— LA- 
BELS ON  GOODS— "  FOREIGN  MAKE.'' 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  under  the  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Bill  it  is  permitted  to 
import  goods  with  only  numbers  and 
letters  on  the  boxes  and  labels,  or  would 
it  be  an  infringement  of  the  Act  to  add 
I  the  words  yards  or  dozens   after  the 
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goods  are  warehoused  for  the  purposes  of 
sale  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  also  asked, 
If  under  the  Merchandise  Marks  Bill  it 
will  be  sufficient  to  hare  the  words 
"Foreign  make"  plainly  marked  on 
such  goods  as  ribbons,  gloves,*  hosiery, 
and  other  textile  fabrics,  without  men- 
tioning the  particular  country  of  manu- 
facture ? 

The  8E0RETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  Under  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  importation  of  goods  with  only 
numbers  and  letters  on  the  boxes  and 
labels.  Hon.  Members  will  not  expect 
me  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
legality  or  otherwise  of  anything  that 
may  be  done  to  the  goods  after  they 
have  passed  beyond  the  control  of  the 
Customs  Authorities.  The  words ' '  foreign 
make,"  though  not  quite  clear,  would 
suffice  to  pass  goods  unless  they  bear 
the  mark  of  a  manufacturer  or  dealer  in 
this  country,  in  which  case  the  Act 
requires  a  direct  indication  of  the 
country  of  origin,  though  I  prefer  the 
words  **  made  abroad." 

IRISH  LAND  COBIMISSION— APPEAL 
OF  JEREMIAH  BREEN,  OF  BEAUFORT, 
KILLARNEY. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Jeremiah  Breen, 
of  Beaufort,  Eillarney,  appealed  in  a 
land  case  from  the  decision  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  sitting  at  Killarney  in 
March,  1884;  that  three  years  elapsed 
before  his  case  was  listed  forbearing  by 
the  Head  Commission  sitting  in  Killar- 
ney in  March,  1887  ;  that  the  sitting  of 
the  Head  Commission  was  then  adjourned 
till  August,  and  that  meantime  Breen's 
case  was  removed  from  the  list ;  when 
it  is  probable  his  appeal  will  be  heard, 
as  it  has  now  been  pending  four  years ; 
and,  what  was  the  old  rent,  and  what  is 
the  ''fair  rent"  fixed  in  March,  1884, 
by  the  Sub- Commissioners  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Land  Commissioners  had  in- 
formed him  that  the  facts  were  precisely 
as  stated  in  the  Question.  The  delay, 
however,  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
tenant  had  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
apply  for  a  re-hearing  in  time  under  the 
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Rules  of  December,  1 883.  The  applica- 
tion would,  in  due  course,  appear  in  the 
list  for  hearing  at  the  next  sitting  of  the 
Killarney  Sub-Commission,  the  date  of 
whose  sitting  had  not,  however,  been 
fixed.  The  old  rent  was  £25  10«.  and 
the  judicial  rent  £21  lOf. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man say  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  during 
those  four  years  the  tenant  has  had  to 
pay  the  old  rent ;  and,  also,  how  he  can 
explain  that  it  is  the  fault  of  the  tenant 
for  not  having  had  his  application  listed, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  uict,  the  tenant's 
case  was  listed  in  March,  1887,  when 
the  Head  Land  Commission  then  ad- 
journed as  a  mark  of  respect  to  the 
memory  of  the  late  Mr.  Vernon,  and 
that  the  name  of  the  case  then  disap- 
peared from  the  list  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  cannot 
answer  the  first  part  of  the  Question  as 
to  what  rent  the  tenant  has  had  to  pay. 
The  sitting  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
March,  1887,  could  not  beheld,  as  Mr. 
J.  E.  Yemon  died  in  that  month,  and 
the  Commission  was  incapable  of  dis- 
charging any  judicial  functions  until 
his  successor  was  appointed.  I  have  no 
information  about  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  and  I  should  rather  beJncUned 
to  think  that  the  statement  is  inaccu- 
rate 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
That  allegation  is  the  whole  point  of  the 
Question — that  his  name  was  on  the  Hat 
of  appeals  for  hearing  before  the  Head 
Commission  in  Killarney,  in  March, 
1887.  That  was  three  years  after  his 
case  had  first  been  heard.  That  then, 
when  it  came  on  to  be  heard  in  March, 
the  adjournment  took  place  in  conse- 
quence of  the  death  of  Mr.  Yemon,  and 
that  then  the  tenant's  name  disappeared 
from  the  list  which  was  published  in 
November.  I  wish  to  know  if  there  is 
any  explanation  of  that  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  renew  that  portion  of 
his  Question  I  will  inquire  about  it. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON :  I 
shall  do  so. 

ARMY     (ORDNANCE     DEPARTMKNT)— 
FAILURE  OF  THE  9-2-INCH  GUNS. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 

proportion  of  the  9*2  guns  have  failed ; 

who  made  them;    and,    whether  any 


1646         Army  {Ordnane0        {Febbuart  28,  1888}     Store  i)epartm$ni).       1646 


more  are  being  constructed  of  the  same 
|>attern  ? 

,  The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Twenty-seven  9'2-inch  guns 
have  now  been  proved,  of  which,  if 
cracking  the  liner  be  regarded  as  failure, 
^YQ  have  failed  on  proof.  The  guns 
which  cracked  their  liners  were  all  made 
in  the  Eojal  Gun  Factories;  but  the 
liners  were  obtained  by  contract;  and 
as  all  which  cracked  were  from  one 
maker,  while  none  made  elsewhere 
cracked,  the  presumption  arises  that 
some  peculiarity  in  the  steel  may  account 
for  the  result.  The  pattern  has,  how- 
ever, been  altered  with  regard  to  the 
fitting  in  of  the  liner. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  STORE  DEPART- 
MENT)-INSPECTION  AND  RECEP- 
TION    OF   LEATHER. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  Eeport  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  with  regard  to  certain  transac- 
tions in  connection  with  the  inspection 
and  reception  of  certain  leather  at  the 
Ordnance  Store  Department  at  Wool- 
wich; whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  Report,  that — 

'*  In  a  great  many  cases  the  sealed  pattern  at- 
tached to  the  specification  was  a  very  inferior 
pattern  of  the  articles  described  ; " 

whether,  as  regards  hides, — 

"The  specification  described  the  very  best 
dass  of  hides,  whereas  both  the  sealed  pattern 
and  the  sample  wore  universally  of  a  quality  and 
dressing  inferior  to  that  described  in  the  speci- 
fication; " 

whether  a  contractor,  whose  attention 
was  "called  to  the  condition  of  the 
hides,"  stated  in  evidence, — 

'*  I  accept  no  responsibility  about  them,  be- 
cause, when  I  send  in  hides  properly  dressed, 
and  they  have  been  approved  by  the  Inspector, 
there  is  an  end  of  the  matter,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned ;  " 

and,  whether  the  Government  will  con- 
aider  the  advisability  of  establishing  a 
system,  under  which,  after  a  certain 
number  of  articles  had  been  found  not 
to  be  equal  to  be  specification,  the  con- 
tract should  be  considered  void,  and  the 
whole  of  the  goods  returned  to  the  con- 
tractor ? 

Mr.  HANBUET  (Preston)  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  (X>ttld  say  who  was  the  ofi&cial  who 


wafi  responsible;  and  what  action  the 
War  Office  proposed  to  take  in  regard 
to  the  retention  of  that  ofiicial  in  the 
Public  Service  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  My  rifi;ht  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
(Mr.  Marriott),  to  whom  I  am  much  in- 
debted for  having  undertaken  an  inquiry 
as  to  the  inspection  of  leather  at  Wool- 
wich at  my  request  last  year,  has  now 
presented  a  Eeport  which  is  of  a  serious 
character,  and  is  engaging  the  earnest 
attention  of  the  Government.  As  re- 
gards Question  No.  22,  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  put,  I  would  ask 
him  to  postpone  it  until  Thursday.  The 
bearing  of  the  Report  upon  individuals 
must  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole.  I  am 
not  sure  that  I  ought  not  to  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  deal  with  it,  not 
in  the  form  of  an  answer  to  a  Question, 
but  in  reply  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury), 
when  I  can  explain  fully  the  views  of 
the  Government  on  the  subject.  As  re- 
gards Question  No.  21,  the  Report 
seems  to  me  to  be,  generally  speaking, 
fully  supported  by  the  evidence,  and 
contains  tne  three  statements  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member.  I  may  say  that  I 
propose  in.  future  to  withhold  tenders, 
either  temporarily  or  permanently,  from 
firms  who  persistently  neglect  to  work 
fully  up  to  standards  and  specifications. 
In  the  case  of  one  contract,  which  was 
completed,  the  defective  articles  have 
been,  as  I  mentioned  the  other  day, 
returned  to  the  contractor,  and  he  has 
been  directed  to  replace  them. 

Mb.  HOWELL  inquired,  whether  the 
persons  mentioned  in  the  Report  as  re- 
sponsible were  being  continued  in  the 
employment  of  the  Government  in  the 
positions  they  occupied  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  would  rather 
answer  all  Questions  concerning  indi- 
viduals on  Thursday. 

Mb.  hanbury  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  undertake  that  Messrs.  Dunn 
and  Moody,  who  had  performed  a  great 

Eublic  service  in  bringing  this  subject 
efore  the  public,  should  suffer  no  detri- 
ment whatever,  either  at  the  War  Office 
or  in  the  Department  with  which  they 
were  connected  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  would  rather 
reserve  all  I  have  to  say  about  indi- 
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▼iduals  till  I  can  speak  of  them  as  a 
whole.  I  admit  that  Messrs.  Moody 
and  Dunn  undoubtedly  rendered  a  pub- 
lic service. 

Mr.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
seriousness  and  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, the  Government  would  afford  an 
early  opportunity  of  discussing  it  in  a 
graver  way  than  by  mere  Questions  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  think  that  is 
a  Question  which  ought  to  be  addressed 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  AETHTJR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
«  gal,  E.)  asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  in  the  course  of  his 
statement,  whenever  he  made  it,  say 
whether  there  was  not  at  the  War  Office 
a  list  of  contractors  kept  by  the  Super- 
intendent of  Contracts ;  whether  it  was 
decided  some  time  ago  to  remove  from 
that  list  the  names  of  Messrs.  Boss  and 
Co. ;  aod  whether  that  Order  was  after- 
wards rescinded  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  will  answer 
that  Question  when  the  proper  time 
comes. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLANDH-SCHOOL 
BOARD  ELECTIONS. 

Db.  B.  MACDONALD  (Eoss  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If 
men  holding  more  than  one  croft  of  the 
Aggrega^te  rental  of  £4  and  upwards  per 
annum  in  Gairloch,  and  elsewhere  in 
the  Highlands,  are  precluded  from 
voting  in  School  Boara  elections,  be- 
cause the  rent  of  any  one  of  their 
holdings  does  not  come  up  to  £4  per 
annum  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Endinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  This  is  purely 
a  leRal  Question.  I  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  Section  12,  Sub-section  2,  of 
the  Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872,  for 
a  statement  of  the  qualification  for  elec- 
tors on  School  Board  elections. 

POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— STREET  ROB- 
BERIES IN  ST.  LUKE'S. 

Mb.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Preston,  Yestry  Clerk 
of  St.  Luke's,  a  detailed  statement  of 
the  many  street  robberies  in  that  parish, 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


together  with  a  copy  of  the  Corres- 
pondence between  the  Vestry  Clerk  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Police ;  whether  it 
is  true,  that  in  a  letter  of  the  27th 
January  last  from  the  Commissioners  it 
was  stated — 

'*  That  the  police  have  done  all  that  can  be 
reasonably  required  of  them ;  there  ia  nothing 
to  justify  any  sappontion  that  they  are  nnable 
to  deal  with  crime  in  the  locality  referred  to  ;" 

whether,  in  reply  to  that  letter  on  the 
8th  February,  Mr.  Preston,  the  Yestry 
Clerk,  supplied  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Police  a  second  list  of  street  robberies 
in  St.  Luke's,  to  which  he  has  received 
a  reply  from  one  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, stating,  that  he — 

"  Haa  to  acquaint  you  that  he  has  made  care- 
ful inquiry  into  the  atatement  made  by  you, 
which,  however,  confirms  the  view  preTioosly 
ezpreMed  by  him  as  to  the  adequacy  of  the 
police  arrangements  in  the  district ;  " 

and,  if  this  decision  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Police  is  accurate,  that  they  decline 
to  take  any  further  precautions  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  in  the 
parish  of  St.  Luke,  will  he  institute  an 
investigation  into  die  statements  of  the 
Yestiy,  and  see  that  the  necessary  pro* 
tection  is  afforded  to  the  inhabitants  ? 

Thb  SECEETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  B.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  received  such  a  communica- 
tion. The  letters  of  the  Commissioner 
of  the  27th  of  January  and  the  8th  of 
February  were  in  the  terms  quoted. 
The  Chief  Commissioner,  after  careful 
inquiry,  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  state  of  crime  in  the  locality  is,  on 
the  whole,  normal ;  that,  except  in  two 
or  three  cases,  the  offenders  have  been 
apprehended ;  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  police  of  the  locality  aro 
sufficient  to  protect  the  public.  I  will 
make  further  inquiry  into  the  state- 
ments of  the  Vestry  with  a  view  to 
securo  necessary  protection  to  the  in- 
habitants. 

CENTRAL  AFRICA— THE  SLAVE  TRADE 
—ATTACK  ON  PRESBYTERIAN  MIS- 
SION STATIONS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  attack  by  orga- 
nized bands  of  Arab  slave  dealers  on  the 
Prosbyterian  Mission  Stations  near  Lake 
Nyassa,  and  the  precarious  position  of 
the  Missionaries  and  the  British  Con- 
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sols,  O'Neill  and  Hawes ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  taken,  or  will 
take,  any  steps  to  assist  them ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  African  Lake  Com- 
pany, if  empowered  by  Charter  to  enter 
into  alliance  with  friendly  tribes  and 
assisted  by  Government,  is  prepared  to 
equip  and  maintain  an  armed  police 
force  among  the  friendly  tribes  on  the 
northern  shores  of  Lake  Nyassa,  and  to 
place  a  gunboat  on  that  lake  for  the 
suppression  of  the  rapidly  increasing 
slave  trade  on  its  shores;  and,  whe- 
ther Government  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  treating  with  the  African 
Lake  Company  as  to  the  grant  of  the 
requisite  powers  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  latest  Report  from  the 
region  in  question  is  from  Consul 
Hawes,  dated  December  10.  He  had 
found  Consul  O'Neill  and  the  other 
whites  encamped  in  safety  on  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Nyassa.  An  advance  was 
then  contemplated  against  the  Arabs, 
by  whom  they  had  been  attacked,  and 
whom  they  had  repulsed  with  the  assist- 
ance of  friendly  Natives.  The  Nyassa 
Consul,  Mr.  Hawes,  and  Consul  O'Neill, 
of  Mozambique,  who  happened  to  be 
travelling  in  the  neighbourhood,  re- 
paired to  the  assistance  of  the  Station 
menaced  by  the  Arabs.  The  House  will 
see  that  Her  Majesty's  GoverDment 
could  not  undertake  responsibilities  in 
connection  with  settlements,  established 
without  their  concurrence,  situate  several 
hundred  miles  from  the  sea  coast,  in  a 
district  inhabited  by  warlike  tribes  and 
infested  by  slave-trading  Arabs.  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vernment  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  power  of  the  African  Lakes 
Company  to  protect  life  and  property  in 
the  remote  regions  where  these  events 
occurred ;  and  they  are  not  in  a  position 
to  confer  administrative  power  over  a 
district  which  is  not  under  their  con- 
trol. 

PENSIONS -CIVIL  LIST  OF  KING 
GEORGE  UI. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
statement  that  the*ages  of  the  pensioners 
now  living,  who  68  years  ago  were  on 
the  Civil  List  of  King  George  III., 
varied  from  75  to  92  years,  was  intended 
to  convey  that  some  of  such  persons 
began  to  receive  pensions  at  the  age  of 


seven  years,  and  perhaps  earlier,  or 
whether  such  pensions  were  for  two  or 
more  lives ;  when  the  persons  now  aged 
from  75  to  92  began  to  receive  a  pen- 
sion, and  at  what  ages  respectively; 
on  what  grounds  these  pensions  were 
granted;  and,  why,  as  they  were  all 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  last 
year,  the  life  certificates,  which  should 
be  produced  before  payment,  were  not 
in  all  cases  required  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  hon.  Member  will  find 
answers  to  'the  first  three  paragraphs  of 
his  Question,  in  far  greater  detail  than 
I  could  give  them  here,  in  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Pensions  in 
1838.  As  regards  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  explain  that  a 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  does 
not  necessarily  mean  a  payment.  It  is 
a  provision  against  an  anticipated  pay- 
ment, resembling  the  insertion  of  a  sum 
in  the  Estimates.  In  the  case  of  a  pen- 
sion no  payment  would  be  made,  or 
would  be  passed  by  the  Audit  Office, 
unless  supported  by  a  life  certificate. 

Mb.  HANBURY  asked,  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  some 
of  these  pensions  began  to  run  at  the 
age  of  seven  years  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  get  information  I  will  refer 
him  to  the  pages  of  the  Report,  in  which 
he  will  find  the  name  and  the  full  par- 
ticulars of  each  of  these  cases. 

Mb.  HANBURY:  These  pensions 
were  all  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  during  &e  past  year.  The  hon. 
Member  told  me  the  other  day  that  in 
one  case  no  certificate  was  received  for 
three  years.  Was  that  pension  paid  or 
not?    [''Order!"] 

Mb.  JACKSON :  A  charge  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  is  not  the  same  thing 
as  a  payment  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  It  is  a  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  as  a  provisional  payment  which 
may  become  due.  In  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  referred,  I  have 
made  the  most  searching  inquiries,  and 
have  satisfied  myself  that  the  payment 
has  not  been  made. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
Can  the  hon.  Gentleman  inform  us  whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  one  of  the  pensions 
paid  seven  years  ago,  the  pensioner 
must  have  been  136  years  of  age  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  case  of  a  pen- 
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•ionerwho  was  107  years  of  age;  but 
he  could  not  answer  his  Question  with- 
out further  particulars  and  Notice. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— RELEASE   OF  COPE, 

A  CONVICT. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  a  conyict  Oope,  aliaa 
Stockley,  arrested  at  Birmingham  on 
suspicion  of  having  committed  yarious 
burglaries  since  his  recent  release  on 
licket-of-leave;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  no  information  of  his  release  was 
published  to  the  police  until  several 
weeks  after  his  release,  and  not  until 
fome  days  after  his  re-arrest;  and, 
whether  he  will  undertake  that  in  future 
due  notice  shall  be  published  to  the 
police  of  the  intended  release  on  ticket- 
of- leave  of  such  convicts  ? 

The  SECEBTARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  No, 
Sir ;  it  is  not  a  fact  that  no  information 
of  this  convict's  release  was  published  to 
the  police  until  after  his  re-arrest.  On 
his  release  he  went  to  Staffordshire,  to 
the  police  of  which  place  his  discharge 
from  prison  had  been  duly  notified  by 
the  authorities  of  Chatham  Prison.  He 
reported  himself  there ;  but  left  in  a  few 
days  without  notifying  his  change  of 
address.  I  have  j  ust  received  a  telegram 
from  the  Ohief  Constable  of  Birming- 
ham, who  says  that  no  blame  whatever 
attaches  to  the  Staffordshire  police  or  to 
the  convict  authorities.  Due  notice 
always  is  given  of  the  intended  release 
of  a  convict. 

SALMON      FISHERIES      (SCOTLAND)— 

TWEED    FISHERIES   ACTS-AMEND- 

MENT. 

Mr.  THOEBUBN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to  amend 
the  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts,  with  the  view 
of  remedying  the  anomalies  and  griev- 
ances in  the  existing  Acts  complained 
of  in  Petitions  signed  by  all  classes  of 
the  community  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodokau))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce a  general  Bill  relating  to  salmon 
fisheries  in  Scotland,  including  the 
Tweed  Fisheries. 

Mr,  Jackson 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)— AWARD  OF  THE 
MERIT  GRANT. 

Mb.  BANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster), asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  general  dis- 
satisfaction expressed  by  witnesses  be- 
fore the  Eoyal  Oommission  on  Educa- 
tion as  to  the  method  of  awarding  the 
Merit  Grant,  he  will  undertake  to  issue 
more  exact  instructions  in  the  forth- 
coming Code,  so  that  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors may  be  able  to  award  the  Grant 
in  a  more  uniform  manner  ? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAK  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  I 
am  aware  that  some  dissatisfaction  was 
expressed  as  to  the  working  of  the  Merit 
Grant ;  but  the  instructions  on  the  sub- 

i'ect  are  already  very  full  and  dear,  and 
'.  am  afraid  it  would  be  difficult  to 
amplify  them  without  prejudice  to  the 
freedom  an  Inspector  should  possess 
to  take  all  the  circumstances  into  account 
in  assessing  the  Grant. 

BURMAH    (UPPER)  — THE      TEAK 

FORESTS. 

Mr.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Government  have  now 
obtained  the  information  promised  on 
4th  August,  1887,  with  respect  to  the 
teak  forests  in  Upper  Burmah ;  whether 
it  is  intended  to  continue  the  monopoly 
of  the  Bombay  Burmah  Trading  Com- 
pany ;  and,  what  decision  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  has  arrived  at  respecting  future 
lessees  of  these  forests  ? 

The  under  SECRETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gokst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Government  has  no  information  as 
to  the  replies  addressed  to  Memorialists 
on  the  subject  of  the  teak  forests  of 
Burmah,  nor  has  he  reason  to  think  that 
any  replies  have  yet  been  given.  The 
negotiations  with  the  Bombay  Burmah 
Trading  Company  have  not  yet  been 
finally  concluded.  The  further  arrange- 
ments in  reference  to  these  forests  are 
still  under  consideration. 

POST  OFFICE— IRREGULAR  DELIVERY 
OF  TUE  IRISH  MAILS. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  K}  asked 
the  Postmaster  QeneraJy  Whether  he 
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has  seqn  a  commanication  in  The 
Standard  of  Saturday,  complaining  of 
the  serious  irregularity  in  the  delivery 
of  Irish  mails,  which,  arriving  at  Euston 
at  6  a.m.,  were  not  delivered  till  12*30 
p.m.,  or  six  and  a  quarter  hours  after 
arrival ;  whether  a  sum  of  two  guineas 
per  annum  was  demanded  for  the 
privilege  of  giving  the  letters  to 
messengers  who  might  be  sent  to  the 
District  Office  for  them  ;  and,  whether, 
if  there  be  foundation  for  these  charges, 
he  will  take  immediate  steps  to  have  the 
difficulties  removed  which  impede  the 
delivery  of  Irish  letters  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
letter  to  which  the  hon.  Member  calls 
my  attention  referred,  I  understand,  to 
the  Postal  District  of  Bow.  I  find  that 
a  revision  of  the  postal  arrangements 
there  is  now  under  consideration,  and  it 
is  proposed  to  eetablish  a  new  delivery 
of  letters,  commencing  at  about  10  a.m. 
The  Irish  letters  for  the  District,  which 
do  not  reach  London  in  time  for  the  first 
delivery,  would  fall  into  this  delivery, 
and  would  thus  be  accelerated  by  about 
two  hours.  The  difficulty  in  this  case 
has  been  that  the  total  number  of  letters 
has  not  hitherto  been  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  expense  of  making  an  addi- 
tional delivery,  and  they  are  barely 
sufficient  at  the  present  time.  The 
charge  mentioned  of  two  guineas  a-year 
was  for  a  private  box  at  the  DisUict 
Office,  and  is  the  usual  charge. 


TRUCK  ACT,  1887— PAYMENT  OF 
WAGES. 

Mb.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  there  is  anything  in  the  pro- 
visions  of  the  Truck  Act  passed  last  Ses- 
sion which  renders  it  illegal  for  any 
employer  to  give  his  workmen  beer  or 
cider,  in  addition  to  their  wages,  if  such 
gift  does  not  form  any  part  of  a  contract 
for  wages  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Truck  Act  passed  last  Session  to 
make  it  illegal  for  an  employer  to  give 
his  workmen  beer  or  cider  in  addition  to 
his  wages,  if  such  gift  does  not  form  any 
part  of  the  contract  for  services. 


INTERNATIONAL  SUGAR  BOUNTIES 
CONFERENCE  —  THE  BANQUET  AT 
THE  FOREIGN  OFFICE. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Under  what 
head  will  appear  the  charge  for  the  ex* 
penses  in  connection  with  the  banquet 
given  at  the  Foreign  Office  in  November 
last  to  the  delegates  to  thelntematioual 
Sugar  Bounties  Conference,  or  by  whom 
those  expenses  have  been  defrayed ; 
under  what  head  will  appear  the  ex- 
penses connected  with  the  visit  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Toxteth  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
to  Paris,  Brussels,  Berlin,  and  The 
Hague,  in  relation  to  the  suppression 
of  the  bounties;  and,  if  he  can  state 
to  the  House  the  amount  of  these  ex- 
penses ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  will,  no  doubt, 
be  pleased  to  hear  that  there  is  no 
charge  whatever  upon  the  public  in  con- 
nection with  the  dinner  referred  to  in 
the  first  part  of  his  Question.  With  re- 
gard  to  die  second  part  of  the  Question, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Toxteth  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  visited  Paris,  Brussels, 
Berlin,  and  The  Hague  for  an  impor- 
tant public  object ;  but  his  mission  was 
not  of  a  character  calculated,  or  in- 
tended, to  involve  any  public  charge 
whatever.  The  hon.  Member  under- 
took this  journey  solely  out  of  zeal  to 
the  Public  Service,  and  the  public  are 
greatly  indebted  to  him  for  wnat  he  has 
done. 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  ARMY  AND 
NAVY  ESTIMATES  — RE. APPOINT- 
MENT. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifTe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  Government  propose 
to  accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the  late 
Select  Committee  on  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates,  that  it  should  be  re- appointed ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  propose 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
hon.  Member  asks  me  a  Question  with 
regard  to  the  Select  *  Committee  ap- 
pointed on  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington^ 
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(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  last  year. 
I  will,  therefore,  take  the  opportunity 
of  referring  to  a  Question  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  given  me  private  Notice, 
BO  that  I  may  answer  upon  the  whole 
question  of  the  treatment  of  the  Esti- 
mates on  this  occasion.  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  go  consider- 
ably further  than  the  re- appointment  of 
the  Committee  over  which  the  noble 
Lord  presided  last  year.  The  Oovem- 
ment  are  most  anxious  that  opportunities 
should  be  afforded  hon.  Members  of  in- 
forming themselves  as  to  the  details  of 
the  Estimates,  as  far  as  it  is  possible  for 
them  to  do  so,  and  to  have  the  assistance 
of  hon.  Members  in  regard  to  the  crea- 
tion of  expenditure,  which  is  frequently 
pressed  on  the  Government  in  detail  by 
non.  Gentlem^  in  the  House  by  Ques- 
tions and  Motions;  and  it  is  the  inten- 
tion, therefore,  of  the  Government  to 
propose  the  appointment  of  three  Select 
tlommittees  on  the  Estimates— one  to 
which  the  Army  Estimates  will  be  re- 
ferred; another  to  which  the  Navy 
Estimates  will  be  referred;  and  one 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Votes  pro- 
posed for  the  Revenue  Departments  and 
the  Post  Office.  The  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
frame  the  References  to  the  Committees 
in  terms  which  will  restrain  them  from 
the  consideration  of  any  questioi^s  tend- 
ing to  the  increase  of  the  charge  for 
those  Services.  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
has  given  Notice  for  a  Committee  with 
reference  to  the  form  in  which  the  Esti- 
mates shall  be  presented,  and  the  mode 
in  which  they  shall  be  considered.  It  is 
intended  to  ask  the  House  to  concur  in 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  to  consider  the  extremely  im- 
portant question  as  to  the  degree  in  which 
modifications  might,  with  advantage 
to  the  public  interest,  be  made  in  the 
forms  wliich  govern  the  discussion  of  tlie 
Estimates  in  Committee  and  on  Beport 
to  the  House,  with  the  view  of  at  once 
effecting  an  economy  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  of  securing  a  more  regular 
and  effective  examination  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  than  has  taken  place 
in  recent  years.  The  House  will  see 
by  the  appointment  of  these  various 
Committees   that   the    Government   is 

Mr,  W.  H,  Smith 


thoroughly  in  earnest  in  endeavouring 
to  secure  to  Members  full  opportunity 
for  an  effective  control  over  expenditure, 
while  the  Executive  Government  must, 
of  course,  retain  undiminished  responsi- 
bility for  all  questions  of  policy. 

MOROCCO— ALLEGED  OUTRAGE  UPON 
A  BRITISH  SUBJECT. 

Sib  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  had  seen  the  tele- 
grams in  The  Tim$9  of  yesterday  and  to- 
dav  reporting  an  outrage  upon  a  British 
subject  in  Morocco,  according  to  which 
the  house  of  a  Jewish  woman — a  widow 
and  a  British  subject,  residing  in  Tan- 
giers — had  been  entered,  herself  and 
children  ill-treated,  and  a  boy  of  15,  the 
natural  son  of  a  brother,  residing  with 
her,  forcibly  taken  away  and  baptized  ? 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  would  carefully  inquire  into 
the  statement  that  the  British  Consul 
had  notice  of  the  threatened  outbreak, 
but  took  no  steps  to  prevent  it?  He 
would  further  ask  him  whether  the 
Government  would  take  steps  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  matter,  and  endeavour  to 
obtain  restitution  of  the  boy  and  repa- 
ration for  the  outrage  ?  He  should  ^so 
like  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  such 
outrages  seemed  likely  to  be  of  frequent 
occurrence  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  attention  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  the  widow  Athiaa.  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  in  Morocco  has  been 
instructed  by  telegraph  to  report  upon 
the  case,  and  to  telegraph  what  action 
he  has  taken.  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  Sir  William  Kirby  Ghreen  is 
at  all  backward  in  protecting  British 
subjects.  Everything  that  is  proper 
will  be  done. 

THEATRES  (LONDON  AND  THE  PRO- 
VINCES) —  CONSTRUCTION  —  LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Me.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  inquired.  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  decided  to  promote  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  theatres ; 
and,  if  so,  when  it  would  be  introduced  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE     HOME    DEPARTMENT     (Mr. 


1657    BuiineM  of  th$  Home      {  Februaby  28,1888}     ( RuUe  of  Proe$dure).      1 658 


Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
question  is  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  who  will  shorUy 
come  to  a  decision. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT  OP 
A  MEMBER). 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 

that  he  had  received  the  following  letter 

relating  to  the  imprisonment  of   Mr. 

Flynn,  a  Member  of  this  House : — 

Limerick,  Ireland, 

26th  Febrnary,  1888. 
Sir. 

I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  on 
yesterday,  the  25th  instant,  at  Kanturk,  county 
Cork,  James  C.  Flynn,  Esq.,  Member  of  Par- 
liament for  the  North  Division  of  the  County 
of  Cork,  was  convicted  of  an  offence  against 
the  2nd  Section,  Sub-section  1,  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  and 
sentenced  by  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction, 
constituted  under  the  said  Act,  to  be  impri- 
soned in  Her  Majesty's  Male  Prison  at  Cork  for 
the  period  of  twenty-one  days  without  hard 
labour. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be. 

Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  servant, 

J.  B.  I&WIN, 

Resident  Magistrate, 
and  Chairman  of  the  said  Court. 
The  Right  honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 

London. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE.)— II,  CLOSURE  OF  DE- 
BATE,—RESOLUTION. 

[▲DJOUBNBD  DEBATE.]      [SBOOND   inOHT.] 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 

SURY  (Mr.  W.  H,   Smith)  (Strand, 

Westminster)  said,  he  had  now  to  ask 

the  House  to  proceed  with  the  second 

Resolution,  which  was  as  follows : — 

"  That  Questions  for  the  Closure  of  Debate 
under  Standing  Order  XIV a.  shall  be  decided 
in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a  DivisioQ  be  taken, 
it  appears  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair  that  not  less  than  One  Hundred  Members 
voted  in  the  Majority  in  support  of  the  Motion.** 

That  Resolution  was  intended  to  reduce 
the  majority  required  to  enforce  the 
closure  from  200  to  100.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  received  with 
regret,  and  posaibljr  with  dissatisfaction 


by  many  Members  of  the  House.  A 
proposal  of  that  character  was  not  made 
with  any  satisfaction  by  the  Goyemment ; 
but  they  felt  that  it  was  essential  in 
order  that  the  House  might  proceed  to 
the  discharge  of  its  duties.  The  experi- 
ence they  had  last  Session  satisfied  the 
(Government  that  an  alteration  of  the 
Rule  was  necessary.  It  might  be  said 
that  this  was  too  great  a  power  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  any  Party ;  but  he  relied 
upon  the  fact  that  there  was  a  discretion 
vested  in  the  Chair  which  would  prevent 
the  power  being  exercised  arbitrarily 
or  unnecessarily.  On  two  occasions  the 
Ghairman  of  Committees  did  exercise 
that  power  when  it  was  proposed  to 
apply  the  closure.  He  did  not  intend 
to  revive  the  discussion  which  lasted 
over  so  many  days  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  he  would 
only  ask  the  House  to  consent  to  this 
modification  of  the  Rule,  as  he  believed 
it  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  House  it- 
self in  order  to  promote  the  due  despatch 
of  Public  Business.  He  earnestly  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Gedge)  not  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
which  would  make  it  necessary  for  the 
majority  on  a  Division  upon  a  Motion 
for  the  Closure  to  exceed  the  minority  by 
at  least  50  votes,  a  proposal  that  he  be- 
lieved would  not  be  found  possible  to 
work  in  practice.  Thus,  if  the  minority 
numbered  180,  it  would  require  that  the 
majority  should  be  230.  He  begged  to 
move  Rule  2. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  Questions  for  the  Closure  of  Debate 
under  Standing  Order  XIYa.  shall  he  decided 
in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a  Dirision  he  taken, 
it  appears  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair  that  not  less  than  One  Hundred  Members 
voted  in  the  Majority  in  support  of  the  Motion.*' 
— (ifr.  W.  H,  Smith,) 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town),  in 
rising  to  move,  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, to  add  the  following  words : — 

**  Provided  alwavs,  that  should  the  Question 
for  the  Closure  of  Debate  be  decided  in  the 
negative,  no  sinular  Motion  shall  be  made  on 
the  same  Question  until  after  the  time  of  two 
hours  has  elapsed," 

said,  he  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  op- 
pose the  Rule  itself ;  but  what  he  pro- 
posed was  that  when  the  House  nad 
once  negatived  the  application  of  the 
closure,  two  hours  should  elapse  before 
it  was  put  again.     He  thought  some 

ISecond  Night.} 
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such  provision  was  necessary  in  order 
to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the  House 
itself.  He  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  a  dignified  proceeding  to  give  power 
to  put  the  Kule  in  force  time  after  time 
at  short  intervals.  As  the  Kule  stood 
the  Government  of  the  day  would  have 
power  of  sending  out  their  Whips  and 
bringing  in  their  men,  and  of  putting  a 
Bule  in  force  before  anything  in  the 
shape  of  discussion  could  have  occurred 
after  a  similar  proposal  had  been  nega- 
tived. He  thought  that  the  House 
should  be  protected  by  permitting  some 
interval  to  elapse  before  the  Rule  was 
put  in  operation  after  it  had  once  been 
distinctly  refnsed,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  an  interval  of  two  hours  was  not 
unreasonable.  If  the  Bule  were  adopted 
as  it  stood,  he  was  afraid  that  it  would 
have  a  tendency  to  lower  the  debated  in 
that  House  in  the  esteem  of  the  country, 
and  he  was  afraid  it  would  prevent  the 
establishment  of  a  good  feeling  in  the 
House  itself.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  entering  into  a  debate  upon 
the  general  principle  of  closure.  He 
would  simply  say  that  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  to 
the  propriety  of  amending  the  Hule ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  the  safeguard  sug- 
gested in  the  Amendment  was  an  un- 
reasonable one,  or  one  that  ought  to  be 
rejected. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaostion  to  add  words 
"  ProTided  always  that  Bhould  the  Question 
for  the  Closure  of  Debate  be  decided  in  the 
nefi^ative,  no  similar  Motion  shall  be  made  on 
the  same  Question  until  after  the  time  of  two 
hours  has  elapsed." — (ITr.  DiUtoyn,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  he  rose  upon  a  point 
of  Order  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  whether 
the  putting  of  this  Amendment  would 
preclude  the  discussion  of  the  earlier 
part  of  the  Rule  ?  Would  hon.  Members 
be  precluded  from  discussing  the  earlier 
part  of  the  Resolution  at  all  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Yes ;  and  I  waited 
purposely  before  calling  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  his  Amendment,  in 
order  to  give  the  House  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  Rule  as  it  stands. 

Mb.  OHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  wished  to  oppose  the  Rule 
as  it  stood,  and  he  should  like  to  know 

Mr*  DiUwyn 


if  he  would  be  in  Order  in  making  some 
observations  upon  that  subject  now? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  most  regular 
course  would  be  to  discuss  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  or  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Town  Division  of 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  to  withdraw  it 
with  the  leave  of  the  House. 

Me.  DILLWYN  said,  he  wished  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
and  in  consenting  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment  he  hoped  he  should  not 
lose  the  opportunity  of  moving  it  at  a 
later  hour  if  necessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  OHAPLIN  said,  he  wished  to 
give  the  reasons  why  he  objected  to  the 
Rule  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  accurately  the 
feelings  of  some  Members  of  the  House, 
when  he  said  that  the  Rule  would  be 
received  with  a  feeling  of  regret,  and 
possibly  even  of  dissatisfaction.  He 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  confessed,  for  his  own 
part,  that  he  always  had  shrunk,  and 
shrunk  at  the  present  moment  from 
going  any  further  in  the  direction  of 
Closure  of  Debate  than  they  had  gone 
already.  He  had  always  entertained 
an  exceeding  dislike  to  the  principle  of 
closure,  and  he  had  only  consented  to 
accept  it  as  it  stood  embodied  in  the 
existing  Rules  as  an  unavoidable  neces- 
sity. At  the  same  time  he  saw  no  rea- 
son for  strengthening  the  Rule  at  the 
present  moment.  The  experience  of 
last  Session  had  shown  conclusively  that 
the  present  Olosure  Rule  was  sufficiently 
drastic  to  enable  the  Government  to 
pass  any  measure  in  spite  of  the  most 
extreme  obstruction  that  could  be 
brought  to  bear  against  it.  They  were 
told  that  it  was  exceedingly  difficult 
under  the  existing  Rule  to  enforce  the 
closure.  For  his  own  part  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  the  olosure  made  more  eaay 
than  it  was  at  present.  He  looked  upon 
it  as  a  dangerous  weapon  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  any  Government,  and  he 
regarded  it  as  equally  dangerous  whe* 
ther  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Liberal  or 
a  Tory  Administration,  and  that  it  would 
lead  in  the  future  to  probably  both  of 
two  thing8*-namely,  a  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  closure  by  a  bare  majority,  and 
to  its  being  made  use  of  as  a  Party 
weapon.    More  than  that,  the  Bule  did 
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not  seem  to  meet  what  it  was  neoessary 
to  deal  with  at  the  present  moment. 
What  they  wanted  to  deal  with  was  the 
extreme  loquacity  and  verbosity  of  hon. 
Members.  He  was  quite  willing  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  abuse  of  the  freedom  of 
speech  in  that  House  by  individual 
Members ;  but  he  objected  to  g^  fur- 
ther in  the  direction  of  the  Closure  of 
Debate.  For  those  reasons,  he  should 
feel  obliged  to  oppose  the  Resolution  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
thought  the  Liberal  Party  in  that 
House  had  reason  to  congratulate  them- 
selves on  the  present  state  of  affairs.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Closure  of 
Debate  came  in  the  first  instance  from 
a  Liberal  Government,  and  it  was  a 
measure  which  had  the  approval  of 
every  thoroughly  democratic  Assembly 
in  the  world.  Whatever  humble  share 
the  Irish  Party  might  have  taken  in  the 
debates,  they  had  to  a  certain  extent 
earned  the  gratitude  of  the  Liberal 
Party  for  having  brought  about  such  a 
state  of  things.  He  could  recollect  the 
time  which  was  not  so  very  long  ago, 
when  he  sat  through  14  weary  nights 
witnessing  the  most  extraordinary  and 
scandalous  obstruction  which  was  offered 
by  the  then  Fourth  Party,  backed  up 
by  the  present  occupants  of  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  to  the  Liberal  proposal 
for  the  closure.  Now,  however,  they 
found  the  Conservative  Party  adjusting 
the  rope  round  their  own  necks.  It  was 
a  spectacle  that  filled  the  breasts  of  the 
Home  Hule  Members  with  the  greatest 
possible  satisfaction.  As  he  said,  they 
were  putting  a  rope  round  their  own 
necks.  He  trustea  the  Irish  Members 
would  very  soon  have  the  opportunity  of 
getting  hold  of  the  end  of  the  rope  and 
pulling  it,  which  they  would  do  very 
tightly.  In  the  meantime  they  had  every 
reason  for  congratulating  themselves  that 
a  great  obstacle  to  the  passing  of  a 
Home  Rule  Bill  had  been  cleared  out  of 
the  way.  In  the  past  he  had  never  had 
any  great  reverence  or  affection  for  that 
House;  but  he  was  beginning  to  feel 
more  affection  for  it  now  than  he  ever 
had  for  it  before.  He  would,  however, 
say  this,  that  he.  thought  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  were  committing  a  great  mis- 
take in  extending  this  Eule.  The  pro- 
posal was  to  choke  all  discussions  that 
were  distasteful  to  the  majority.    It  was 


a  proposition  that  would  always  be  used 
against  the  minority.  The  Conservative 
Party  were  bound  to  be  the  minority  in 
the  long  run,  and  a  proposal  which 
would  enable  the  majority  to  choke  dis- 
cussion so  easily  was  a  proposal  which 
would  always  tend  to  a  considerable 
extent  to  increase  the  tyranny  of  the 
majority.  He  thought  that  the  Tory 
Party  in  giving  increased  stringency  to 
the  Bule,  or  in  proposing  the  Btue  at  all, 
were  making  a  considerable  mistake 
in  view  of  their  own  interests,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  for  centuries  the 
business  of  this  great  country  had  been 
carried  on  without  recourse  to  such 
methods.  He  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  have  tried  whether,  by  other 
means,  the  Public  Business  could  not  be 
carried  on,  trusting  to  the  traditions  of 
respect  for  the  House  and  reverence 
for  its  character.  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
had  protested  against  the  closure,  but 
wished  to  see  it  directed  against  parti- 
cular individuals  in  order  to  put  a  stop 
to  verbosity ;  but  it  was  very  doubtful 
whether  the  verbosity  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  would  not  compare 
favourably  with  that  of  any  other  Mem- 
ber. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
conveyed  to  the  House  what  the  true 
root  of  all  this  trouble  was — namely, 
that  the  Government  sought  for  some 
years  to  except  the  Irish  Members  from 
the  ordinary  courtesiee  which  ought  to 
bo  extended  to  every  Member  of  the 
House.  They  had  attempted  to  except 
a  considerable  .number  of  Members  from 
those  courtesies  and  to  cut  off  from  them 
those  privileges  which  ought  to  be 
the  right  of  every  man  in  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  had  brought  this 
punishment  upon  themselves.  He 
doubted  very  much  whether  the  Irish 
Party  would  suffer  most  from  the 
closure.  Ho  thought  that,  on  the  con- 
trary, the  Conservative  Party  would 
suffer  more,  and  he  had  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  offering  any  opposition  to 
the  proposed  Eule. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  contribute  to  any  public  pur* 
pose  if  he  were  to  refer  with  any  minute- 
ness to  the  proceedings  in  the  Parlia- 
ment before  last,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  done. 
He  would  only  make  this  remark.    The 


1663        Bminsu  of  the  Ebu89         {COMBiONS}         {Suka  of  Proesdure).         1664 


hon.  Member  spoke  severely  in  oondem- 
nation  of  the  obstruction  of  what  he 
called  the  Fourth  Party.  The  conduct 
of  that  Party  might  have  been  very  bad ; 
but  in  their  opposition  to  closure,  to 
whatever  length  it  was  carried,  they  al- 
ways enjoyed  the  fullest  sympathy  of 
tho  Irish  Party.  He  therefore  doubted 
whether  it  lay  in  the  mouth  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  hold  the  Fourth  Party  up  to 
execration.  Passing  away  from  that 
subject,  he  was  reiuly  anxious  to  clear 
himself  from  all  responsibilifcy  for  this 
great  change.  He  had  been  alluded  to 
in  the  autumn  by  many  Members  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  as  being  a  person 
of  the  most  dangerous  Badical  opinions 
and  proclivities;  as  being  disposed  to 
import  into  that  House  a  most  drastic 
measure  of  closure ;  and  one  hon.  Member 
had  gone  to  the  extent  of  warning  his 
audienoe  against  his  (Lord  Bandolph 
Ohurohill's)  revolutionary  principles. 
Well,  his  advocacy  of  the  closure  was 
limited  to  the  form  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed last  year.  That  was  the  form  he 
had  always  had  in  his  mind ;  it  was  the 
form  he  had  pressed  upon  hisOoUeagues, 
and  when  it  was  adopted  by  the  House, 
all  his  desire  in  regard  to  the  closure 
was  satisfied.  They  were  now  asked 
to  reduce  the  number  required  from 
200  to  100,  in  order  to  make  it  possible 
to  cany  the  Closure  of  Debate.  He 
was  not  at  all  without  sympathy  for  the 
feelings  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  on  this  matter.  He 
thought  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
Government  had  exhibited  a  little  more 

gatience  than  they  had  manifested,  and 
ad  endeavoured  to  rub  on  a  little 
longer,  in  order  to  ffive  a  more  com- 
plete control  to  the  Bule  as  it  was  passed 
last  year.  There  were  many  reasons 
why  such  a  course  should  have  been 
taken.  In  the  first  place,  the  Oovem« 
ment  had  succeeeded  in  carrying  a  most 
drastic  and  almost  revolutionary  change 
in  the  Procedure  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Last  year  the  difficulty  in  apply- 
ing the  closure  was  felt  after  12  o'clock, 
in  the  small  hours  of  the  morning.  It 
was  naturally  felt  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  keep  so  large  a  body  of  Members 
in  attendance  in  order  to  support  the 
closure;  but  he  could  not  see  what 
serious  difficulty  there  ought  to  be  if  the 
Unionist  Party,  animated  in  their  desire 
to  see  the  Public  Business  carried  on, 
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tried  to  keep  200  Members  in  the  House 
out  of  a  Party  which  was  said  to  num- 
ber  350  until  12  o'clock.  He,  therefore, 
thought  the  Government  miffht  have 
been  content  with  the  Besolution  which 
was  passed  last  year.  Another  reason 
why  he  thought  the  Government  might 
have  rubbed  on  with  the  old  Bule  was 
that  the  character  of  the  Resolution 
which  they  intended  to  propose  this  year 
was  hardly  such  as  ought  to  be  forced 
through  the  House  by  me  drastic  appli- 
cation of  the  closure.  The  Government 
were  about  to  bring  forward  Besolutions 
which  ought  not  to  excite  Party  feel- 
ings ;  and  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  require  to  be  supported  by 
the  closure,  seeing  that  it  was  not  likely 
to  receive  the  same  kind  of  opposition 
which  it  met  with  last  Session.  Another 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not 
have  proposed  an  alteration  of  the  Kule 
was  that  they  had  had  public  declara- 
tions from  the  hon.  Member  for  the  (Sty 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  of  still  more 
value  and  importonce  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  that 
what  was  known  as  Obstruction  would 
not  be  countenanced  either  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  or  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  tiiat  if 
there  was  any  repetition  of  what  occurred 
last  Session  it  would  not  be  with  their 
sanction  or  approval.  If  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  had  had  the  great 
honour  of  remaining  with  the  GK>vern- 
ment,  he  should  certainly  have  advised 
the  propriety  of  leaving  the  Bule  alone 
at  present.  He  understood  the  Gx>vem- 
ment  to  tell  the  House  that  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  to  make  any  progress 
with  Public  Business  without  the  appli- 
cation of  the  closure.  If  that  was  their 
honest  opinion,  it  was  obvious  that,  how- 
ever much  any  Member  on  that — the 
Ministerial — ^side  of  the  House  might 
question  the  soundness  of  their  reasons, 
it  was  hardly  possible  to  offer  any  oppo- 
sition. He  thought,  however,  that  the 
Bule,  as  now  proposed,  was  wholly  un- 
necessary. That  was  merely  a  personal 
opinion,  but  he  wished  to  plaoe  it  on 
record,  because  he  declined  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  any  of  the  oonsequenoes 
that  might  result  from  the  extension  of 
the  closure  in  time  to  come. 

Mb.  CBAIG  SELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said,  he  wished  to  remind  the 
House  of  what  occurred  last  Session, 
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When  it  was  proposed  that  the  majority 
should  consist  of  200,  he  had  moved  to 
omit  200  in  order  to  sabstituto  120. 
That  proposal  was  negatived,  so  that  he 
was  unable  to  move  his  Amendment  to 
substitute  120  as  the  quorum.  His  pro- 
position received  support  from  both  sides 
of  the  House,  though  it  was  opposed  by 
the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolyerhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
It  was  negatived,  and  200  found  its  way 
into  the  Bule.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
said  that  if  he  were  beginning  again  he 
would  be  inclined  to  propose  a  smaller 
number  than  200.  That  encouraged 
him  to  hope  that  this  year  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  propose  to  re- 
duce the  quorum  not  only  to  120,  but 
•till  lower.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaf ord  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  said  that  the 
ezperienoe  of  last  Session  had  shown 
that  it  was  unnecessary  to  have  a  more 
drastic  closure;  but  he  (Mr.  Oraig 
Sellar)  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  happened  in  the 
month  of  March,  only  five  days  after  his 
Amendment  was  rejected,  with  regard  to 
the  number  necessary  for  the  closure. 
There  were  essential  Votes  which  had  to 
be  carried  in  Committee  of  Supply  on 
that  evening — Votes  on  account  in  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  and  in  the  Navy 
Estimates.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
said  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  should  be  carried  in  the  course 
of  the  evening.  The  discussion  went 
on  till  a  quarter  past  1  without  any  of 
the  Votes  being  passed.  At  that  hour 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
and  that  Motion  was  discussed,  with  some 
acrimony,  till  3.30,  when  a  Division 
showed  199  in  favour  of  going  on  with 
the  Business  and  61  against  it,  so  that  the 
absence  of  a  single  Member  prevented 
the  closure  being  applied  to  the  debate 
on  a  night  when  it  was  essential  to  get 
the  Votes.  The  closure  accordingly  was 
not  adopted,  and  the  debate  went  on. 
At  5.30  another  Division  was  token,  and 
as  a  quorum  was  found  to  be  present, 
210  Members  voted  for  the  closure,  and 
it  was  applied,  and  one  of  the  Votes 
was  carried.  But  this  majority  did  not 
continue  in  the  House;  in  the  next 
Division  it  fell  to  141.  After  that  four 
Divisions  were  taken,  and  still  there 
was  no  quorum  present.  On  every  occa* 
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sion  the  quorum  was  higher  than  the 
120  he  had  proposed,  but  did  not  reach 
200.  At  1.10  in  the  afternoon,  250 
Members  were  present  and  voted  for 
the  closure,  and  the  essential  Votes 
were  carried,  after  a  sitting  of  22 
hours.  During  the  rest  of  the  Session 
the  quorum  was  frequently  short  of  the 
neoessaiy  200.  He  was  glad  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  now  come  forward  with  a  proposal 
to  reduce  the  quorum  to  a  manageable 
number.  The  House — by  which  he 
meant  the  majority— must  be  master  of 
its  own  time.  The  majority  were  sent 
there  to  carry  on  the  Business  of  the 
country.  But  if  it  were  not  master  of 
ito  own  time  it  could  not  carry  on  the 
Business  of  the  country.  He  hoped  that 
in  future  the  closure  would  b^  more  fre- 
quently resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  Public  Business.  He  wa^ 
convinced  that  no  Minister  of  the  Crown 
would  ever  be  able  systematically  to 
abuse  the  Closure  Bule.  There  were  al- 
ways enough  men  of  independent  mind 
in  the  House  who  would  resist  such  a 
proposal  even  from  the  most  arbitrary 
Minister,  and  they  would  be  supported 
by  the  country  outside.  No  Minister 
who  attempted  to  abuse  the  Rule  would 
again  have  a  majority  in  that  House,  or 
would  come  back  again  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  very  much  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  should  have  found  it 
necessary  to  propose  this  New  Rule. 
He  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  would  have 
supported  last  year  a  proposal  to  sub- 
stitute 150  for  200  as  the  quorum. 
He  did  not  consider  that  number  an 
unreasonable  one,  as  the  Members  of 
the  Government  were  always  over  30 
in  number,  and,  therefore,  to  have  150 
present  only  meant  that  120  independent 
Members  should  come  down  to  support 
the  G-ovemment.  The  experience  of 
last  Session  showed  that  at  certain 
times  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
securing  the  attendance  of  200  Members ; 
but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
Rule  they  had  passed  for  curteiling  late 
Sittings  would  very  much  diminish  that 
difficulty.  He  therefore  regretted  that 
this  proposal  should  have  been  made. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  that  an  Amendment  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name  to  the  effect 
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that  the  majority  should  exceed  the 
minority  by  at  least  50  votes;  but, 
at  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
he  would  not  press  it.  He  thought, 
however,  that  they  were  making  a 
great  mistake  in  weaving  a  rope  for 
their  own  necks.  Last  year  he  had  pro- 
posed a  proportional  majority  of  half  as 
many  again,  and  to  get  rid  of  the  200 
limit.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  op- 
posed both,  but  now  he  himself  proposed 
to  do  away  with  the  200,  and  he  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  in 
the  future  regret  his  opposition  to  the 
proposal  that  there  should  in  all  cases 
be  a  substantial  majority  of  50.  He 
very  much  regretted  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken ; 
but,  as  he  was  a  hearty  supporter  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  not 
move  his  Amendment.  In  common  with 
many  other  Oonservative  Members,  he 
was  pledged,  when  he  entered  the  House, 
against  closure  by  a  bare  majority.  Last 
Session  there  was  a  difficulty  in  applying 
the  closure,  because  often  it  was  found 
that  the  necessary  quorum  was  not  pre- 
sent. On  six  divisions  only  was  the 
majority  less  than  half  as  manv  again 
of  the  minority,  but  on  no  single  occa- 
sion did  the  majority  exeed  the  minority 
by  less  than  50. 

Sib  LYON  PLATFAIR  (Leeds,  8.) 
said,  that  he  had  always  supported  a 
Eule  of  Closure  in  the  House.  He 
thought  the  House  ought  to  have  com- 
plete control  over  its  time,  and  that, 
therefore,  any  Hosolution  to  make  the 
closure  more  effective  in  regard  to  giving 
power  to  the  House  itself  to  regulate 
the  time  of  its  discussions,  he  would 
cordially  support.  The  mere  fact  that  a 
majority  of  the  House,  represented  by 
the  Government  of  the  day,  should  have 
charge  of  the  Closure  of  Debate,  by 
making  the  Motion  for  it,  would  be 
exercised  under  a  sense  of  responsibility 
and  generally  with  discretion.  The 
Government  were  always  the  party  of 
action ;  it  was  the  minority  that  was 
the  party  of  inaction.  So  it  was  the 
interest  of  the  former  to  get  on  with 
as  little  friction  as  possible.  His  ob- 
jection was,  that  last  year  the  Govern- 
ment had  introduced  a  most  unfortunate 
provision  into  the  Closure  Hole.  Instead 
of  making  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  responsible  for  the  use 
of  the  closure,  the    Government    had 
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hauled  in  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  made  them 
responsible.  As  he  had  thought  theiii 
and  as  he  continued  strongly  to  think 
now,  it  was  most  desirable  that  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit* 
tees  should  be  outside  the  action  of  any 
objectionable  Bules  which  were  calcu- 
lated to  bring  them  into  friction  with 
the  House  of  Commons.  Therefore, 
although  he  would  support  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  a  Bute  to  make  the 
closure  more  effective,  speaking  only 
for  himself,  he  was  unwilling  to  vote  for 
this  change,  because  it  would  be  maoh 
more  frequently  applied  and  most  neces- 
sarily increase  the  reeponsibility  of  tiie 
Spet&er  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees in  giving  judgment  as  to  whether 
the  Bule  should  be  applied  or  not.  He 
thought  now,  as  in  last  year,  that  the 
Government  were  making  a  great  mie- 
take,  and  were  endangering  the  position 
of  the  Chair  by  making  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  of  Committees  give  any  opi- 
nion whatever  upon  the  appHoadon  of 
this  Bule.  Although  he  would  at 
once  have  voted  for  the  proposal  that 
the  majority  should  consist  of  only  100, 
if  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  had  not 
been  introduced  into  the  question,  he 
was  not  disposed  now  to  vote  for  it 
when  it  was  to  facilitate  an  application 
of  the  closure  which  would  briag  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  into  oollislon 
with  the  House  unnecessarily. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENEBAL(Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
he  was  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
had  announced  that  he  spoke  for  him- 
self only,  and  that  he  did  not  oommit 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  with  him. 
For  his  own  part,  if  he  (Mr.  Baikes) 
had  intervened  earlier  in  the  debate,  he 
would  have  ventured  to  reoommend  the 
proposed  alterations  upon  the  very  argu- 
ments which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  used  against  it.  He  confessed  that 
if  this  Bule  were  to  be  applied  only  by 
a  bare  majority  of  the  House— provided 
that  majority  exceeded  100 — in  his  opi- 
nion it  would  be  a  matter  of  very  grave 
consideration  for  the  House ;  but,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Bule  last 
year  had  most  wisely,  and  as  experience 
had  shown  most  fortunately,  interpoeed 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  as  a  protection 
to  the  minority,  he  thought  that  it  was 
possible  to  trust  to  a  Ime  majority,  if 
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coQsistiDg  of  100  or  oyer,  the  right  of 
oloeing  a  debate  when  the  Chair  had 
sanctioned  that  Question  being  put  to 
the  House.  As  it  was  said  last  year, 
and  the  ezperienoe  of  last  Session  proved 
it,  the  rights  of  the  minority  would 
nerer  be  endangered  in  the  House  so 
long  as  the  Chair  was  filled  as  it  was 
last  year.  The  experience  of  last  year 
furnished,  indeed,  the  precise  material 
which  enabled  the  Qoyemment  to  recom- 
mend the  proposed  extension  of  the 
Bnle,  and  without  that  experience  they 
would  not  be  in  a  position  to  make  the 
recommendation.  Many  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  were  in  farour  of  some- 
thing like  a  proportional  majority.  But 
the  House  had  always  shrunk  from  an 
express  concession  to  a  minority  of  the 
right  to  decide  a  question,  and  had 
preferred  to  deal  with  this  proposal 
rather  from  the  yiew  of  exacting  a  suffi- 
cient proportion  in  order  to  giye  effect 
to  the  wish  of  the  majority.  He  was 
not  ashamed  to  say  that  he  was  one 
of  those  who  opposed  the  Standing 
Order  establishing  the  closure  when  it 
was  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) ;  but  the  principle  haying  been 
accepted  by  the  House,  it  became  their 
duty,  as  practical  men,  to  make  it  effec- 
tiye,  and  not  ineffectiye,  in  its  operation. 
There  were  many  cases  in  which  it  was 
impossible  to  have  a  large  quorum ;  and, 
in  yiew  of  the  earlier  Sittings  of  the 
House,  it  would  most  likely  be  round  that 
during  the  dinner  hour  the  House  would 
be  more  sparsely  attended  than  in  the 
past.  The  House  of  Commons  could 
not  ''eat  its  cake  and  have  it,''  and  if 
bon.  Members  were  determined  to  go 
to  bed  earlier,  there  must  be  some 
method  of  shortening  the  debates.  Al- 
though the  Rule  might  endanger  liberty 
of  debate  if  passed  without  the  Froyiso 
which  required  the  preyious  assent  of 
the  Chair,  he  belioyed  that  so  long  as 
that  most  important  and  beneficial  Pro«- 
tIso  was  retained,  the  House  might 
safely  trust  itself  to  the  operation  of  the 
Snle  as  his  right  hon.  Fnend  proposed 
to  amend  it. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.)  said,  the  debate  proyed 
once  more  that  time  brought  round  its 
reyenges.  In  1882  the  Conseryatiye 
Party  were  opposed  to  the  application 
of  the  closure  in  any  form  whateyer; 
but  haying  tried  it  with  certain  dimi- 


nished safeguards,  they  were  now  re  - 
duced  to  a  proposal  for  applying  it 
without  any  real  safeguard  whateyer. 
Now,  the  closure  might  be  a  good  or  a 
bad  thing,  according  to  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  applied.  It  might  not  only 
be  useful,  but  necessary,  to  apply  it,  in 
order  to  put  a  stop  to  loquacity  and  yer« 
bosity ;  but  when  used  to  force  through 
the  House  an  unpopular  measure,  it 
might  be  made  an  instrument  of  oppres- 
sion. Last  year  the  closure  was  applied 
some  SO  or  40  times ;  but,  as  far  as  he 
recollected,  it  was  almost  exdusiyely  ap- 
plied to  one  measure  which  was  hateful 
to  fiye-sixths  of  the  Members  affected 
by  it,  and  which  a  large  minority  of  the 
rest  of  the  House  could  not  eyen  now 
mention  without  shame  and  indignation. 
Under  such  circumstances,  he  did  not 
feel  inclined  to  trust  to  one-seyenth  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  the  power  of 
stifling  a  discussion  which  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  House  might  desire  to  con- 
tinue. He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  that  the  change 
already  made  in  the  Sittings  of  the 
House  really  altered  the  state  of  things 
altogether.  It  was  a  great  hardship,  as 
used  to  be  the  case,  to  compel  200  Mem- 
bers to  sit  up  until  8  or  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  but  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  inducing  200  out  of  a  Party  which 
numbered  360  to  remain  in  attendance 
until  12  o'clock,  if  it  were  considered 
really  necessary  to  press  forward  legis- 
lation. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  said, 
he  had  been  unable  to  discoyer  in  what 
direction  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  tended.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  himself  Chairman  of 
Committees,  he  was  about  the  first  man 
to  pay  due  deference  to  the  rights  of  pri- 
yate  Members ;  but  when  he  did  not  fill 
an  official  position,  he  yoted  in  eyery  ob- 
structiye  IHyision,  and  his  example  had 
been  constantly  quoted:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  only  used  one  real  argu- 
ment, and  that  was,  that  now  the  House 
had  passed  the  12  o'clock  Rule,  they 
ought  to  get  through  their  Business 
quicker.  Personally,  lie  ( Colonel  Nolan) 
saw  no  reason  why  they  should  not  con- 
tinue the  quonim  of  200.  There  were 
always  some  60  or  70  political  hacks 
connected  with  every  Qt)yernment — 
he  did  not    use   the  term  disrespect- 
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fully — who  might  be  certainly  relied 
upon  to  support  the  Gk>vemment  of  the 
day;  and  now  it  would  be  simply  neces- 
sary for  the  Whips  to  secure  the  atten- 
dance of  some  30  or  40  more — ^which,  as 
a  rule,  would  be  supplied  from  the  ranks 
of  the  Government  themselves,  and  the 
Ministry  would  always  be  sure  of  their 
majority.  He  defied  the  Government 
to  do  that  if  they  retained  200  as  a 
quorum,  and  required  so  large  a  num- 
ber of  Members  to  sit  up  until  all  hours 
of  the  morning.  It  was  not  fair  to 
charge  the  obstruction  in  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  Members  for  Ireland, 
which  it  had  been  the  custom  to  do  since 
the  time  when  Mr.  J.  Lowther  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  first  began  to  ob- 
struct. Under  the  circumstances,  he 
should  vote  against  the  Bule. 

Sir  EICHAKD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  in  order  that  there  might 
be  no  doubt  about  a  matter  of  this 
importance,  he  would  ask  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Bule  now  proposed 
upon  the  existing  Closure  Bule  ?  Would 
the  second  alternative  in  the  existing 
Bule  which  pointed  to  the  opposition  of 
not  less  than  40  Members,  and  the  sup- 
port of  more  than  100,  be  superseded  if 
the  Bule  now  proposed  were  passed  by 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  new  Bule  would 
be  the  only  Bule  of  Closure  as  far  as  the 
numbers  were  concerned,  and  the  alter- 
native which  the  hon.  Baronet  referred  to 
would  entirely  disappear. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  rose  to  make  a 

gersonal  explanation.  He  thought  he 
ad  heard  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  ac- 
cuse him  of  having  been  guilty  of  ob- 
struction. He  altogether  repudiated  such 
conduct,  and  he  desired  to  add  that  the 
only  time  when  he  was  accused  of  these 

Sroceedinffs  he  had  the  honour  of  being 
efended  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  who  came  forward  in  the 
most  gallant  manner  and  absolved  him 
from  the  charge  of  having  done  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  could 
quite  understand  the  reluctance  with 
which  his  proposal  had  been  received  by 
some  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  make  any  further  alteration  in 
the  Closure  Bule.    It  was  because  he 

Colonel  Nolan 


had  sat  in  bis  place  from  the  meeting  to 
the  rising  of  the  House  during  a  whole 
Session  uiat  he  felt  compelled  to  oome 
forward  and  ask  the  House  to  give  this 
additional  facility  for  the  conduct  of 
Business  of  the  House.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  in  1882  expressed  reluctance 
to  accept  any  form  of  closure  at  all. 
He  was  then  under  the  impression  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
might  have  exercised  an  authority  and 
influence  in  the  House  which  would  have 
enabled  them  to  get  through  the  Busi- 
ness without  invoking  the  closure ;  but 
once  the  House  had  adopted  the  doaore, 
in  the  nature  of  things  it  became  neces- 
sary to  make  it  effective.  They  bad,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  parted  with  the  old 
traditions  of  the  House  which  sufficed 
for  the  efficient  conduct  of  Business;  and 
if  anything  could  bring  them  back,  no 
one  would  be  more  (^d  than  he  to 
endeavour  to  do  so.  Therefore  it  was 
that  the  Bule  wanted  strengthening,  for 
there  were  periods  in  the  course  of  the 
evening  when  any  hon.  Member  who 
took  an  impartial  view  of  the  conduct  of 
Business  would  say  that  it  was  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  and  of  the 
House  that  the  discussion  should  be  then 
terminated.  He  believed  the  course  now 
proposed  to  be  necessary,  and  that  the 
safeguards  which  surrounded  it  would 
make  it  impossible  for  any  Minister  to 

abuse  it.  

Thb  CHAIBMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Cottbtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  that  the  principle  which  found 
favour  with  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  on 
the  Select  Committee  on  Procedure,  by 
which  the  closure  should  be  guarded 
against  abuse,  was  to  secure  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  persons  should  be  pre- 
sent when  the  vote  was  taken ;  but  his 
own  opinion  was  that  the  present  quorum 
of  200  was  no  guarantee  whatever 
against  injustice  being  done.  The  feel- 
ing which  animated  hon.  Members  in 
voting  was  not  altered  whether  they  had 
200  or  100  present.  With  200  they 
might  be  guarded  against  surprise;  they 
could  not  apply  the  closure  as  often  with 
200  as  they  might  with  100.  But  they 
did  not  safeguard  that  it  would  be  ap- 
plied more  justly  had  they  600  Memben. 
With  regard  to  the  diminution  from  200 
to  100,  he  confessed  he  had  no  fear  that 
regard  to  justice  would  be  any  the  leas. 
But  he  always  regarded  closure  by  bare 
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majority  as  one  of  the  greatest  perils  to 
that  House.  He  utterly  distrusted  mere 
majorities  of  that  House.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  secured 
that  closure  should  be  on  the  initiation 
of  the  Ohair.  Undoubtedly  that  was  a 
safeguard.  Now  the  security  was  that 
the  Chair  must  consent.  That  was  a 
most  alarming  responsibility  to  put  upon 
the  Chair,  and  he  confessed  that  he  him- 
self had  felt  it.  [Mr.  W,  E.  Gladstone  : 
Hear,  hear!]  He  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
say  ''  Hear,  hear ! "  but  he  would  press 
upon  him  that  he  must  make  his  choice 
whether  the  burden  rested  with  the 
Chair,  or  whether  he  would  secure  some 
other  guarantee  than  that  of  the  presence 
of  a  certain  number  of  Members.  If 
they  were  going  to  relieye  the  Chair,  as 
he  thought  it  could  be  relieved,  of  re- 
sponsibility, then  they  must  come  to 
some  other  guarantee  than  that  of  the 
mere  presence  of  numbers — either  a  cer- 
tain proportion  or  a  certain  minimum 
balance,  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Sydney  Gedge). 
The  fact  that  the  House  had  adopted 
new  and  shorter  hours  was,  to  his  mind, 
a  yery  strong  reason  in  favour  of  the 
present  proposed  change,  and  he  dis- 
agreed with  what  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
iRandolph  Churchill)  said  about  new 
hours.  If  they  were  to  have  shorter 
hours  they  must  have  the  means  of 
more  expeditious  work. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  (Sus- 
sex, N.W.)  said,  he  could  not  allow  the 
Question  to  be  put  without  stating 
his  firm  belief  that  if  the  Conservative 
Party  were  sitting  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  they  would  oppose  this  pro- 
posal. He  had  always  been  among 
those  who  were  opposed  to  closure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
had  shown  by  his  action  in  1882  that 
the  House  had  deteriorated  from  what 
it  was  in  olden  days.  It  was  not  re- 
quired then,  but  now  it  was  said  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  could  not  go 
on  without  it.  He  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce  this  question  again. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  that  if  they 
altered  tne  Closure  Rule  at  all,  they 
should  have  required  a  proportional  ma- 
jority, so  that  it  might  DO  seen  whether 


the  opinion  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
of  the  closure  or  not.  The  proposal 
was  now  that  the  question  should  be 
decided  by  a  bare  majority.  He,  for 
one,  did  not  agree  to  that  principle.  He 
could  only  regret  that  this  was  the  view 
of  the  Government ;  and  he  felt  from  a 
Conservative  point  of  view  that  when 
some  of  those  very  important  questions 
now  rife  and  talked  of  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  came  to  be 
decided  in  that  House,  they  would  find 
they  had  by  the  Rule  of  Closure  made  a 
rope  for  their  own  necks.  They  might 
find  on  that  question  of  the  deepest 
importance,  the  Church  of  England, 
that  this  Rule  would  be  turned  against 
themselves.  He,  therefore,  entered  his 
strongest  protest  against  the  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  should  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  remarks  on 
the  subject  of  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper  relating  to  this 
Rule. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  256  ; 
Noes  134 :  Majority  122. 

AYES. 


Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherat,  W.  A.  T. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atkinson,  H.  J. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G 

S. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
fialfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bartley,  G.  0.  T, 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beacb,  rigbt  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

Be  la  Poor 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 


Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Bolton,  J.  G. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bradlaugh,  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Burt,  T.' 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Charrington,  S. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.E. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D.. 
Cozens-Hu-dy,  H.  II. 
Crawford,  D. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 

[^Second  Niffht-'] 
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Gttbitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Bawnay,  Colonel  bon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  8.  W. 
Be  Liale,  £.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dnnoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
EdwardB-MoB8,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
fmiot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  T.E. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farqnharson,  Dr.  R. 
FeQden,  Lieut.  -  Gen. 

R.J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
Fi  tz-Wygram,  General 

SirI\W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flower,  C. 
Folkestone)  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fry,  L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  8. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grenall,  Sir  G. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall.  0. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  CoL  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hankey,  P.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 


Heathoote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Eeneage,  right  hon.  £. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon -Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Howard,  J. 

Howorthf  H.  H. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Johnston,  W. 
Joioey,  J. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King-Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  K. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

H.  T. 
Enowles,  L, 
Lafone,  A. 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  J. 

G.  S. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Macaonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M, 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon  H. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
MUls,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
MorOj  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Murdoch.  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
Korris,  E.  6. 


Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Raikes,  right  hon.  H. 

C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  right  hon.  C. 

T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  E. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Colonel  E. 

J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Slaprg,  J. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 


Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £L 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £• 
Stansfeld,  ri^thon.J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  B. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  K.  M. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyl«»  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  JT. 
Wayman,T. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  B. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Whitbiead,  8. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  J.  FowelU 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stoaxt- 
Wright,  C. 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A« 

TILLBBS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 

Abraham,  W.  (lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  C.  T.  D. 

Ag|^-Gardner,  J.  T. 

Amson,  R.  A. 

Athorley-Jones,  L. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 

Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 

Bentinok,  W.  G.  0. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Blane,  A. 

Bridgeman,  OoL  hon, 
F.C. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Cameron,  C. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell,  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Cavan,  Earl  of 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

Cochxtme-Baillie,  hon. 
C.  W.  A.  N. 

Conway,  M. 

Corbet,  W.  J. 

Cossham,  H. 

Cremer,  W.  R. 

Cross,  H.  S. 

Dillon,  J. 


Dimsdale,  Baron  B, 
Dodds,  J. 

Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
]Slsslemont,  P. 
Ferguson,R.  C.  Mnnxo- 
Finucane,  J. 
Fitswilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fowler,   rt.   hon.    H. 

H. 
Eraser,  General  C.  G. 
Fulton.  J.  F. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  MSlnes- 
Gill,T.P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hulse,  £.  H. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
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Kay-Hhuttleworih,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kelly,  J.  B. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lalor,  R. 
Leoliy,  tl. 
Lewis,  Sir  0.  E. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lowther,  hon.  "W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J* 
Lyell,  L. 
M'ArOiur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M*Donald,  P. 
McDonald,  Dr.  R. 
M*EwaD,  W. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Maltinson,  M.  W. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Paget,  Sir  B.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 


Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  U. 
Pinkorton,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

PoweU,  F.  S. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richard,  H. 
RoBooe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  S.  . 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  «r. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stewart,  H. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wardle,H. 
Watt,  H. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Wejrmouth,  Viscount 
WilHams,  A.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G. 
O. 


JResolvedf  That  Questions  for  the  Closure  oi 
Debate  under  Standing  Order  XIVa  shall  be 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a  Division 
be  taken,  it  appears  by  the  numbers  declared 
from  the  Chair  that  not  less  than  One  Hundred 
Members  voted  in  the  Majority  in  support  of 
the  Motion. 

m. — DiSOEDBBLY  CONDTJCT. 

Thb  FIEBT  LOED  of  thb  TBEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmineter),  in  rieing  to  moye  the 
third  Bale  agaiuBt  *'  difiorderly  conduct," 
Baid,  heproposod  the  Bule  with  great 
regret;  out  eceaea  that  were  in  the 
memoiy  of  hon.  Members,  and  which 
occurred  during  the  last  Session,  showed 
the  necessity  of  such  a  Bule.  The  Oo- 
yemment  felt  that  if  the  House  was  to 
maintain  its  ancient  character,  power 
should  be  given  to  the  Speaker  or  the 
Ohairman  of  Committee  to  name  a  Mem- 
ber on  the  spot  when  the  conduct  of  the 
Member  was  grossly  disorderly.  He 
thought  the  Bule    would   recommend 


itself  to  the  good  feeling  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  for  it 
was  not  directed  against  any  one  section 
of  Members,  but  against  disorderly 
Members  generally  whoever  they  might 
be. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  do  order 
Members  whose  conduct  is  gross!}'  disorderly  to 
withdraw  immediately  from  the  House  during 
the  remainder  of  that  day's  sitting ;  and  that 
the  Sorgeant-at-Arms  do  act  on  such  orders  as 
he  may  receive  from  the  Chair,  in  pursuance  of 
this  Resolution.  But  if,  on  any  occasion,  Mr. 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  deems  that  his  powers 
under  this  Standing  Order  are  inadequate,  he 
may  name  such  Member  or  Members  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate), 
or  he  may  call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge  upon 
the  conduct  of  such  Member  or  Members. 

**  Provided  always,  That  Members  who  are 
ordered  to  withdraw  under  this  Standing  Order, 
or  who  are  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House  under  the  Standing  Order  (Order  in  De- 
bate), shall  forthwith  withdraw  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House,  subject,  however,  in  the  case 
of  such  suspended  Members,  to  the  proviso  in 
that  Standing  Order  regarding  their  service  on 
Private  BUI  Committees."— (Jfr.  W.  Jl,  Smith.) 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
proposal  of  the  G-oyemment ;  and,  first, 
with  regard  to  the  last  words  of  the  first 
paragraph — 

'*  Or  he  may  call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge 
upon  the  conduct  of  any  such  Member  or  Mem- 
bers." 

He  could  not  understand  what  was  the 
meaning  of  those  words.  There  were 
two  alternatives.  First,  that  the  Ohair 
might  order  a  Member  to  withdraw 
from  the  House  altogether,  which  was  a 
ready  way  of  putting  an  end  to  dis- 
orderly conduct ;  secondly,  the  Speaker 
or  Ohairman  might  act  under  the  Eule 
and  name  a  Member  in  pursuanco  of 
the  Standing  Order.  But  he  might  also 
call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Member.  The  two 
first  cases  were  governed  by  Bules  which 
prevented  debate ;  but  this  last  proposal 
would  immediately  throw  the  whole 
question  open,  and  there  would  be  a 
debate  as  to  whether  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  so  disorderly  as  to  justify  the 
punishment  which  might  be  given.  It 
seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  instead 
of  saving  time  this  Eule  would  certainly 
waste  time,  and  instead  of  quelling  dis- 
order it  would  rise  to  greater  heat. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  Eule,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 

ISeeond  NtghL^ 
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Gentleman  tbo  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether 
there  had  been  any  practical  incon- 
venience in  allowing  a  Member  who 
had  been  saspended  to  remain  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House?  If  in 
practice  that  had  not  been  the  case, 
then,  he  said,  this  was  a  needless  aggra- 
vation of  the  punishment.  They  called 
on  a  Member  to  be  in  his  place  to  serve 
on  a  Committee  on  a  Private  Bill,  and 
yet  they  were  to  exclude  him  from  all 
other  service.  He  could  not  think  that 
this  was  necessary.  If  the  authorities 
of  the  House  were  to  say  that  it  was 
necessary,  then  he  submitted  that  it 
should  be  in  the  judgment  of  the  Chair, 
at  the  moment,  if  necessary,  to  order  the 
Member  to  withdraw  from  the  precincts 
of  the  House.  One  could  hardly  imagine 
such  a  case;  but  in  case  of  need  the 
decision  should  lie  with  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  ana  Means. 
Upon  the  general  question  of  this  Bule 
he  pointed  out  that  it  was  a  grave  and 
new  power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chair.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  some  cause  might 
have  arisen  for  increased  power  in  this 
direction.  It  was,  after  all,  a  mitiga- 
tion of  the  severity  of  the  existing  Bule, 
which  ordered  that,  if  a  Member  was 
named  for  disorderly  conduct,  he  should 
be  suspended  for  at  least  a  week.  The 
present  Hule  was  so  far  a  mitigation 
that  it  provided  for  suspension  for  one 
night  and  no  longer.  It  was  true  that 
this  was  left  entirely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman;  and 
after  the  best  consideration  he  had  been 
able  to  give  to  the  subject,  he  was  not 
unwilling  to  intrust  that  limited  power 
to  those  high  officials,  believing  as  he 
did  that  when  the  responsibility  rested 
entirely  upon  them,  and  when  they  were 
not  afterwards  sheltered  in  any  way  by 
a  Vote  of  the  House,  they  would  be 
very  slow  to  exercise  these  powers.  And 
it  was,  after  all,  a  question  on  which 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  were  able 
at  once  to  pronounce  judgment.  They 
were  ^witnesses  of  the  disorder ;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  thought  they  might 
safely  be  trusted  never  to  suspend  the 
Member  under  this  Bule  unless  the 
disorder  was  gross  and  patent.  That 
brought  him  to  the  consideration  of  a 
point  on  which  he  desired  to  address  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  if  ever  this 
Bule  were  put  in  operation,  both  those 

Mr.  Whithread 


high  officials  would  have  regard  to  the 
fact  whether  or  not  there  had  been  pro- 
yocation.  He  did  feel,  after  what  had 
happened  in  the  House  in  recent  years, 
that  there  was  some  necessity  for  making 
a  protest  on  that  ground.  They  had 
heard  hon.  Members  in  that  House  make 
charges  against  other  hon.  Members 
which  he  ventured  to  say,  if  such  things 
continued,  would  make  it  impossible  to 
hope  for  order  in  debate.  They  were 
quite  aware  of  the  decision  which  Mr. 
Speaker  had  given  when  appealed  to ; 
and  he  knew  that  it  was  strictly  in 
accordance  with  precedent  —  namely, 
that  a  Member  making  a  charge  made 
it  upon  his  own  responsibility.  That 
was  the  decision  in  old  days ;  but  in  old 
days  with  that  decision  there  went  this 
security,  that  it  was  quite  oertain  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  made  a  heinous 
charge  against  another,  and  failed  to  go 
to  the  proof,  he  would  meet  with  the  con- 
tempt of  all  Parties  in  the  House.  He 
was  not  so  sure  that  that  security  existed 
now.  Those  were  days  when  Parlia- 
ment was  jealous  of  the  honour  of  every 
Member  who  sat  in  that  House ;  those 
were  the  days  before  Parliament  had 
surrendered  its  guardianship  of  the 
honour  and  character  of  its  Members ; 
those  were  the  days  before  it  was  not 
the  fashion  to  tell  hon.  Members  ag^ainst 
whom  charges  were  made  in  that  House — 
"  If  you  think  you  are  aggrieved,  you 
can  right  yourselves  in  the  Law  Courts." 
He  did  not  want,  however,  to  rake 
up  that  controversy ;  that  matter  was 
settled,  he  thought  lamentably,  on  a 
former  occasion ;  but  he  did  say  that  if 
the  same  line  of  conduct  was  to  be  pur- 
sued in  future,  and  they  had  had  some 
indication  of  it  during  the  present 
Session — if  hon.  Members  were  to  be 
allowed  to  make  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  heinous  character  against 
other  hon.  Members  of  that  House,  be- 
fore any  heat  or  disorder  was  produced 
on  an  occasion  of  the  kind,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  whole  House  to  have 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  whether 
provocation  had  been  offered  or  not.  He 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  say  these 
few  words  on  a  question  which  seemed 
to  him  of  late  years  to  have  beoome 
very  grave,  and  he  hoped  that  in  future 
charges  of  this  nature  would  not  be 
made  unless  hon.  Members  were  ready 
to  go  on  to  the  proof  not  elsewhere,  but 
in  uiat  House. 
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Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  it 
was  impossible  to  his  mind  to  approach 
the  oonsideration  of  that  question  with- 
out taking  into  view  the  effect  which 
might  possibly  come  about  with  regard 
to  the  relations  of  the  Chair  and  Mem- 
bers in  different  parts  of  the  House. 
He  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
power  to  punish  any  Member  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  retained  absolutely 
within  the  immediate  control  of  the 
House  itself,  and  that  the  liberty,  credit, 
and  position  of  a  Member  of  the  House 
ought  not  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of 
any  man,  no  matter  whether  of  the 
Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. He  did  not  intend  to  g^  into 
the  matter  which  had  been  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  but  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  said  that  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  delicacy  for  the  Chair,  and  one 
which  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Conunittees  would  eagerly  wish  to  be 
relieyed  from,  to  decide  in  a  time  of 
great  excitement  in  that  House,  when 
retorts  and  charges  were  hurled  from 
one  side  to  another,  upon  whom  the 
blame  rested.  He  remembered  an  hon. 
Member  who  never  rose  in  that  House 
without  making  the  most  proyocative 
and  deliberate  charges  against  other 
hon.  Members.  That  hon.  Member  had 
made  charges  of  that  character  against 
himself  which  on  one  occasion  had 
caused  him  to  appeal  to  the  Chair  for 
the  protection  wnioh  he  receiyed.  He 
had  read  the  other  day  the  boast  made 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Sanderson),  who 
said  at  Brighton  that  when  he  rose  in 
the  House  he  always  succeeded  in  pro- 
voking Irish  Members  to  rise  and  reply 
to  him. 

CoLONBL  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh, 
N.):  I  rise  to  Order.  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  did  not  say  on 
all  occasions.  I  said  on  some  oc- 
casions. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  the  observation 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  went 
to  strengthen  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  made  a 
boast  of  an  achievement  in  that  direction, 
and  had  announced  that  so  long  as  he 
had  a  seat  in  the  House  he  would 
pursue  the  some  course.  He  (Mr. 
Dillon)  said  that  as  long  as  that  course 
waa  persisted   in,  it   would   certaihiy 


aggravate  the  difficulty  of  maintaining 
order  in  that  House.  The  "^ight  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  had 
stated  on  introducing  this  Hule  that  it 
was  not  aimed  against  any  Party  of  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  that  might  be 
said  of  all  those  Bules.  The  Govern- 
ment stated  that  this  Eule  was  equally 
necessary  to  control  their  adherents 
below  the  Gangway  as  to  control  Mem- 
bers in  other  parts  of  the  House.  He 
trusted  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would 
follow  out  a  totally  different  line 
of  conduct  in  the  future,  and  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  that  if  they  did,  there 
would  be  no  need  to  apply  the  Eule  to 
hon.  Members  on  his  side.  If  there 
had  ever  been  disorder  in  the  House  he 
claimed  the  right  to  say  that  it  had  not 
had  its  origin  among  hon.  Members  on 
these  Benches;  if  it  had  taken  the 
shape  of  violence  or  disorder  coming 
from  the  representatives  of  Irish  con- 
stituencies, it  had  been  the  result  of  a 
set  that  had  been  made  upon  a  certain 
section  of  the  House.  An  attempt  had 
been  made  to  treat  them  differently  from 
the  way  in  which  any  other  section  of 
the  House  had  been  treated.  Coming 
to  the  more  general  question  of  the 
operation  of  the  Eule  the  fear  he  had 
— looking  at  the  matter  simply  from  a 
point  of  view  of  a  Member  of  the  House 
— was,  that  it  would  inevitably  tend  to 
make  the  Speaker  a  partizan.  Let  the 
House  consider  what  occurred  in  the 
American  House  of  Eepresentatives ; 
they  saw  there  a  fierce  Party  struggle 
being  carried  on  and  the  Speaker  ex- 
pected to  carry  out  the  wiuies  of  his 
supporters  and  that  he  was  a  slave  of 
his  Party  in  the  sense  of  carrying  out 
their  views.  Again,  in  one  of  the  great 
Dependencies  of  this  country — ^in  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  New  South 
Wales,  where  very  stringent  powers  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  they  had 
seen  every  single  Member  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  successively  carried 
out  of  the  House  by  the  orders  of  the 
Speaker,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  denounced,  and  the 
Speaker  called  a  dirty  tool  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  say  they  would 
ever  reach  that  point;  but  he  did  say 
that  such  an  example  ought  to  carry 
with  it  a  warning  to  Members  of  that 
House  before  they  went  manv  steps  in 
that  direction.  He  regarded  it  as  a 
most  unfortunate  thing  that  in  carrying 
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Gentleman  tbo  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-  ^ 
sury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether 
there  had  been  any  practical  incon- 
yenience  in  allowing  a  Member  who 
had  been  saspended  to  remain  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House?  If  in 
practice  that  had  not  been  the  case, 
then,  he  said,  this  was  a  needless  aggra- 
yation  of  the  punishment.  They  called 
on  a  Member  to  be  in  his  place  to  serye 
on  a  Committee  on  a  Priyate  Bill,  and 
yet  they  were  to  exclude  him  from  all 
other  seryice.  He  could  not  think  that 
this  was  necessary.  If  the  authorities 
of  the  House  were  to  say  that  it  was 
necessary,  then  he  submitted  that  it 
should  be  in  the  judgment  of  the  Ohair, 
at  the  moment,  if  necessary,  to  order  the 
Member  to  withdraw  from  the  precincts 
of  the  House.  One  could  hardly  imagine 
such  a  case;  but  in  case  of  need  the 
decision  should  lie  with  the  Speaker  or 
the  Ohairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
Upon  the  general  question  of  this  Bule 
he  pointed  out  that  it  was  a  graye  and 
new  power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chair.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  some  cause  might 
haye  arisen  for  increased  power  in  mis 
direction.  It  was,  after  all,  a  mitiga- 
tion of  the  seyerity  of  the  existing  Bule, 
which  ordered  that,  if  a  Member  was 
named  for  disorderly  conduct,  he  should 
be  suspended  for  at  least  a  week.  The 
present  Bule  was  so  far  a  mitigation 
that  it  proyided  for  suspension  for  one 
night  and  no  longer.  It  was  true  that 
this  was  left  entirely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman ;  and 
after  the  best  consideration  he  had  been 
able  to  give  to  the  subject,  he  was  not 
unwilling  to  intrust  that  limited  power 
to  those  high  officials,  belieying  as  he 
did  that  when  the  responsibility  rested 
entirely  upon  them,  and  when  they  were 
not  afterwards  sheltered  in  any  way  by 
a  Vote  of  the  House,  they  would  be 
yery  slow  to  exercise  these  powers.  And 
it  was,  after  all,  a  question  on  which 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  were  able 
at  once  to  pronounce  judgment.  They 
were  'witnesses  of  the  disorder;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  thought  they  might 
safely  be  trusted  never  to  suspend  the 
Member  under  this  Bule  unless  the 
disorder  was  gross  and  patent.  That 
brought  him  to  the  consideration  of  a 
point  on  which  he  desired  to  address  the 
Mouse.  He  trusted  that  if  ever  this 
Bule  were  put  in  operation,  both  those 
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high  officials  would  have  regard  to  the 
fact  whether  or  not  there  had  been  pro- 
vocation.  He  did  feel,  after  what  had 
happened  in  the  House  in  recent  years, 
that  there  was  some  necessity  for  making 
a  protest  on  that  ground.  They  had 
heard  hon.  Members  in  that  House  make 
charges  against  other  hon.  Members 
which  he  ventured  to  say,  if  such  things 
continued,  would  make  it  impossible  to 
hope  for  order  in  debate.  They  were 
qmte  aware  of  the  decision  which  Mr. 
Speaker  had  given  when  appealed  to; 
and  he  knew  that  it  was  strictly  in 
accordance  with  precedent  —  namely, 
that  a  Member  making  a  charge  made 
it  upon  his  own  responsibility.  That 
was  the  decision  in  old  days ;  but  in  old 
days  with  that  decision  there  went  this 
security,  that  it  was  quite  oertain  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  made  a  heinous 
charge  against  another,  and  failed  to  go 
to  the  proof,  he  would  meet  with  the  con- 
tempt of  all  Parties  in  the  House.  He 
was  not  so  sure  that  that  security  existed 
now.  Those  were  days  when  Parlia- 
ment was  jealous  of  the  honour  of  every 
Member  who  sat  in  that  House ;  those 
were  the  days  before  Parliament  had 
surrendered  its  guardianship  of  the 
honour  and  character  of  its  Members ; 
those  were  the  days  before  it  was  not 
the  fashion  to  tell  hon.  Members  against 
whom  charges  were  made  in  that  House — 
''  If  you  think  you  are  aggrieved,  you 
can  right  yourselves  in  the  Law  Courts." 
He  did  not  want,  however,  to  rake 
up  that  oontroyersy;  that  matter  was 
settled,  he  thought  lamentably,  on  a 
former  occasion ;  but  he  did  say  that  if 
the  same  line  of  conduct  was  to  be  pur- 
sued in  future,  and  they  had  had  some 
indication  of  it  during  the  present 
Session— if  hon.  Members  were  to  be 
allowed  to  make  charges  of  the  grayest 
and  most  heinous  character  against 
other  hon.  Members  of  that  House,  be- 
fore any  heat  or  disorder  was  produced 
on  an  occasion  of  the  kind,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  whole  House  to  have 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  whether 
provocation  had  been  offered  or  not.  He 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  say  these 
few  words  on  a  question  which  seemed 
to  him  of  late  years  to  have  become 
yery  grave,  and  he  hoped  that  in  future 
charges  of  this  nature  would  not  be 
made  unless  hon.  Members  were  ready 
to  go  on  to  the  proof  not  dsewheroi  but 
in  that  House. 
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Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  it 
was  impossible  to  his  mind  to  approaoh 
the  oonsideration  of  that  question  with* 
out  taking  into  yiev  the  effect  which 
might  possibly  come  about  with  regard 
to  the  relations  of  the  Chair  and  Mem- 
bers in  different  parts  of  the  House. 
He  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
power  to  punish  any  Member  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  retained  absolutely 
within  the  immediate  control  of  the 
House  itself,  and  that  the  liberty,  credit, 
and  position  of  a  Member  of  the  House 
ought  not  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of 
any  man,  no  matter  whether  of  the 
Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. He  did  not  intend  to  go  into 
the  matter  which  had  been  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  but  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  said  that  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  delicacy  for  the  Chair,  and  one 
which  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  would  eagerly  wish  to  be 
relieved  from,  to  decide  in  a  time  of 
great  excitement  in  that  House,  when 
retorts  and  charges  were  hurled  from 
one  side  to  another,  upon  whom  the 
blame  rested.  He  remembered  an  hon. 
Member  who  never  rose  in  that  House 
without  making  the  most  provocative 
and  deliberate  charges  against  other 
hon.  Members.  That  hon.  Member  had 
made  charges  of  that  character  against 
himself  which  on  one  occasion  had 
caused  him  to  appeal  to  the  Chair  for 
the  protection  wnioh  he  received.  He 
had  read  the  other  day  the  boast  made 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Sanderson),  who 
said  at  Brighton  that  when  he  rose  in 
the  House  he  always  succeeded  in  pro- 
voking Irish  Members  to  rise  and  reply 
to  him. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  did  not  say  on 
all  occasions.  I  said  on  some  oc- 
casions. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  the  observation 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  went 
to  strengthen  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  made  a 
boast  of  an  achievement  in  that  direction, 
and  had  announced  that  so  long  as  he 
had  a  seat  in  the  House  he  would 
pursue  the  some  course.  He  (Mr. 
Dillon)  said  that  as  long  as  that  course 
waa  persisted  in,  it   would   certaihly 


aggravate  the  difficulty  of  maintaining 
order  in  that  House.  The  >ight  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  had 
stated  on  introducing  this  Hule  that  it 
was  not  aimed  against  any  Party  of  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  that  might  be 
said  of  all  those  Eules.  The  Govern- 
ment stated  that  this  Eule  was  equally 
necessary  to  control  their  adherents 
below  the  Gangway  as  to  control  Mem- 
bers in  other  parts  of  the  House.  He 
trusted  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would 
follow  out  a  totally  different  line 
of  conduct  in  the  future,  and  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  that  if  they  did,  there 
would  be  no  need  to  apply  the  Bule  to 
hon.  Members  on  his  side.  If  there 
had  ever  been  disorder  in  the  House  he 
claimed  the  right  to  say  that  it  had  not 
had  its  origin  among  hon.  Members  on 
these  Benches;  if  it  had  taken  the 
shape  of  violence  or  disorder  coming 
from  the  representatives  of  Irish  con- 
stituencies, it  had  been  the  result  of  a 
set  that  had  been  made  upon  a  certain 
section  of  the  House.  An  attempt  had 
been  made  to  treat  them  differently  from 
the  way  in  which  any  other  section  of 
the  House  had  been  treated.  Coming 
to  the  more  general  question  of  the 
operation  of  the  Eule  the  fear  he  had 
— looking  at  the  matter  simply  from  a 
point  of  view  of  a  Member  of  the  House 
— was,  that  it  would  inevitably  tend  to 
make  the  Speaker  a  partizan.  Let  the 
House  consider  what  occurred  in  the 
American  House  of  Eepresent^tives ; 
they  saw  there  a  fierce  Party  struggle 
being  carried  on  and  the  Speaker  ex- 
pected to  carry  out  the  wicmes  of  his 
supporters  and  that  he  was  a  slave  of 
his  Party  in  the  sense  of  carrying  out 
their  views.  Again,  in  one  of  the  great 
Dependencies  of  this  country — ^in  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  New  South 
Wales,  where  very  stringent  powers  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  they  had 
seen  every  single  Member  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  successively  carried 
out  of  the  House  by  the  orders  of  the 
Speaker,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  denounced,  and  the 
Speaker  called  a  dirty  tool  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  say  they  would 
ever  reach  that  point;  but  he  did  say 
that  such  an  example  ought  to  carry 
with  it  a  warning  to  Members  of  that 
House  before  they  went  manv  steps  in 
that  direction.  He  regarded  it  as  a 
most  unfortunate  thing  that  in  carrying 
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out  a  penal  law,  which  always  left  more 
or  less  bad  feeling  in  the  mind  of  an 
hon.  Member  to  whom  it  was  applied, 
the  Speaker  ehoald  not  haye  the  protec- 
tion of  a  Vote  of  the  House,  but  should 
be  compelled  to  execute  the  sentence 
himself.  Take  a  case  of  which  he  had 
been  a  witness  in  that  House,  where  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
named  a  Member  to  the  House  in  mis- 
take, being  under  the  impression  that 
he  was  the  originator  of  the  disorder. 
He  would,  under  this  Eule,  leave  the 
hon.  Member  so  situated  under  a 
stronger  feeling  of  having  suffered 
unjustly.  He  considered  this  an  un- 
necessary Eule,  and  as  such  he  protested 
against  it.  So  far  from  its  having  a 
good  effect,  he  believed  its  effect  would 
be  exactly  contrai-y.  If  Irish  Members 
in  that  House  were  treated  with  ordin- 
ary decency  and  civility,  there  would, 
so  far  as  they  were  concerned,  be  no 
need  for  any  Business  Bules  whatever, 
and  they  would  then  be  able  to  carry  on 
the  work  of  the  House  on  those  old  lines 
which  had  obtained  for  centuries; 
whereas  the  power  now  sought  to  be 
placed  in  the  Chair  would,  in  his 
opinion,  not  only  detract  from  the  pre- 
cedings  of  the  House,  but  also  very 
much  detract  from  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
hear  the  line  of  argument  pursued  by 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  pre- 
ceded him«  All  the  objections  which 
had  been  raised  as  to  the  injustice  of 
this  Bule  applied  with  far  greater  point 
to  the  original  rule,  by  which  the 
Speaker,  with  the  consent  of  the  House, 
was  empowered  to  suspend  a  Member 
from  his  duty.  The  Bule,  as  now  pro- 
posed, was  a  distinct  mitigation  of  the 
very  heavy  penalties  which  followed  on 
a  Member  being  named  by  the  Chair. 
The  House,  as  a  rule,  would  never  refuse 
to  support  the  Chair,  and  thus  this  Bule 
was  a  mitigation  of  the  severity  of  the 
former  one.  With  regard  to  the  person 
to  whom  the  Bule  was  to  apply,  it  must 
often  happen  in  an  Assembly  of  670 
Members  that  some  individual — over- 
come with  intense  excitement  or  emotion 
•—should  be  guil^  of  some  breach  of 
Order.    All  this  Bule  did  was  to  give 

Sower  to  the  Chair  to  order  him  to  with- 
raw,  and  thus  give  him  time  to  come 
to  a  more  reasonable  frame  of  mind. 

ifr.  Dittan 


With  respect  to  the  words  of  the  Bole, 
he  would  ask  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  It  appeared  to  him  that  lines 
5  to  10  of  the  proposed  Bule  were  un- 
neoessaiy.  Three  alternatives  were 
given.  The  Speaker  might  order  a 
Member  to  withdraw,  he  might  name  a 
Member,  or  he  might  call  upon  the 
House  to  adjudge  upon  the  oonduct  of 
such  Member.  What  the  latter  alterna- 
tive meant  he  did  not  know.  Itoer- 
tainly  required  explanation.  In  his 
opinion  it  would  be  quite  sufficient  for 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  have 
the  power  of  relieving  the  House  from 
the  presence  of  an  hon.  Member  who 
was  labouring  under  temporary  excite- 
ment without  repeating  in  the  Bule  the 
words  which,  under  the  existing  Bule, 
gave  the  Speaker  or  the  Ohairraan 
power  to  name  any  hon.  Member.  He 
also  objected  to  the  saving  Proviso.  He 
considered  the  last  words  of  the  Bole^ 

*'  Subject,  however,  in  the  case  of  such  siis- 
pended  Members  to  the  proviso  in  that  Standing 
Order  regarding  their  serrioe  on  Private  fiiU 
Gomnuttees  '* 

totally  unnecessaxy.  For  these  reasons 
he  would  suggest  the  omission  of  lines 
5  to  10,  and  a  portion  of  lines  13  to  15. 
The  POSTMASTEB  GENEBMi 
(Mr.  Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  he  was  glad  that  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  had 
taken  exception  to  the  language  of  the 
Besolution,  as  his  doing  so  would  enaUe 
him  (Mr.  Baikes)  to  explain  the  matter 
to  the  Houee.  The  proposed  Bole  had 
been  drawn  with  the  object  of  placing 
before  hon.  Members  at  a  glance  the 
three  classes  of  offences  which  the  Bule 
was  intended  to  deal  with.  In  the  first 
place,  there  was  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man the  power  which,  he  believed, 
existed  in  llie  case  of  the  Ohairmaa  of 
almost  every  public  meeting — ^that  of 
requiring  a  person  to  withdraw  who,  by 
offensive  and  improper  conduct,  was 
bringing  scandal  on  the  proceedings  and 
interrupting  the  course  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. That  power  did  not  at  present 
exist,  but  it  was  a  mitigating  Beaolution, 
because  it  would  enable  the  Speaker  to 
exercise  that  power  of  summary  juris* 
diction  by  requiring  a  disorderly  Member 
at  once  to  withdraw,  in  which  case  the 
withdrawal  would  only  cover  the  whole 
of  that  Bitting,  without  being  under  th^ 
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neoessity  of  sabmitting  his  conduct  to  I 
the  House,  and  thereby  calling  down 
upon  him  a  punishment  of  at  least  one 
week's  exclusion.  In  the  second  place, 
that  was  to  say,  a  graver  breach  of  order 
in  Debate,  the  Speaker  would  exercise 
the  power  given  to  him  by  the  Standing 
Order  with  regard  to  order  in  Debate, 
and  by  naming  a  Member  would  submit 
his  conduct  to  the  House,  which,  if  it 
thought  fit,  might  then  proceed  to  pass 
upon  him  a  sentence  of  one  week's  ex- 
clusion, or  for  repeated  offences  a  longer 
exclusion.  But  in  each  of  these  cases 
the  decision  might  be  summary.  While 
there  might  be  minor  offences  which 
might  be  thus  summarily  punished, 
there  remained  a  graver  class  of  offences 
which  could  not  be  decided  in  that  sum- 
mary manner.  In  the  third  place,  it 
further  recited  the  power  of  the  Speaker 
or  the  Ohairman  in  the  event  of  an  hon. 
Member  being  guilty  of  a  still  more 
grave  offence  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
adjudge  upon  his  conduct,  when  a  more 
severe  form  of  punishment  might  be  in- 
flicted upon  him.  In  such  a  case  a  de- 
bate mignt  probably  arise.  It  had  not 
been  deemed  expedient,  however,  to  re- 
lieve hon.  Members  who  were  so  ordered 
to  withdraw,  or  who  were  so  suspended, 
from  service  on  Private  Bill  Committees. 
It  would  certainly  be  more  consonant 
-with  the  dignity  of  the  House  that  a 
Member  who  had  committed  so  gross  a 
violation  of  order  in  Debate  should  bring 
upon  himself  exclusion  not  only  from  the 
House  itself,  but  also  from  its  precincts. 
This  Resolution  had  been  drawn  with 
special  care.  The  intention  was  not  to 
make  a  change  in  the  practice  of  the 
House,  except  in  the  one  respect  of 
giving  the  Speaker  power  to  inflict  minor 
and  summary  punishment  in  the  case  of 
minor  offenders.  He  deprecated  all 
suggestions  that  the  decline  in  Parlia- 
mentary manners  in  recent  years  had 
been  brought  about  by  hon.  Members 
sitting  in  any  particular  quarter  of  the 
House,  and  especially  regretted  the 
somewhat  inflammatory  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  which 
seemed  calculated  to  lead  to  mutual 
recrimination. 

Mk.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  concurred  in  the 
remark  that  it  was  desirable  to  discuss 
this  Bule  in  an  impartial  temper,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member    for    Bedford    (Mr. 


Whitbread)  were  in  the  slightest  degree 
of  an  inflammatory  character.  It  was 
a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that 
there  had  been  instances  of  grossly  dis- 
orderly conduct,  which  were  undoubtedly 
due  to  regrettable  provocation,  and  it 
was  right  to  ask  the  House  to  bear  in 
mind  the  possibility  of  such  deplorable 
contingencies.  If  this  Bule  had  proposed 
to  extend  the  powers  of  the  Chair  with 
reference  merely  to  offences  which  were 
aimed  at  by  Standing  Order  No.  12,  he 
should  have  had  great  difficulty  in 
assenting  to  it,  because,  although  it  was 
true  they  had  confidence  in  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Chair,  nevertheless  the 
safeguard  of  the  assent  of  the  House, 
which  had  been  dwelt  upon  by  some, 
had  never  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  ade- 
quate one.  It  meant,  after  all,  the  con- 
sent of  the  majority,  and  the  majority 
might  be  depended  upon  to  assent  to 
the  punishment  of  a  Member  of  the 
minority.  [Ciri«o/**Oh,  Oh!"]  He  did 
not  say  that  that  would  be  a  special 
defect  of  a  Conservative  majority.  The 
Rule,  as  he  understood  from  the  ex- 
planation, was  to  be  applied  not  merely 
to  offences  .mentioned  in  Standing  Order 
No.  12,  but  also  to  a  new  offence;  it 
was  aimed  at  the  new  offence  of  grossly 
disorderly  conduct.  It  was  an  offence 
which  no  section  of  the  House  could 
approve  of  or  sympathize  with,  and  the 
punishment  that  the  Rule  alloted  to  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  punishment  not 
unworthy  of  the  nature  of  the  offence  ; 
it  was  not  excessive,  and  it  marked  the 
sense  of  the  House  that  offences  of  this 
sort  should  be  promptly  dealt  with. 
But  the  last  two  lines  of  the  Rule  he 
did  not  see  any  necessity  for.  He 
should  have  thought  the  Rule  would 
have  been  much  simpler  and  equally 
efficient  if  the  last  two  lines  were  left 
out.  Upon  the  point  of  exclusion  from 
the  precincts  of  the  House  he  had  no 
particular  feeling ;  but  he  knew  there  was 
a  feeling  against  Members  who  had  been 
subjected  to  censure  appearing  in  the 
precincts  of  the  House  as  if  no  decision 
against  them  had  been  pronounced. 
While  he  should  be  as  jealous  as  any 
Member  could  be  of  interfering  with 
fair  liberty  of  discussion,  he  could  not 
see  why  any  occupant  of  the  Chair 
should  be  deprived  of  that  power  of 
peremptorily  repressing  grossly  dis- 
orderly conduct  which  was  possessed  by 
the  chairman  of  every  public  meeting. 

ISecond  Ntjiht.'] 
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question  of  great  commercial  magnitude^ 
such  as  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal; 
a  Member,  in  spite  of  having  been  ex- 
cluded for  grossly  disorderly  conduct,  is 
allowed  to  form  part  of  the  tribunal 
that  has  to  decide  upon  that  momentous 
question  and  yet  he  was  not  fit  to  write 
his  letters  in  the  Library.  That  he 
thought  was  a  reductio  ad  ahsurdum.  He 
had  never  been  guilty  of  grossly  dis- 
orderly conduct,  nor  had  he  any  wish  to 
be,  but  he  spoke  of  the  dignity  of  hon. 
Members  who  were  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people  outside,  and  looking  at  that 
fact,  he  said  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  mitigate  the  effect  of  the  Bule 
by  excluding  from  it  this  most  odious 
inf  ring^ent  of  the  liberty  of  the  House. 
Mr.  HOWOETH  (Salford,  S.)  said, 
he  desired  to  ask  if  the  powers  of  the 
Eule  would  extend  to  the  Deputy  Chair- 
man who  might  be  appointed.  If  the 
Bule  was  to  bear  tluit  interpretation, 
then  he  thought  that  its  provisions  would 
be  beyond  the  desires  of  some  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches.  The 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  were  both  officers  elected  after 
deliberate  discussion,  and  in  that  respect 
stood  in  a  position  different  from  that 
of  those  who  were  occasionally  ap- 
pointed to  fill  the  Chair. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYEAIB  (Leeds,  8.) 
said,  the  House  would  do  well  to  ob- 
serve that  the  proposed  Bule  did  not 
apply  to  ordinary  debate ;  it  was  a  new 
Blue  to  apply  to  certain  disorderly  con- 
duct which  the  Chairman  of  every 
assembly  in  the  world  had  power  to 
put  down.  But  it  would  seem  that  the 
Speller  or  the  Chairman  has  such  large 
powers  in  the  first  part  of  the  Order  that 
the  latter  part  was  altogether  unneces- 
sary. In  the  first  place,  the  disorderly 
Member  had  to  withdraw  immediately 
from  the  service  of  the  House ;  then  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  acted  on  such  orders 
as  he  might  receive  from  the  Chair  in 
pursuance  of  the  Besolntion;  which 
might  be  that  the  Member  should  with- 
draw from  the  House  or  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House.  That  was  a  large 
power.  But  then  came  a  much  larger  one 
— ^namely,  that  Bule  12  was  brought  into 
operation.  The  Speaker  or  Chairman 
might  name  a  Member,  who  would  then 
come  imder  all  the  consequenoes  of  that 
Bule.  But  if  he  did  come  under  them, 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  last  words 
of  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the  Bole 


Mr.  T.  p.   O'CONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  should  have  thought 
that  this  Bule  would  have  been  resented 
by  every  Member  of  the  House  as  an 
insult  to  his  self-respect.    He  wished  he 
could  induce  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
agree    that  a  Member  of  that  House 
should  be  regarded  in  the  light  of  some- 
thing more  than  his  personal  capacity. 
Every  man   in    that   House  was  the 
freely  chosen  Bepresentative  of  tens  of 
thousands  of  persons  outside  its  walls, 
and  it  was  from  that  fact  that  the  dig- 
nity of  a  Member  of  the  House  was 
derived.    The  provisions  of  this  Bule 
were  an  insult  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  were  a  great  deal  more  like  the 
powers  of  a  schoolmaster  dealing  with 
his  pupils  than  those  which  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  be  vested  in  one  who 
presided  over  the  deliberations  of  Mem- 
bers of   Parliament.    The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Baikes)  had  put  the  case  with  great 
lucidity  and  with  his  usual  courtesy,  and 
he  might  perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  that 
if  all  speeches  were  made  in  the  same 
manner  there  would  be  no  need  at  all 
for  the  Bule  under  consideration;  but 
while  they  had  Members  going  about 
the  country  boasting  of  their  powers  of 
vicarious  vituperation,  then  he  said  the 
time  had  come  when  some  such  Bule 
might  be  required.    Would  anyone  say 
that  it  conduced  to  the  dignity  of  that 
House  to  enact  that  when  a  Member 
had  been  excluded  from  that  Assembly 
by  the  presiding  officer,  a  police  con- 
stable outside  should  be  at  liberty  to 
seize  him  and  drive  him  out  of  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House  ?    He  had  seen  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton    (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  seized  by  the  police  and 
attendants,  and  a  more  disgusting  and 
scandalous  spectacle  he  had  never  wit- 
nessed.   He  was  not  at  the  time  on  the 
same  amicable  terms  as  now  with  that 
hon.  Member,  but  he  maintained  that 
by  that  spectacle  every  Member  of  the 
House    was    personally  degraded.    It 
was  now  proposed  to  perpetuate  that 
which  was  an  accidental  and  he  hoped 
a  unique  occurrence  in  the  annals  of  the 
House.      With  reference  to  Members 
serving  on  Conmiittees  during  suspen- 
sion, he  put  this  case : — ^A  Member  of 
the  House  was  allowed  to  take  part  in 
all  private  and  public  Committees  to 
which  he  was  appointed ;  suppose  that 
before  a  Committee  upstairs  there  was  a 
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that  the  Speaker  ''may  call  on  the 
House  to  adjudge  the  conduct  of  such 
Member  or  Members."  He  considered 
the  latter  part  of  the  Hule  very  ofiPen- 
sive.  Why  should  they  order  a  Member 
to  be  sent  out  of  the  precincts  of  the 
House  if  they  considered  him  fit  to  sit 
in  Committee  on  an  important  private 
Bill.  They  gave  the  Speaker  power  to 
correct  any  £sorder,  and  they  allowed 
him  to  bring  the  Member  under  the 
Bule  of  ordinary  debate,  which  contained 
strong  penal  powers.  As  he  considered 
the  portion  of  the  Hule  to  which  he  had 
referred  unnecessaryi  he  should,  in  order 
to  raise  the  question,  more  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8  to 
leave  out  from  the  words  ''Order in 
Debate  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question. — 
{Sir  Lyon  Play  fair,) 

Sib  EIOHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  thought  on  consideration 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  Amendment  would  see  that  it  did 
not  entirely  effect  the  purpose  he  had  in 
view.  Standing  Order  No.  12  was  in- 
corporated in  this  Eule  only  to  the  ex- 
tent of  naming  a  Member,  and  the 
further  powers  contained  in  that  Eule, 
which  were  expressed  in  words  at  the 
end,  woald  be  distinctly  excluded  by  the 
fa^t  that  they  were  in  the  new  Eule. 
The  expression  of  a  certain  portion  of 
the  Eule  directly,  would  clearly  be  held 
to  be  an  exclusion  of  the  remainiog 
portion,  which  was  not  so  important.  If 
these  words  had  any  value  whatever,  of 
which  he  had  considerable  doubt,  he  was 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  that  they 
should  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
Eesolution  in  line  4  sd  that  the  Eule 
would  read — 

<*Thftt  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Ghainnan  do 
order  Members  wnoBe  conduct  is  grossly  dis- 
orderly to  withdraw  immediately  from  the 
Honae  daring  the  remainder  of  that  day's  debate, 
and  that  the  Serg^nt-at-Arms  do  act  on  such 
orders  as  he  may  receive  from  the  Chair  in  pur- 
saanco  of  this  Kesolution." 

If  the  words  were  retained  at  all  the 
addition  of  the  words  ''according  to 
ancient  usage  "  could  be  introduced  at 
the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  make  clear 
what  had  been  explained  to  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Eaikes).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  there 
were  three  alternatives,  and  that  the 


third  alternative  consisted  of  a  para- 
graph by  which  power  was  retained  by 
the  House  to  deal  with  Members 
offending  according  to  ancient  usage. 
These  words  then  should  be  inserted 
at  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  if  the  con- 
cluding portion  of  it  was  retained.  If 
he  were  allowed  he  would  move  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  after  Eesolution  in 
line  4  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  point  out 
that  as  there  is  an  Amendment  before 
the  House  it  would  not  be  competent  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  move  now  the  omis- 
sion of  these  words. 

Sib  EIOHAED  PAGET  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

The  oh  AIEM  an  op  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Ooubtnet)  (Oomwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  that  the  point  turned  upon  the 
construction  of  the  Eule.  If  the  Eule 
stopped  at  the  word  ''  Eesolution "  no 
doubt  the  existing  Eule  12  would  re- 
main entire ;  but  Eule  12  did  not  touch 
grossly  disorderly  conduct  generally,  it 
only  applied  to  special  forms  of  it. 
The  desire  was  to  extend  the  summary 
form  of  procedure  under  Order  12  to 
grossly  disorderly  conduct  other  than 
that  which  was  included  in  Eule  12. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
said,  that  over  and  over  again  Members 
had  been  suspended  by  the  Speaker 
under  Eule  12,  not  for  wilfully  disre- 
garding the  Eules  of  the  House  or  of 
the  Ohair,  but  for  wilfully  disorderly 
conduct.  He  still  held  to  the  view  that 
the  words  to  which  he  objected  would 
tend  to  weaken  rather  than  to  strengthen 
the  Eule. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he 
should  not  have  proposed  the  Eule  if  it 
had  not  been  held  by  the  Government 
and  all  who  had  been  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  Business  in  the  House 
that  some  further  powers  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  Authorities  in  the  event  of 
a  Member  being  guilty  of  grossly  dis- 
orderly conduct.  If  the  words  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  objected  were  not  in- 
serted he  was  advised  by  high  authority 
that  the  power  reserved  under  Standing 
Order  12  would  not  exist  in  connection 
with  this  Eule. 

Sra  GEOEGE  TEEVELYAN  (Glas- 
g0W|  Bridgeton)  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
protest  against  the  wording  of  the  last 
paragraph,  which  not  only  inflicted  a 

laeeond  Nighty 
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Speaker  or  on  the  Ohainnan  of  Com- 
mittees.   

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beaoh)  said,  he  was  unable  to  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
there  was  no  inconyenience  suffered  from 
a  Member  ordered  to  withdraw,  remain- 
ing within  the  precincts  of  the  House. 
He  thought  that  those  who  witnessed 
what  occurred  last  Session  would  agree 
with  him ;  he  referred  to  the  fact  that  a 
Member  who  had  been  ordered  to  with- 
draw came  into  the  Gallery  of  the 
House  and  kept  his  hat  on  in  order  to 
show  to  the  rest  of  the  world  that  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  in  disgrace. 
He  thought  that  scene  should  induce 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  to  vote  that 
the  words  excluding  Members  under 
certain  circumstances  from  the  precincts 
of  the  House  should  be  retained  in  the 
Eule. 

Dr.  CLARE  (Caithness)  said,  he 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  compromise  this  portion  of  the 
Hule  to  some  extent,  because,  as  it  stood 
at  present,  it  was  grossly  unjust.  At 
present  a  Member  was  compelled  to 
attend  on  Committees  even  when  ordered 
to  withdraw  from  the  service  of  the 
House.  If  the  intention  was  to  prevent 
the  Member  coming  within  the  precincts 
he  (Dr.  Clark)  said  that  Member  ought 
to  be  discharged  from  attendance  on 
Committee.  It  was  not  fair  to  require 
him  to  serve  on  Committees,  and  yet 
exclude  him  from  the  precincts  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  has  in- 
formed me  that  he  wishes  to  move  the 
insertion  of  certain  words  after  the  word 
"shall,"  in  line  12;  and  therefore, 
althouffh,  as  originally  proposed,  the 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  all  the 
words  after  "Debate,"  in  line  8,  the 
Question  I  shall  put  is  to  omit  all  the 
words  after  the  word  "debate,"  in  line 
7  to  the  word  "  shall,"  in  line  12. 

Question  put, 

'*  That  the  words  *  or  he  may  oall  npon  the 
House  to  at^udge  upon  the  conduct  of  such 
Member  or  Members,  provided  always.  That 
Members  who  are  ordered  to  withdraw  under 
this  Standing  Order,  or  who  are  suspended  from 
the  Service  of  the  House  under  the  Standing 
Order  (Order  in  Debate)  shall  *  stand  part  of 
the  Question/' 

8ir  John  Simon 


The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  135  ;  Noes 
85 :  Majority  50. — (Div.  List,  No. 
18.) 

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  that  in 
order  to  mitigate  the  severity  of  the 
Bule  as  it  now  stood,  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert after  the  word  *'  shiul,"  in  line  12, 
the  words ''  if  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man so  direct."  The  Question  had  heen 
pretty  fully  debated,  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
by  re-stating  any  of  the  arguments.  He 
would  simply  point  out  what  he  thought 
had  escaped  the  attention  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment — ^namely,  that  the  Bule  would  add 
tremendously  to  the  severity  of  a  Bule 
which  was  applicable  to  other  offences. 
When  anybody  was  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House  for  a  week  or 
a  month,  he  was  to  be  further  pun- 
ished by  exclusion  from  the  precincts 
of  the  House.  They  might,  under  this 
Bule,  exclude  a  Member  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House  for  a  month  for  an 
offence  aimed  at  by  the  old  Bule,  and  so 
exclude  him  while  he  was  attending  to 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  That  was  a 
monstrous  state  of  things,  and  one  he 
did  not  think  the  Government  ever  oon- 
templated  when  they  drew  up  the  Bule. 
It  was  possible,  however,  under  peculiar 
circumstances,  that  in  order  to  prevent 
disorder,  it  might  be  necessary  to  order 
a  Member  to  withdraw  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House.  The  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman,  as  the  case  might  be, 
would  be  the  best  judge  of  the  necessity 
of  such  an  order.  He  put  it  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  any  inoon« 
venience  had  been  found  in  practice  to 
arise  from  Members  under  suspension 
being  allowed  to  enter  the  precmcts  of 
the  Souse.  He  did  not  thimc  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  point  to  a  single 
instance  of  inconvenience,  and  therefore 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  his  way  to  accept  the  present 
Amendment,  which  was  intended  to  miti- 
gate the  seyerity  of  the  Bule  as  it 
stood. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  12,  after 
the  word  ''shall,''  to  insert  the  words 
''if  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  so 
direct."— (ifr.  Whitbread.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  a 
little  surprised  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
should  propose  to  add  these  words, 
because  the  hon.  Oentleman  was  strongly 
opposed  on  a  former  occasion  to  the  pro- 
posal that  the  Speaker  should  have 
any  voiee  whatever  in  the  question  of 
the  closure — he  objected  to  the  addi- 
tional and  invidious  responsibility 
thrown  on  the  Ohair.  He  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  no  wish  to  make  this  Bule 
unnecessarily  harsh  against  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  might  come  under  its  opera- 
tion. It  did  not  appear  to  him  that  the 
question  as  to  whether  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  suffered  incon- 
venience from  the  fact  that  hon.  Members 
who  had  been  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  had  been  allowed  to 
enter  its  precincts  during  th^ir  su^[>en- 
sion  was  at  all  relevant  to  the  point  at 
issue.  The  question  really  was,  whether 
the  penalty  inflicted  upon  hon.  Members 
for  grossly  disorderly  conduct,  for  dis- 
obeying the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman, 
for  delaying  the  Business  of  the  House, 
for  exposing  the  House  to  contumely 
and  reproach,  was  sufficient  at  present. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  only  ground 
on  which  hon.  Members  could  desire  to 
have  access  to  the  precincts  of  the  House 
was  that  of  enabling  them  to  discharge 
their  duties  as  Members  of  the  House. 
The  privileges  which  the  Library  afforded, 
and  the  other  privileges  which  they 
possessed,  were  privileges  which  were 
afforded  to  them  solely  as  Members  of 
the  House ;  and,  therefore,  when  they 
were  suspended  from  the  discharge  of 
their  duties,  it  was  not  unreasonable 
ikat  they  should  also  be  suspended 
from  the  privileges.  The  only  object  the 
Government  had  in  view  in  proposing 
this  Bule  was  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
the  scenes  which  admittedly  had  dis- 
graced the  House  of  Commons.  He 
hoped  that  the  penalty  which  was  now 
sought  to  be  imposed  upon  Members 
guiUy  of  disorderly  conduct  would  be 
sufficient  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
scenes  which  all  must  deplore.  He  was 
reluctant  to  add  to  the  invidious  duty 
which  undoubtedly  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  throw  upon 
the  Chair;  but  if  was  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  of  the  House  that  such 
duty  should  be  imposed  upon  the  Chair, 
he  would  raise  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
posed alteration.     Personally,  however, 

YOL.  OOOXXII.    [thibd  sebies.] 


he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
the  Bule  in  the  form  in  which  it  now 
stood. 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale)  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  be  disposed  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  because  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  almost  the  only  way  of  es- 
caping from  a  very  great  difficulty  which 
had  been  pointed  out  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion.  It  was  undoubtedly  a 
very  great  hardship  that  Members  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House 
should  be  compelled  to  continue  their 
services  on  Private  Bill  Committees,  and 
yet,  while  they  were  sitting  on  Private 
Bill  Committees,  be  excluded  from  the 
precincts  of  the  House.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  the  Bule  was  to  be 
maintained  in  its  present  form,  it 
would  be  almost  absolutely  necessary  to 
reconsider  whether  Members  suspended 
from  the  service  of  the  House  should 
not  also,  by  the  ssme  act,  be  necessarily 
suspended  from  attendance  upon  Private 
Bill  Committees,  ^owever,  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread) would  sufficiently  tide  over  the 
difficulty.    Although  he  agreed  with  a 

freat  deal  which  had  fallen  from  the 
'irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  although 
he  could  not  say  that  the  personal  punish- 
ment which  it  was  intended  to  inflict 
on  Members  under  the  new  Bule  was  so 
serious  that  it  ought  to  be  considered  as 
a  very  great  aggravation  of  the  penalty 
which  l^e  old  Bule  forced  upon  Members 
— although  he  entirely  approved  of  the 
general  scope  and  bearing  of  the  Bule, 
it  appeared  to  him  the  acceptance  of  the 
words  moved  by  his  hon.  Friend  would 
relieve  the  House  from  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  which  it  found  itself. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  opinion 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  expressed,  because 
the  responsibility  cast  by  the  Am.end- 
ment  upon  the  Speaker,  and  still  more 
upon  the  Chairman,  would  be  of  such 
an  invidious  character  that  it  would 
materially  add  to  the  difficulty  of  put- 
ting the  Bule  in  force.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  said,  if  it  was  the  will  of  the  House 
that  such  an  invidious  duty  as  that  pro- 
posed should  be  imposed  upon  the  Chair, 
let  it  be  so ;  but  what  might  hi^pen  ? 
A  Member,  possibly  on  the  Ministerial 
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side  of  the  House,  might  commit  some 
offence  which  might  bring  him  under  the 
operation  of  this  Eule;  he  might  be 
suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House 
and  yet  not  excluded  from  the  precincts 
of  the  House.  Another  Member,  pos- 
sibly on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  miffht  also  commit  an  offence 
bringing  him  under  the  operation  of  the 
Rule  ;  he  might  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House,  and  also  excluded 
from  the  precincts  of  the  House.  What 
accusations  would  then  be  made  against 
the  occupant  of  the  Chair  for  partiality 
in  the  application  of  the  Hule  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  it  was  just  as  unreasonable 
to  expect  a  Member  to  serve  on  a  Com- 
mittee, and  yet  be  debarred  from  access 
to  materials  of  information  to  be  found 
in  the  Library,  as  it  was  to  expect  a 
Member  to  join  in  the  debates  in  the 
House  under  an  equal  disadvantage. 
Suppose  a  Member  of  the  Front  Bench 
were  suspended  for  disorderly  conduct, 
was  he  to  be  debarred  from  access  to 
his  room  at  the  back  of  the  Speaker's 
Chair,  where  a  great  deal  of  the  work 
of  a  Minister  was  carried  on?  If  a 
Member  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
was  suspended,  it  was  conceivable  that 
he  would  not  be  excluded  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House  by  the  Speaker; 
whereas  it  was  conceivable  that  if  a 
Member  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  was  suspended,  he  would  also  be 
excluded  from  the  privileges  of  the 
House.  That  was  a  very  unfortanate 
illustration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach);  but  it 
showed  the  danger  there  was  lurking  in 
this  tinkering  with  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  which  had  a  history  going  back 
through  centuries.  He  did  not  believe 
much  in  any  of  these  new  Rules,  but  it 
did  appear  to  be  a  piece  of  perfect 
absurdity  to  say  that  a  Member  should 
be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House  in  the  House  itself  and  excluded 
from  the  precincts  of  the  House — from 
the  Library,  for  instance,  where  all 
records  were  kept— and  yet  expect  him 
to  serve  on  Committees  upstairs.  At 
the  same  time  he  did  not  at  all  like  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  because  it 
was  moving  in  the  direction  of  danger 
which  he  thought  boded  ill  for  that 
Assembly.  He  quite  recognized  that  if 
disorder  arose  in  such  a  place  as  that, 

Sir  Michael  .Rieks'Beach 


the  inevitable  result  was  to  throw  more 
and  more  power  into  the  hands  of  the 
prerading  official.  That,  in  itself,  was 
a  mischief;  but  he  did  not  see  how  it 
was  to  be  avoided.  It  was  one  of  the 
penalties  attaching  to  disorder,  and  the 
House  was  under  the  necessity  of  pro- 
tecting itself  against  disorder.  But  the 
mischief  to  which  he  had  referred  ought 
to  be  reduced  to  the  very  lowest  poedble 
point,  and,  therefore,  he  disapproved  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  that  discretion  should  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chair. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes89;  Noes 
117 :  Majority  28.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) said,  he  wished  to  make  a  sug- 
gestion with  regard  to  what  fell  firom  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  the  Ros* 
sendale  Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  to  the  effect  that 
when  Members  were  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House  and  required 
to  withdraw  from  its  precincts,  they 
were  yet  to  be  permitted  to  serve  on 
Private  BiU  Committees.  It  had  been 
pointed  out  already  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
great  indignity  to  hon.  Members  if  they 
were  subject  to  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  police  in  going  to  and  from  a  Com- 
mittee Room.  He  (Sir  Henry  Tyler) 
would,  therefore,  move  an  Amendment 
to  omit  all  reference  to  Standing  Com- 
mittees from  the  Rule.  If  some  words 
were  not  added  to  the  end  of  the  pro- 
posed Rule,  it  might  be  taken  that  the 
existing  Standing  Order  No.  12  would 
still  have  force,  and,  therefore,  he  would 
move  to  add  these  words:  "and  shall 
ipso  facto  be  exempted  for  the  same 
period  from  service  on  the  Committees." 
That,  he  thought,  would  get  over  the 
difficulty,  because  if  that  were  adopted 
there  would  be  no  conflict  between  the 
new  Rule  and  the  Standing  Order  No,  12, 
"  Order  in  Debate." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
''  House  "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order 
to  add  the  words,  ''and  shall,  ipso  facto,  be 
exempted  for  the  same  period  from  aenrice  oa 
Committees."— (&>  Henry  Tyler.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 
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Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  highly  in- 
conyenient  to  adopt  the  proposal,  be- 
cause it  might  happen  that  a  Select 
Committee  had  been  sitting  9  or  10  days 
when  a  Member  serving  on  it  was  sus- 

? ended  from  the  service  of  the  House, 
o  take  that  Member  ofiP  the  Oommittee 
and  put  a  new  one  in  his  place 
who  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the 
matter  before  it  would  be  grossly  un- 
just to  the  parties.  No  doubt,  they  had 
to  choose  between  two  evils— that  was 
to  say,  they  must  either  relieve  an  hon. 
Member  from  service  on  Oommittees, 
or  enable  him  while  serving  on  a  Com- 
mittee to  have  access  to  the  precincts  of 
the  House,  although  excluded  from  the 
House  itself.  If  the  Amendment  were 
necessary  to  bring  about  good  order  in 
the  House,  he  should  be  the  first  to 
support  it ;  but  he  thought  that  under 
the  new  Bules,  taken  as  a  whole,  they 
would  not  be  at  all  likely  to  have  scenes 
of  disorder  such  as  had  been  witnessed 
in  .the  past.  He  thought  that  if  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  were 
omitted  the  place  should  be  supplied, 
not  by  the  Amendment  moved,  but  by 
the  words  ''during  the  remainder  of 
the  Sitting."  What  was  wanted  was  to 
prevent  any  opportunity  of  fresh  provo- 
cation on  the  part  of  a  Member  who  had 
left  the  House  in  a  bad  temper,  and  the 
adoption  of  these  words  would  give  him 
24  hours  to  cool,  and  if  an  hon.  Member 
on  the  following  morning  was  cool 
enough  to  attend  on  a  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittee he  was  surely  cool  enough  to 
meet  hon.  Members  in  the  precincts  of 
the  House. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N,)  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member 
who  had  preceded  him  (Mr.  Heneage), 
as  to  the  inconvenience  of  appointing  a 
jury  of  four  or  five  Members  to  consider 
a  Private  Bill,  and  then  to  withdraw  one 
of  them  during  the  hearing  of  the  case. 
He  pointed  out  that  sometimes  the 
parties  in  fighting  a  Private  Bill  spent 
as  much  as  £24,000  on  the  case,  and 
that  it  would  be  grossly  unfair  to  them 
to  withdraw  a  juror  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed. In  some  cases  one  Member 
would  be  sufficient  to  turn  a  case,  and  it 
was  not  impossible  to  conceive  that  a 
Member  having  a  considerable  interest 
in  the  progress  of  a  Private  Bill  might 
exert  his  influence  to  get  a  certain  Mem- 
ber suspended  in  the  House,  so  that  he 


might  be  turned  out  of  a  Committee. 
Members  might  vote  on  a  Division  for 
a  Member's  suspension,  not  to  punish 
him  for  his  conduct  in  the  House,  but 
to  shut  him  out  of  a  Committee  on 
which  he  was  known  to  be  hostile  to  a 
particular  Bill  or  scheme.  If  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  were  adopted,  the  House 
would  have  to  adopt  altogether  new 
arrangements  for  Committees.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth  (Sir  Henry 
Tyler)  had  acted  with  a  good-natured 
desire  to  get  the  House  out  of  a  diffi- 
culty; but  if  his  Amendment  were  to 
hold  good,  they  might  just  as  well  hand 
over  Private  Bill  legislation  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  to  a  Committee  of 
Judges. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  said,  he  had  put 
to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  ffrave  side  of 
the  matter,  and  he  would  now  put  to 
him  the  ridiculous  side.  Supposing 
that  it  were  necessary  for  a  Member  of 
a  Committee  to  go  to  the  Library  of  the 
House  in  order  to  refer  to  certain 
authorities  to  guide  him  in  his  delibera- 
tions — was  he  to  be  allowed  to  go  there, 
or  was  he  to  have  the  books  brought  out 
to  him,  a  thing  which  might  be  physi- 
cally impossible  if  the  House  were  not 
sitting,  as  the  Librarians  would  not  be 
in  attendance? 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire)  said,  he  trusted  that  there 
would  be  no  attempt  to  exclude  Mem- 
bers from  Committees  on  the  ground 
of  anything  which  had  happened  in 
the  House.  Members  of  Oommittees 
were  selected  by  independent  authori- 
ties, and  at  the  time  a  Member  was  sus- 
pended he  might  have  sat  upon  a  Com- 
mittee throughout  the  consideration  of 
the  Preamble  of  a  Bill.  Because  that 
Member  came  into  the  House,  and  in  a 
moment  of  excitement  did  something 
which  placed  him  under  the  penalty  of 
suspension,  it  would  be  very  unjust  tc 
the  parties  interested  in  the  Private  Bill 
before  the  Committee  if  25  per  cent  of 
the  judicial  force  werq  withdrawn  from 
the  consideration  of  the  measure.  Such 
a  proceeding  might  throw  the  parties 
into  an  expense  of  many  thousands  of 
pounds.  He  thought  it  only  right  to 
exclude  a  Member  from  the  House  it- 
self if  he  were  guilty  of  disorderly  con- 
duct, but  he  would  not  deprive  him  of 
his  other  privileges  in  the  precincts  of  the 
House. 
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Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened to  all  the  arguments  which  had 
been  offered,  and  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  thought  the  balance  was  in  favour 
of  retaining  the  Eule  as  it  stood— that 
was  to  say,  that  Members  serving  on 
Private  Bill  Committees  should  not,  in 
consequence  of  their  suspension,  be  re- 
lieved of  the  duty  of  serving  on  those 
Committees.  He  hoped  and  believed 
that  the  Rule  would  be  very  rarely 
employed— so  rarely  that  it  would  not 
operate  at  all  on  Members  serving  on 
Private  Bill  Committees.  It  was  im- 
possible to  guard  against  every  con- 
tingency that  might  arise  in  the  case  of 
hon.  Members  becoming  amenable  to 
the  Rule.  It  was  an  exceedingly  unfortu- 
nate thing  at  any  time  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  come  under  the  censure  of 
the  House ;  but  when  he  did  so  an  Order 
of  the  House  was  more  important  than 
consideration  for  a  Member's  feelings ; 
therefore  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  they  should  adhere  to  the 
words  on  the  Paper  and  reject  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
HenryTyler).  He  had  carefully  weighed 
all  the  arguments  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced with  the  strongest  desire  to  meet 
the  susceptibilities  of  hon.  Members. 

Sib  HENRY  TYLER  said,  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :—kjeB  184  ;  Noes 
74  :  Majority  60. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Oardner,  J.  T. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmoad-Bartlett,  E. 
AtkiiiBon,  H.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bartley,  G.  0.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Birkbeok,  Sir  E. 
BlundeU,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bristowo,T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 


Chaplin,    right    hon. 

Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J.  E. 
Cozens-Hardy,  H.  H. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 

H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
ElUg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergoson,  R.  C.Munro- 


Fergnsson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fisher,  W.  BL. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Visconnt 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  K. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gedge,  S. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  S. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  0.  E. 
Hamley,Gen.SirE.B. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Heathcote.  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  £. 
Herbert,  hon.  6. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill.  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holloway,  G. 
Howard,  J. 
Ho  worth,  H.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
KnatchbuU-Hugesaen, 

H.T. 
Knowles,  L. 


Lafone,  A. 

liOes,  E. 

Lewisham,  light  hm. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E-  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Maodonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Milvain,  T. 
Morley,  right  hon.  J. 
Moriey,  A. 
Morrison,  W. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Noble,  W. 
NorriB,  E.  8. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Polly,- Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Playfair,    right    Iwau 

SirL. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikes,  rt  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Ra4ch,  Major  F.  C. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  0.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  fi. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Temple,  Sir  B, 
Thorbum,  W. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  £. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitley,  £. 
WorUey,  C.  B.  Stnui- 
Y'erburgh,  R.  A. 

TBLLBBS. 

Douglas,  A.  Aken- 
Wakond.  CoL  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,   W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Barran,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Broadhnrst,  H. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Craven,  J. 
Crilly,  D. 


Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
£UiB,J. 
EUia,T.E. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Flower,  C. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
GiU.  T.  F. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne.  C.  Seale- 
Hooper,  J. 
James,  bon.  W.  H 
Kenny,  0.  8. 
KUbrido,  D. 
Lalor,  B. 
Leahy,  J. 


1705        Business  of  the  House   {Fbbbitakt  28,  1888)     {Eules  of  Procedure).     1706 


KowlandSy  J. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Stack,  J. 
Stewaxt,  H. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Satherlandy  A. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tnite,  J. 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmington,  G.  M. 
Wayman,  T. 
Will.  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 

TELLERS. 

Bradlaugh,  G. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 


Iieake,  R. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M<Ewan,  W. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Montaen,  S. 
Mnndella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Kewnes,  G, 
Nolan,  Golonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
OBrien,  J.  P.  X. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Gonnor,  A. 
O'Gonnor,  J. 
O'KeUv,  J. 
Paraell,  G.  S. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Beid,  B.  T. 
Boberts,  J. 
Boberts,  J.  B. 

Ituolvedy  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Ghairman 
do  order  Members  whose  conduct  is  grossly 
disorderly  to  withdraw  immediately  from  the 
House  during  the  remainder  of  that  day's  sit- 
ting ;  and  that  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  do  act  on 
such  orders  as  he  may  receive  from  "the  Ghair, 
in  pursuance  of  this  Resolution.  But  if,  on  any 
occasion,  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Ghairman  deems 
that  his  powers  under  this  Standing  Order  are 
inadequate,  he  may  name  such  Member  or  Mem- 
bers in  pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order  (Order 
in  Debate),  or  he  may  call  upon  the  House  to 
adjudge  upon  the  conduct  of  such  Member  or 
Members. 

I'rovided  always.  That  Members  who  are 
ordered  to  withdraw  under  this  Standing  Order, 
or  who  are  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House  under  the  Standing  Order  (Order  in 
Debate),  shall  forthwith  withdraw  from  the 
precincto  of  the  House  subject,  however,  in  the 
case  of  such  suspended  Members,  to  the  proviso 
in  that  Standing  Order  regarding  their  service 
on  Private  Bill  Gommittees. 

rV. — ^Ikrelevancb  or  Repetition. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  move  the 
next  Rule,  said,  he  thought  the  ex- 
perience of  last  Session  and  of  pre- 
vious Sessions  showed  that  the  pro- 
posed Rule  was  necessary,  for  much 
obstruction  had  been  caused  by  hon. 
Members  repeating  over  and  over 
again  the  precise  words  and  arguments 
of  '*  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down/'  It  was  for  the  House  itself 
to  consider  whether  some  check  ought 
not,  for  its  own  credit  and  honour,  to  be 
put  on  this  practice,  which  involved 
considerable  delay  to  Public  Business. 
The  chairmen  of  all  public  meetings  and 
the  Presidents  of  every  great  Assembly 
had  similar  power  to  that  contained  in 
this  Rule,  and  the  House  of  Commons 


was  the  only  great  Assembly  in  the 
world  whose  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  did  not  possess  that  power. 
He  proposed  the  Rule  in  order  that  the 
House  of  Commons  might  no  longer  be 
an  exception  to  the  ordinary  practice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed » 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Ghairman,  after 
having  called  the  attention  of  the  House  or  of 
the  Gommittee  to  the  conduct  of  a  Member  who 
persists  in  irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition 
either  of  his  own  arguments,  or  of  the  argu- 
ments used  by  other  Members  in  Debate,  may 
direct  him  to  discontinue  his  speech.'*— (if r. 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  thought  the  House 
could  scarcely  view  with  composure  and 
self-control  the  extraordinary  introduc- 
tion of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  these  words.  It  was  perfectly  certain 
that  all  Members,  even  those  sitting  on 
the  Front  Benches,  constantly  repeated, 
and  even  tediously  repeated,  the  argu- 
ments used  by  their  Colleagues.  Ho 
could  not  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  meant  to  take  away 
the  power  of  repeating  an  argument. 
No  doubt,  it  was  right  and  proper  to 
prohibit  a  Member  from  repeating  him- 
self over  and  over  again ;  but  it  seemed 
that  the  Rule,  as  at  present  worded, 
opened  the  way  to  an  abuse  of  the  power 
of  the  majority  and  of  the  power  of  the 
Chair.  It  was  necessary,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  debate,  for  a  Member  to  have 
power  to  repeat  arguments  used  by 
others,  as  well  as  his  own,  even  to  the 
point  of  tedium ;  therefore  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  not  press  for  the 
insertion  of  these  words.  If  they  did, 
he  should  certainly  vote  against  them. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  consider  him  guilty  of  great  pre- 
sumption if  he  asked  thorn  to  consider 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name,  and  which  was  really  an  alterna- 
tive to  the  Rule  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  might  be  asked 
why  he  wished  to  substitute  that 
Amendment  for  the  Rule  which  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman?  He  wished  to  do  so 
for  two  reasons — first,  because  the  Rule 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  the  exception  of  the  addition  at  tho 
end,  was  the  same  as  the  existing  Rule, 
which  was  never  really  effective ;  and, 
in  the  second  place^  because  his  Amend- 

[^Second  Night.'] 
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ment  would  relieve  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  of  what  must 
be  considered,  under  any  circumstances 
of  the  case,  a  very  painful  and  disagree- 
able duty.  He  said  the  Bule  had  been 
ineffective  in  the  past,  and  that  was  un- 
doubtedly the  case,  because  it  must  be  in 
the  memory  of  everyone  that,  except  on 
two  or  three  occasions,  it  had  been  inope- 
rative altogether.  This  was  one  of  the 
points  in  their  Procedure  which  required 
more  amendment  than  anything  else,  and 
with  regard  to  which,  whilst  they  were 
dealing  with  the  Eules  of  Procedure, 
they  should  pass  something  which  would 
be  absolutely  effective  in  the  future. 
The  House  would  agree  with  him  that 
it  would  be  greatly  to  be  regretted  if 
the  relations  between  the  Speaker  and 
the  Members  of  the  House  became  rela- 
tions of  a  penal  character  more  than 
could  be  helped.  It  was  to  the  Speaker, 
and  to  his  counsel  and  advice,  that 
every  one  of  them,  no  matter  in  what 
quarter  he  might  sit,  always  resorted 
when  he  felt  himseU  in  a  difficulty 
of  any  sort;  and  he  was  certain  Mr. 
Speaker  was  the  last  person  in  the 
world  who  would  wish,  by  any  duty  im- 
posed upon  him,  to  see  that  courteous 
and  kindly  feeling  which  he  had  always 
shown  towards  hon.  Members  in- 
fringed or  endangered  by  any  Eule  of 
the  House.  What  was  the  evil  hon.  Mem- 
bers complained  of  ?  Everyone  who  sat 
in  the  House  during  the  past  two  or 
three  Sessions  must  know  perfectly  what 
it  was.  Over  and  over  again,  they 
had  heard  Members — he  would  not  say 
in  what  particular  part  of  the  House — 
get  up  and,  for  one  reason  or  other, 
spend  hours  and  hours  repeating  the 
same  thing,  in  almost  the  very  same 
word^  which  had  been  used  before  by 
other  Members,  boring  the  House  to 
such  a  degree  that  it  became  painful  to 
sit  on  those  Benches  and  witness  the  waste 
of  time  which  went  on.  Everyone  knew 
that  state  of  things,  and  recognized  it 
as  an  evil ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  every- 
one was  desirous  to  pass  a  Eule  which 
would  effectually  deal  with  it  in  the 
future.  He  maintained  that  the  Eule 
they  had  had  in  the  past  had  failed  to 
put  a  stop  to  this  sort  of  thing,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Eule  now 
proposed,  even  with  the  addition  sug- 
gested, would  be  of  no  more  use  than 
the  Eule  already  existing.  He,  there- 
fore, asked  the  House^  with  the  greatest 

Mr.  Chapltu, 


deference  and  respect,  to  consider  the 
Amendment  which  he  would  now  ven- 
ture to  move.  If  his  proposal  were  ac- 
ceptable to  the  House,  he  should  move 
an  Amendment  to  it,  to  provide  that  the 
Speaker,  before  putting  the  Eule  in 
motion  to  silence  a  Member,  should 
caution  him.  They  had  seen,  over  and 
over  again,  in  that  House  what  little 
attention  Members  paid  to  cautions  of 
this  kind ;  but  if  in  the  future  no  atten- 
tion was  paid  to  a  caution,  Mr.  Speaker 
would  immediately  proceed  to  inform 
the  House  that  a  Member  had  been 
guilty  of  this  offence,  and,  the  House 
having  been  informed  of  what  had 
taken  place,  any  Member  could  at  once 
rise  in  his  place  and  claim  to  move  that 
the  hon.  Member  addressing  the  House 
be  no  longer  heard.  That  would  simply 
be  reviving  a  very  old  practice  in  the 
House  which  had  been  disused  now  for 
many  years.  The  object  of  his  Amend- 
ment was  to  give  the  House  itself  some 
real  control  over  speeches  which  were 
of  a  tedious  and  irrelevant  charaeter, 
and  which  were  made  for  the  purpose 
of  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  and 
arresting  the  progress  of  Public  Business. 
He  would  point  out  that  no  abuse  of  the 
Eule  would  be  possible  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, for  tne  reason  that  it  could 
only  operate  after  the  intervention  of 
Mr.  Speaker.  Its  effect  would  be,  in 
his  opinion,  to  compel  immediate  atten- 
tion on  all  occasions  to  the  cautions  ad- 
dressed to  hon.  Members  from  the  Chair 
— cautions  which,  in  the  past,  as  he 
had  said,  had  been  disregarded  in  a 
manner  which  had  caused  them  all  to 
regret  the  change  which  had  taken 
plcuse  in  the  House  of  Commons  during 
the  past  few  years.  He  certainly  be- 
lieved that  if  his  proposal  were  thought 
worthy  of  the  serious  consideration  of 
the  House  it  would  go  a  long  way 
towards  meeting  the  evil  which  was 
universally  acknowledged.  The  House 
would  observe  that  he  had  made  it 
obligatory  on  the  Speaker  formally  to 
inform  the  House  of  this  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  a  particular  Member ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  himself  was  concerned,  he  should 
be  perfectly  satisfied  if  the  Eule  provided 
that,  upon  Mr.  Speaker  having  been  com- 
pelled to  caution  a  Member  for  the  second 
time,  it  should  be  competent  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  move  that  he  be  no  longer 
heard.  He  had  no  desire  to  press  tiie 
Amendment  on  the  House  in  the  form 
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mouth  was  this  day  openit " — seemed  to 
be  the  same  procees  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  introduce  into 
the  Procedure  ol  the  House.  The  pre- 
sent Eule  respecting  irrelevancy  was 
quite  clear,  and  had  been  used  effec- 
tively ;  whereas  the  addition  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  wouM  be 
almost  impossible  of  application. 

TiieCHANCELLOR  ofthe EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  Rule  under  discussion  was 
entirely  directed  against  a  Member 
who  persisted  in  irrelevance  or  tedious 
repetition.  It  had  been  wrongly  as- 
sumed that  Mr.  Speaker  would  call 
to  Order  Members  who  were  simply  re- 
peating arguments  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced by  previous  speakers;  but  the 
fact  was  that  the  Rule  was  aimed  at  a 
totally  different  practice — namely,  that 
of  the  constant  repetition  of  the  same 
arguments  over  and  over  again  by 
Members  sitting  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House,  after  the  substance  of  the  argu- 
ment had  been  exhausted.  That  was  a 
matter  which  was  submitted  to  the  dis- 
cretion ol  Mr.  Speaker,  who  would  ob- 
serve not  only  whether  hon.  Members 
were  irrelevant  or  tedious,  but  whether, 
after  his  having  called  their  attention  to 
the  point,  they  persisted  in  being  irre- 
levant or  tedious.  Ho  considered  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
proposed  to  go  rather  too  far,  and  im- 
pose a  penalty  which  was  rather  dispro- 
portionate to  the  offence. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  that  it  was 
impossible  to  avoid  repetitions  in  the 
course  of  debate.  He  objected  to  its 
being  made  a  crime  to  do  such  a  thing. 
In  some  cases  he  could  not  conceive  it 
possible  for  a  Member  to  speak  after  a 
debate  had  been  opened  and  replied  to 
without  repeating  the  arguments  al- 
ready used  on  one  side  or  the  other. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  it  seemed  to  be  overlooked  that  the 
Rule  was  to  be  enforced  by  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman.  There  would  be  no 
interference  with  the  eloquence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley), who  would  never  repeat  the  argu- 
ments of  his  Colleagues,  but  what  was 
aimed  at  was  the  prevention  of  such 

^Second  Iftghi,'] 


in  which  it  now  stood,  if  it  were  objec- 
tionable to  the  House ;  but,  inasmuch  as 
the  Rule  at  present  in  force  had  been 
of  no  use,  he  had  framed  this  Amend- 
ment, which  he  thought  would  have  the 
desired  effect,  and  he  now  ventured  to 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 
Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That," 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  if  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  that  a  Member  is 
addressing  the  House  with  continued  irrele- 
vance, or  tedious  repetition,  or  that  he  is  un- 
duly and  unnecessarily  prolonging  Debate  and 
arresting  the  Progress  of  FubHc  Business,  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  may 
80  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee. 

**  Thereupon  any  Member,  rising  in  his  place, 
may  claim  to  move,  That  the  Member  in  posses- 
sion of  the  House  be  no  longer  heard. 

''Such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith  without 
Amendment  or  Debate,  unless  the  Member  in 
possession  of  the  House  elects  to  discontinue 
his  speech,  in  which  case  he  may  so  inform  the 
Speaker,  or  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  the 
Question  shall  not  be  put. 

''  A  Member  who  is  put  to  silence  under  this 
Rule  by  order  of  the  Ilouse  or  the  Committee 
is  thereby  prevented,  on  the  first  occasion, 
from  takmg  part  in  any  Debate  during  the  re- 
mainder of  that  sitting  ;  on  the  second  occasion 
during  a  week ;  and  on  the  third,  or  any  sub- 
sequent occasion,  during  a  month  from  the 
time  when  such  order  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
Committee,  has  been  made." — (Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed, 

••  That  the  words  *  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman,  after  having  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  or  of  the  Committee  to  the  conduc 
of  a  Member  who  persists  in  irrelevance  or 
tedious  repetition,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  LYON  PLAYPAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that 
the  existing  Kule  had  not  worked  well 
On  the  contrary,  he  had  never  seen  it 
disputed.  No  Speaker  or  Chairman 
would  interfere,  unless  it  were  obvious 
that  the  irrelevancy  or  tedious  repetition 
of  a  Member  was  indulged  in  for  the 

Sure  purpose  of  obstruction.  When 
[r.  Speaker  had  interfered  the  whole 
House  agreed  with  him,  and  the  ruling 
had  been  effective.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  stop  the  mouth  of  a 
Member  for  a  week  or  a  month,  accord- 
ing to  the  irrelevancy  he  had  shown. 
Where  had  the  right  hon.  Member  got 
precedent  for  such  a  proposal?  The  only 
one  he  knew  was  the  practice  of  Kirk 
Sessions  in  Scotland,  in  ancient  times. 
Such  a  record  as — ''  Betty  Macdonald's 
mouth  was  this  day  closit;"  and  a 
month  afterwards — ' '  Betty  Macdonald's 
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tedious  debates  as  took  place  in  1881, 
when  the  House  sat  for  44  hours  without 
intermission.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Leeds  (Sir 
Lyon  Playfair)  were  in  his  place  he 
would  agree — for  he  was  Chairman  of 
Committees  at  the  time — that  in  1881 
Members  rose  one  after  another  and 
repeated  the  same  arguments  hour  after 
hour  and  night  after  night.  It  was 
against  such  a  condition  of  things  that 
this  Bule  was  framed. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.)  said, 
there  was  one  point  which  seemed  to 
have  escaped  notice.  It  had  been 
assumed  that  the  Question  would  be 
put  from  the  Chair  without  debate,  and 
that  it  would  be  at  once  agreed  to.  But, 
supposing  the  House  thought  that  the 
punishment  was  being  inflicted  for  a 
comparatively  slight  offence,  it  was  con- 
ceivable that  the  House  would  not  agree 
to  the  Besolution  that  the  Member  be 
not  heard.  In  that  case  the  position  of 
the  Chair  would  not  be  at  cdl  satisfactory, 
for  the  Chair  would  not  be  supported 
by  the  House.  Such  an  event  would  be 
most  damaging  to  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  was  more 
easily  manageable  thi&n  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire, 
and  therefore  was  the  preferable  of  the 
two. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  the  omission 
of  the  word  **  either"  in  line  3  of  the 
proposed  Bule.  If  the  House  were 
with  him  in  regard  to  this  omission  he 
should  move  to  omit  the  words  ''  or  of 
the  arguments  used  by  other  Members 
in  debate."  The  Bule  would  then  be 
perfectly  effective,  because  it  would 
read — 

'*The  conduct  of  a  Member  who  persists  in 
irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition  oi  his  own 
arguments." 

If  a  Member  were  tedious  in  the 
repetition  of  his  own  arguments  he 
would  bring  himself  within  the  scope  of 
the  Bule.  If  the  Bule  remained  un- 
altered and  an  intricate  argument  had 
been  addressed  to  the  House  by  one 
Gentleman,  the  Gentleman  who  replied 
might  very  easily  bring  himself  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bule.  Such  a  con- 
tingency ought  to  be  avoided  if  posisible. 

Sir  Robert  Fowler 


Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "either." — ( Mr.  Bradlaugh.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  either'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  would  be  obliged  to  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  it  was  {Mractically 
certain  that  the  discretion  which  was 
vested  in  the  Chair  would  not  be  abused. 
No  one  would  accuse  the  hon.  Member  of 
irrelevance,  or  of  tedious  repetition  of 
his  own  arguments  or  of  the  arguments 
of  others ;  but  hon.  Members  who  had 
attended  the  House  constantly  for  some 
years  past  must  be  aware  that  there  had 
been  occasions  when  speech  after  speech 
had  been  made  which  consisted  of 
nothing  else  but  irrelevance,  and  of 
tedious  repetitions  of  arguments  whiok 
had  been  used  previously.  He  under- 
stood quite  well  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  JohnMorley), 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  every- 
thing depended  upon  the  judgment  with 
which  the  Bule  was  exercised ;  and  unless 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
were  capable  of  exercising  the  discre- 
tion vested  in  them  wisely,  they  were 
scarcely  fitted  for  the  responsible  offices 
they  held  in  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  170 ;  Noes 
94  :  Majority  76.— (Div.  List,  No.  21.) 

Main  Question  put. 

Itetolved,  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman, 
after  having  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
or  of  the  Committee  to  the  condact  of  a  Member 
who  persists  in  irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition 
either  of  his  own  arguments,  or  of  the  argu- 
ments used  by  other  Members  in  Debate,  may 
direct  him  to  discontinue  his  speech. 

y. — ^Motions     pob    ADJouBNiourr    ur 
Abuse  of  thb  Rules  of  the  House, 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  moving  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Rule,  said,  he  believed 
there  was  a  general  feeling  in  the  House 
that  the  form  ol  proceeding  which  was 
referred  to  in  the  Rule  was  one  which 
was  frequently  made  use  of  for  the 
purpose  of  obstruction.  It  was  on  that 
account  that  the  Government  asked  the 
House  to  charge  the  Speaker  and  the 
Ohairman  of  Committees  with  powers 
the  exercise  of  which  would  conduce  to 
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the  good  conduct  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  shall  he  of 
opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
a  Dehate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any  Dehate, 
or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  IVoness,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  is  an  ahuie  of  the  Kules  of  the 
House,  he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question 
thereupon  from  the  Chair,  or  he  may  decline  to 
propose  the  Question  thereupon  to  the  House.'* 
--{Mr,  JF.ff,  Smith,) 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  POWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  such 
Motions  were  a  very  fruitful  source  of 
obstruction  and  ought  to  be  dealt 
with.  But  the  last  few  words  of 
the  Hule  formed  a  very  novel  sugges- 
tion, and  he  doubted  whether  there 
was  any  precedent  for  it.  He  put  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther this  was  not  stretching,  in  the 
desire  to  put  down  obstruction,  the 
power  of  the  Ohair,  and  depriving  the 
House  of  its  own  powers  to  an  extent 
for  which  there  could  be  no  justifica- 
tion ?  He  objected  to  the  proposal  upon 
wo  grounds ;  first  of  all  because  it  threw 
great  responsibility  on  the  Ohair  in 
declining  to  put  a  Question  that  a  Mem- 
ber moved ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
because  it  placed  the  Chair  in  a  very 
awkward  position  with  the  House  and 
with  the  Member  who  made  the  Motion. 
It  was  throwing  responsibility  on  the 
Chair  which  was  sure  to  involve  the 
Chair  in  friction  with  some  section  of 
the  House.  He  thought  the  object 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sought 
would  be  amply  secured  by  enabling 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  forth- 
with put  the  Question,  because  then 
decisions  would  be  the  act  of  the  House. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  the  words  ''  or  he  may 
decline  to  propose  the  Question  there- 
upon to  the  House,"  and  as  a  matter  of 
form  he  moved  their  omission. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  ''Chair"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question. — {Mfr.  Bvwry 
JJ.  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was  a 
Standing  Order  at  the  present  moment 


which  enabled  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  to  put  such  Motions 
contemplated  by  the  Eule  to  the  House 
or  to  the  Committee,  as  the  case  might 
be,  forthwith.  It  was  hardly  reasonable 
that  the  House  should  be  called  upon 
to  endure  the  repeated  Motions  which 
the  Eules  at  present  admitted  of,  to  re* 
port  Progress  or  that  the  Chairman  do 
leave  the  Chair,  upon  which  Divisions 
must  take  place  whether  the  Chairman 
was  of  opinion  that  such  Motions  were 
really  an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House  or  not.  He  urged  the  adoption 
of  this  Eule  not  on  behalf  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment,  but  on  behalf  of  the  House 
itself.  He  was  convinced  that  neither 
the  Speaker  nor  the  Chairman  could 
exercise  the  authority  which  was  sought 
to  be  placed  in  his  hands  so  as  to  abuse 
his  authority.  It  seemed  to  him 
essential  that  this  authority  should  rest 
with  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  when 
there  was  an  attempt  to  move  these  re* 
peated  Motions  evidently  for  the  purpose 
of  obstruction  or  of  annoyance,  or  of 
delaying  the  progress  of  the  Business  of 
the  House.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  was  one  which  might  very 
well  be  entertained  by  the  House. 

Me.  C.  S.  PAEKEE  (Perth)  said,  he 
remembered  quite  well  the  way  in  which 
hon.  Members  had  been  marched 
through  the  Lobbies  in  consequence  of 
these  successive  Motions,  but  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  if 
they  carried  the  Eule  that  stoK^d  a  little 
further  down  on  the  Paper— namely, 
the  Eule  which  enabled  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  to  put  a  Question  and  to 
have  it  decided  without  sending  Mem- 
bers through  the  Lobbies — much  less 
time  would  be  wasted.  The  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  could  call  upon  Mem- 
bers who  challenged  his  decision  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and  in  the  course  of  two 
minutes  the  question  would  be  settled. 
With  such  protection  it  seemed  unneces- 
sary to  give  power  to  the  Chair  to  decline 
to  put  any  Question. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  it  was  quite  evident  that  the  right 
hon.Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  forgotten  his  own  Eule, 
number  9,  in  pursuance  of  which  Divi- 
sions need  not  necessarily  take  place 
upon  the  Motions  contemplated  by  this 
Eule.  Under  Eule  9  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  would  be  able  to  ascertain 
the  sense  of  tiie  House  by  calling  upon 
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Members  to  rise  in  their  places,  and 
therefore  it  was  asking  too  much  that 
the  power  should  be  vested  in  the  Ohair 
of  declining  to  put  a  Question  at  all. 

Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  under  the 
new  Bules  of  Procedure  they  were  prac- 
tically to  finish  Business  at  12  o'clock. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  unless  there  was 
some  such  Bule  as  this,  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  might  be  made  a  few 
minutes  before  12  o'clock  night  after 
night,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  Motion  of  the  day  being 
put  from  the  Ohair. 

Mb.  OBEMEE  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  that  he  should  divide  the 
House  on  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  even  if  he  had  to  go  into 
the  Lobby  alone.  It  was  true  that  the 
existing  Bule  had  been  very  much 
abused ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  pre- 
servation of  some  of  the  very  few  liber- 
ties of  the  people  of  London  was  due  to 
its  use.  It  was  now  many  years  ago 
since  he  sat  in  the  Strangers'  Gallery, 
and  listened  to  a  debate  in  which  a  Tory 
Government  introduced  a  Bill  which 
aimed  at  shutting  the  people  out  from 
the  right  of  meeting  in  Hyde  Park. 
The  measure  was  introduced,  if  he  mis- 
took not,  by  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy ;  and 
it  was  only  by  the  exercise  of  their 
powers  in  the  House,  by  a  very  deter- 
mined minority,  that  the  Bill  was  de- 
feated. Mr.  John  S.  Mill  and  a  handful 
of  sturdy  Badicals  pledeed  themselves 
to  use  all  the  Forms  of  the  House  to 
defeat  that  very  obnoxious  measure.  If 
they  had  not  done  so,  the  Bill  would 
have  passed,  and  the  people  of  London 
would  have  been  deprived  of  a  right 
which  they  had  enjoyed  from  time  im- 
memorial. The  result  would  have  been 
something  like  a  revolution  in  London. 
He  gave  the  proposal  before  the  House 
his  most  unqualified  opposition. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
said,  he  could  refer  to  another  instance, 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  would  probably  take  a  dif- 
ferent view.  He  remembered  the  time, 
about  1870,  when  Mr.  Hibbert,  whose 
absence  from  the  House  both  Parties 
reeretted,  brought  in  a  Bill  to  ei^- 
abie  those  who  had  taken  Orders  and 
afterwards  renounced  them  to  become 
Members  of  the  House.  The  Bill  was 
opposed  by  a  strong  Opposition ;  12  Di- 
visions were  taken  on  Motions  for  the 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


adjournment  of  the  debate  and  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  the 
Sitting  was  prolonged  until  5  o'clock  in 
the  morning.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  wanted  to  see  that  system  of 
opposition  continued.  He  (Sir  Bobert 
Fowler),  however,  did  not  think  it  was 
a  good  system,  and  should  cordially 
support  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  this  was  a 
question  for  the  House  itself.  As  he 
had  already  stated,  the  only  desire  of 
the  Government  was  to  prevent  needless 
obstruction,  for  it  was  certain  that 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
and  many  previous  Sessions,  there  had 
been  great  waste  of  time  through 
Motions  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  for  reporting  Progress,  for  the 
Chairman  leaving  toe  Chair,  and  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  being 
made  one  after  the  other,  and  all  with 
the  same  result,  and  in  defiance  of  the 
vote  of  the  majority.  Each  of  these 
Divisions  occupied  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
or  20  minutes,  so  that  necessarily  a 
great  deal  of  time  was  wasted.  Under 
the  new  Bule  for  closing  all  Opposed 
Business  at  12  o'clock,  if  this  obstruc- 
tion were  practised  at  half-past  11  at 
night,  it  might  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting the  House  from  arriving  at 
decisions  it  was  anxious  to  arrive  at. 
Therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  quite 
reasonable  that  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  should  have 
power — if  he  believed  that  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  was  made  purely  for  the 
purpose  of  delay,  and  if  he  had  already 
had  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  the 
views  of  the  House  by  a  Division — 
to  decline  to  put  the  Question.  If 
Bule  IX.  were  accepted  by  the  House, 
it  would  lessen  the  evil  to  which  he 
called  attention,  but  would  not  entirely 
remove  it.  Members  would  have  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and  upon  Mr.  Speaker 
would  be  placed  the  responsibility  of 
saying  whether  there  should  be  a  Di- 
vision or  not  when  Motions  were  re- 
peated again  and  again,  however  dis- 
tinctly the  opinion  of  the  House  might 
have  been  ascertained.  The  House 
should  not  be  compelled  to  reconsider 
the  same  question  over  and  over  again 
at  the  instance  of  any  Member  who 
might  chose  to  submit  a  dilatory  Motion. 

Sib  GEOBGE  TBEYELTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  that  considering 
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what  great— although,  he  mast  say,  ad- 
Tantageous — ^innovations  they  had  been 
introducing  into  their  Procedure,  it  was 
extremely  important  that  they  should 
introduce  as  few  new  principles  as  pos- 
sible. This  would  be  entirely  a  new 
principle  to  give  Mr.  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  power  to  de- 
cline to  propose  a  Question  to  the  House 
or  Committee.  Had  sufficient  reason 
been  shown  for  the  adoption  of  this  new 
principle?  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  who 
had  conducted  these  debates  with  so 
much  care,  and  to  the  interpolations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat 
on  the  left  of  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
whose  views  were  always  of  a  practical 
character  (Mr.  Bitchie),  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  sufficient 
reason  had  been  shown.  For  what  was 
the  argument  ?  It  appeared  to  be  that 
these  vexatious  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment would  be  frequently  repeated. 
But  that  was  what  they  could  not  be  now 
that  the  House  had  adopted  the  closure 
Bule.  The  Speaker  would  also  be  able 
to  call  on  hon.  Members  who  supported 
a  vexatious  or  frivolous  Motion  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  could  thus  obviate  the 
loss  of  time  caused  by  a  Division. 
While  they  were  right  to  adopt  new 
principles  where  they  were  desirable,  he 
thought  this  was  a  Bule  too  much,  and 
one  which  did  not  find  favour  with  the 
House  as  a  means  for  carrying  out  that 
at  which  they  were  all  aiming — namely, 
the  shortening  of  the  debates  and  the 
making  of  them  more  practical. 

Sib  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE 
(Exeter)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  might  be  certain  circumstances 
under  which  it  might  not  be  desirable 
that  the  closure  should  be  moved,  and 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  offered 
a  desirable  via  media.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  persist  in 
the  Motion. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  theHouse,in  the  remarkshe had  made, 
had  defended  the  retention  of  the  words, 
on  the  ground  that  Mr.  Speaker  would 
only  decline  to  put  the  Question  when 
Motions  for  Adjournment  had  been  fre- 
quently made.  But  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bule,  as  it  stood,  to  show  that  Mr. 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  to  have  that  consideration  in  his 


mind ;  and  the  House,  he  thought,  ought 
to  be  very  slow  indeed  to  adopt  such  a 
novel  proposal  as  that  one,  which,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  was  absolutely  without  pre- 
cedent. If  a  proposal  were  -made  in 
accordance  with  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
a  few  moments  ago,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  look  more 
favourably  on  the  Bule. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
that  there  was  a  precedent  for  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bules  laid  upon  the  Table 
by  a  former  Speaker  when  Urgency  was 
voted  on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  third  Bule, 
agreed  to  on  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  to  the  effect  that 
Mr.  Speaker  might  either  decline  to  put 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  if,  in  his 
judgment,  it  was  made  with  obstructive 
intent,  or  might  put  it  from  the  Chair 
forthwith. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork)  said,  he 
thought  that  some  of  these  Bules,  es- 
pecially this  one,  had  been  framed  with- 
out regard  to  Bules  they  had  already 
passed — in  particular  the  Bule  making 
the  grave  and  radical  change  in  their 
Procedure  that  the  discussion  of  Opposed 
Business  should  terminate  at  12  o'clock. 
The  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  had  been 
based  on  the  allegation  that  repeated 
Motions  for  reporting  Progress  and  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  and  of 
the  debate  had  been  made  last  Session, 
and  in  recent  Sessions,  under  circum- 
stances which  caUed  for  the  application 
of  such  a  Bule  as  this.  Well,  mey  had 
now  stopped  all  Opposed  Business  at  12 
o'clock,  consequently  the  inducement  to 
make  such  Motions  had  ceased ;  and  he 
affirmed,  as  a  fact  which  he  believed 
would  not  be  contradicted,  that  only 
after  half- past  12  o'clock  had  sucn 
Motions  been  made  in  recent  Sessions. 
He  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  mention  a  single  example 
of  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  or  to  report  Progress  having 
been  made  last  Session,  or  in  recent 
Sessions,  after  half-past  12  o'clock.  The 
whole  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  fell  to  the  ground,  since  the 
argument  he  had  used  to  recommend  his 
Bule  to  the  House  was  evidently  a  noni 
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existent  one.  Why  did  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  seek  to  provide  in  this  Hule 
a  remedy  for  an  abuse  whioh  another 
Hule  had  caused  to  cease  to  exist  ?  He 
(Mr,  Famell)  must  say  the  proposed 
Rule  was  not  worth  the  candle  which 
was  consumed  in  discussing  it,  for  it 
would  not  save  the  Ooyeroment,  or  any 
section  of  the  House,  any  time  when  it 
had  been  adopted.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemaUy  however,  had  hinted  or  sug- 
gested that  some  new  practice  might 
Sow  up  in  the  House  as  regarded  such 
otions  as  these  at  half-past  11  o'clock, 
or  at  some  period  when  the  consideration 
of  Opposed  Business  was  about  to  cease ; 
but  surely  the  time  to  provide  a  remedy 
would  be  when  such  a  practice  did  rise  up. 
Why  should  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wait  to  see  if  these  Motions  were 
approximated  by  the  hour  he  supposed 
they  would  be,  before  rushing  in  with  a 
brand  new  Hule  to  check  a  practice  which 
had  never  existed?  He  (Mr.  Famell) 
considered  it  a  very  grave  thing  to  in- 
terfere with  the  right  of  Members  of  the 
House  to  address  questions,  perfectly  in 
Order  in  other  respects,  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  or  Committee. 

LoED  HANDOLPH  OHUHOHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  attached  a 
great  deal  of  importance  to  these  mat- 
ters of  Procedure.  The  right  hon .  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow  ^Sir  George  Trevelyan) 
seemed  to  think  that  the  proposed  Hule 
was  unnecessary,  as  the  House  would 
probably  accept  Hule  IX. ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  two  Hules  were  dis- 
tinct, Hule  IX.  being  framed  for  the 
purpose  not  of  enabling  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Ohairman  to  arrest  debate,  but  of 
savine  Members  the  trouble  of  going 
into  the  Lobby  after  debate.  There  was 
an  immense  difference  between  the  two. 
The  Hule  under  consideration  was  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  a  Bill  through 
the  Oommittee  or  Heport  stage.  It 
dealt  with  frivolous  Motions,  whereas 
Hule  IX.  related  to  vexatious  Divisions. 
He  thought  it  would  be  of  the  greatest 
possible  advantage  for  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Ohairman  to  have  the  power  of  say- 
ing whether  or  not  a  Motion  for  Adjoum- 
meot  was  one  whioh  should  be  put.  It 
was  true  they  now  had  the  closure ;  but 
that  was  a  tremendous  apparatus  to 
brinff  into  use  for  the  closing  of  a  debate 
which,  according  to  the  general  sense  of 
the  House,  should  be  closed  summarily. 

Mr.  Pamell 


He  (Lord  Handolph  Churchill)  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Tre- 
velyan), who  hitherto  had  shown  so 
much  common  sense  in  these  matters, 
would  see  the  difference  between  these 
two  Hules.  and  would  admit  that  a 
Motion  for  the  application  of  the  closure 
was  not  a  sufficient  remedy  for  the  evil, 
to  meet  which  the  proposal  under  dis- 
cussion was  brought  forward. 

Sib  GEOHGE  THEVELTAN  said, 
that  the  only  part  of  the  Hule  he  ob- 
jected to  was  that  which  allowed  Mr. 
Speaker  and  the  Ohairman  to  decline  to 
put  the  Question.  It  might  be  amended 
in  that  respect,  if  desired. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  214; 
Noes  112:  Majority  102.— (Div.  list, 
No.  22.) 

Main  Question  put. 

MtMolpedf  That,  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chair- 
man of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  shall 
he  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any 
Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, or  do  leave  the  Chair,  is  an  abuse  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  he  may  forthwith  put  the 
Question  thereupon  from  the  Chair,  or  he  may 
decline  to  propose  the  Question  thereupon  to 
the  House. 

VI. — GOYEBKMEITT  BUSINBSS. 

The  FIE8T  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  fl.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  now  had  to  move 
EuleYI.,  the  object  of  which  was  to  en- 
able the  OoTemment  on  Ooyemment 
nights  to  arrange  the  Business  as  they 
thought  fit.  Hethoughtthe  House  would 
agree  that  it  was  only  reasonable  that 
the  Government  should  have  power  to 
arrange  the .  Business  on  GK)vemment 
nights  as  they  thought  fit,  so  as  to  give 
facilities  for  any  Motion  being  brought 
on  which  they  might  deem  fit. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  on  days  on  which  GoTemment  busi- 
ness has  priority,  the  Goyernment  may  arrange 
such  GoTomment  business,  whether  Orders  of 
the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motions,  in  such  order  as 
they  may  think  fit.*'— (ifr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  Eule  would  not  enable 
the  Qo?emment  to  giye  precedence  to 
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a  Motion  mored  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber. 

Mb.  W.  H.  BMITH  said,  that  if  the 
Goyemment  desired  to  give  a  private 
Member  an  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward a  Bill  or  a  Motion  on  a  Goyem- 
ment night,  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  ol  expressing  an  opinion  on 
the  arrangement. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
(Faddington,  8.^  said,  he  wanted  to 
point  out  that  ii  the  Government  gave 
up  a  night  to  a  private  Member  for  a 
Bill,  that  Bill  would  become  Govern- 
ment Business. 

Thk  chairman  of  WATS  akd 
MEANS  (Mr.  Ooubtkby)  (Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  said,  that  under  Standing 
Order  36  the  Government  could  put 
down  a  private  Member's  Bill  first  on 
the  list  on  a  Monday  or  Thursday,  and 
treat  it  as  Government  Business. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Betohidf  That,  on  days  on  which  Government 
husiness  has  priority,  the  Goyemment  may 
arrange  suoh  GoTomment  bnsinefle,  whether 
Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motions,  in  such 
order  as  they  may  think  fit, 

Vn. — Committees  op  the  Whole 

House. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  move  the 
adoption  of  the  next  Rnle,  said,  its  ob- 
ject was  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  tlie 
discussion  of  the  principle  of  a  Bill  on 
the  Order  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Ohair.  It  had  been  found  that  the 
Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Ohair  was  greatly  abused,  and  there 
was  a  general  agreement  that  a  second 
reading  debate  should  not  occur  twice 
over. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  whenever  an  Order  of  the  Day  is  read 
for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  Committee 
(not  heing  a  Committee  to  considdr  a  Message 
from  the  Crown,  or  the  Committee  of  Supply, 
or  of  Ways  and  Means),  Mr.  Speaker  shall 
leave  the  Chair  without  putting  any  Question , 
and  the  House  shall  thereupon  resolve  itself 
into  such  Committee,  unless  Notice  of  an  Instruc- 
tion thereto  has  been  given,  when  suoh  In- 
struction shall  he  first  disposed  of." — {Mr,  W. 
JET.  8mUh,) 


Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Oentral)  asked  if  the  Bule  was  to  apply 
in  the  case  of  a  Bill  which  had  gone 
through  Committee  pro  formd  and  had 
been  greatly  changed  by  the  Member 
in  charge  of  it  ? 

Mr.  BBYGE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  also 
asked  whether  the  Bule  would  apply  to  a 
Bill  sent  down  from  a  Select  Oommittee? 
He  apprehended  that  many  changes 
might  be  effected  in  a  Bill  by  a  Select 
Oommittee,  and  he  thought  there  should 
be  some  opportunity  of  discussing  them, 
because  the  Bill  might  be  sensibly  dif- 
ferent from  what  it  had  been  when  read 
a  second  time. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
that  whatever  changes  were  made  in 
the  Bill  by  a  Select  Oommittee,  they 
would  be  consistent  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  If  any  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussion in  such  a  case  were  desired,  the 
third  reading  would  afford  it. 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to, 

Retolved,  That  whenever  an  Order  of  the  Day 
is  read  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee (not  being  a  Oommittee  to  consider  a 
Message  from  the  Orown,  or  the  Oommittee  of 
Supply,  or  of  Ways  and  Means),  Mr.  Speaker 
shall  leave  the  Chair  without  putting  any 
Question,  and  the  House  shall  thereupon  re- 
solve itself  into  such  Committee,  unless  Notice 
of  an  Instruction  thereto  has  been  given,  when 
such  Instruction  shall  be  first  disposed  of. 

yill. — ^Ambndicbnts  oir  Bbpo&t. 

JReaolvedf  That  upon  the  Report  stage  of  any 
Bill  no  Amendment  may  be  proposed,  which 
could  not  have  been  proposed  in  Oommittee 
without  an  Instruction  from  the  House. — (Mr, 
JT,  H.  Smith.) 

IX. — DlYISIOKS. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  object  of  the 
Rule  he  would  now  move  was  to  obviate 
the  necessity  for  Divisions  in  certain 
cases.  It  would  be  recollected  that  in 
previous  Sesaious  numerous  Divisions 
bad  been  taken  in  which  there  were 
comparatively  very  few  Members  on  one 
side  and  an  almost  overwhelming  num- 
ber on  the  other.  A  serious  loss  of 
valuable  time  was  involved  in  that  prac- 
tice, hence  the  proposed  Rule.  It  was 
obvious  that  the  Rule  would  not  be  put 

\^8eeond  Night,'] 
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in  force,  unless  the  numbers  challenging 
a  Division  were  so  small  as  to  render  it 
unnecessary  to  appoint  Tellers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may, 
at  his  disoretion,  take  the  Vote  of  the  House  or 
Committee,  by  calling  upon  the  Members  who 
sapport,  and  who  challenge  his  decision,  suo- 
cessirely  to  rise  in  their  places ;  and  he  shall 
thereupon,  as  he  thinks  fit,  either  declare  the 
determination  of  the  House  or  Committee,  or 
name  Tellers  for  a  Division/*— (iTr.  JT.  H. 
Smith,) 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  proposed  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  this  Rule  which 
would  practicaUy  carry  out  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Oommittee  on 
Procedure  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  the  Rossen- 
dale  Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  which  sat  two 
years  ago.  That  recommendation,  while 
reserving  the  right  of  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  at  his  discretion  to  call  upon 
the  Members  who  supported  a  Motion  to 
rise  in  their  places,  put  a  limitation  on 
that  power  by  declaring  that  if  the 
minority  exceeded  a  certain  figure  then 
a  Division  should  take  place.  Under 
the  existing  Rule,  on  a  Mx>tion  to  report 
Progress  or  to  adjourn,  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  might  call  on  the  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and  if  less  than  20  stood 
up  then  a  Division  was  not  necessary. 
His  Amendment  was  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  minority  who  stood  up  were  more 
than  40  then  a  Division  should  be  taken. 
If  the  Rule  as  proposed  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House  had  been  confined  simply 
to  dilatory  Motions,  or  to  Motions  of 
Adjournment,  he  did  not  know  that  he 
should  have  pressed  his  Amendment; 
but  as  it  would  apply  to  any  Motion 
whatever  before  the  House,  he  thought 
they  should  have  regard  to  the  interests 
of  their  constituents,  who  had  a  right 
to  know  how  their  Members  voted.  In 
past  times  many  great  and  important 
questions  had  been  introduced  into  the 
House  which  at  first  had  very  small 
minorities  in  their  favour ;  and  it  there- 
fore ought  not  to  be  put  out  of  the 
power  of  constituencies  to  know  how 
their  Representatives  voted  on  matters 
in  which  they  were  deeply  interested* 
He  thought  that  where  tiie  minority 

Mr.  W.  H.  8mUh 


was  more  than  40  there  ought  to  be  a 
Division  taken,  and  he  now  moved  his 
Amendment  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  **  and,"  to  omit  the 
words  *'he  shall  thereupon,  as  he  thinks  fit, 
either,"  and  insert  the  words  *'  if  the  minority 
be  less  than  40  he  shall  at  his  discretion." — 
(Mr,  H.  S,  Fowler,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHURCHILL 
(Faddington,  8.)  said,  he  thought  that 
the  extremely  practical  mind  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  would 
not  be  disposed,  on  further  considera- 
tion of  the  matter,  to  insist  upon  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  see  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P. 
Gill)  has  an  Amendment  upon  the 
Paper  which  will  come  in  before  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. 

Amendment)  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he 
had  put  his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper, 
because  he  desired  to  have  a  statement 
from  the  Government  as  to  whether  it 
was  intended  by  this  Rule  that  the 
Speaker  should  count  one  by  one  the 
Members  rising  in  their  phuses,  and 
register  the  number  of  Members  voting 
for  or  against  the  Question,  or  whe- 
ther what  would  take  place  would  simply 
be  that  a  mass  of  Members  would  rise 
on  one  side  and  a  mass  of  Members 
would  rise  on  the  other  side,  and  then 
the  Speaker  would  declare  which  aide 
had  won  the  day  ?  lu  his  (Mr.  Gill's) 
opinion,  the  latter  mode  of  ascertaining 
the  sense  of  the  House  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  would  lead  to  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
was  required  to  count  one  by  one  the 
Members  who  rose  in  their  places,  it 
would  go  a  long  way  to  relieve  the 
ambiguous  and  somewhat  dangerous 
tendency  of  the  Rule.  If  the  counting 
of  the  Members  was  not  implied  in  the 
Rule,  he  should  certainly  move  his 
Amendment,  at  any  rate  as  far  as  the 
first  clause  of  it  went. 
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Beotion  of  the  House  might  desire  to 
know  what  the  exact  result  was.  He 
believed  there  was  no  Legislature  in  the 
world  which  had  such  a  Bule  as  this. 
He  hoped  the  Bule  would  not  be  ac- 
cepted hastily,  and  that  the  House 
would  make  some  provision  for  regis* 
tering  the  numbers,  if  a  considerable 
section  of  hon.  Members  desired  it. 

Mr.  FAENELL  (Cork)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Amendment  was  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  should  resist  it.  It 
appeared  to  be  clecurly  within  the  con- 
templation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Speaker  should  make  a  count 
of  the  numbers  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
in  order  to  ascertain  what  the  opinion 
of  the  House  was.  In  what  other  way 
could  the  opinion  of  the  House  be  ar- 
rived at,  except  by  counting  the  num- 
bers for  or  against  a  particular  question  ? 
He  presumed  that  the  new  method  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
proposed  from  a  mechanical  point  of  view 
for  the  purpose  of  rendering  the 
mechanism  of  counting  the  vote  more 
simple  than  at  present.  But  was  it  to  be 
tolerated  that  the  House  or  the  country 
was  not  to  know  how  many  Members 
were  in  favour  of  or  against  any  par- 
ticular proposition  ?  By  the  Bule  as  it 
stood,  they  were  told  that  Members  were 
not  to  declare  themselves  individually 
in  favour  or  against  a  proposition,  and 
for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  Par- 
liament the  country  was  not  to  know 
what  the  voice  of  its  Bepresentatives  was 
with  respect  to  any  particular  proposition. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  reflection,  would  admit  that,  having 
obtained  eight  Bules  up  to  the  present 
time  with  the  most  unexampled  facility 
on  his  part,  the  time  had  now  arrived 
to  yield  a  little  to  the  Opposition  on  this 
matter.  Neither  the  efficiency  of  Par- 
liament as  a  whole,  nor  the  power  of 
the  majority,  would  be  injured  by  some 
slight  concession  on  this  exceedingly 
drastic  Bule.  He  looked  upon  it  as  being 
the  most  offensive  Bule  yet  proposed 
in  Parliament,  because  it  placed  the 
minority  in  the  position  of  standing  up 
in  their  places  in  order  to  be  jeered  and 
laughed  at  by  the  majority.  The 
Gt)vemment  deprived  the  minority  of 
the  right  of  registering  their  names  and 
opinions  on  the  questions  debated,  and 
they  also  deprived  the  minority  of  the 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''  it  be  in  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  to  take  the  Vote  of  the  House  in  the 
following  manner  : — He  shaU,  on  his  decision 
heing  challenged,  forthwith  order  the  doors  to 
be  dosed,  whereupon  he  shall  caU  upon  the 
Members  who  support  or  who  challenge  his  de- 
cision successively  to  rise  in  their  places^  and 
he  shall  proceed  to  count  them  one  by  one  in 
an  audible  voice.  At  the  conclusion  of  such 
count  he  shall  declare  the  determination  of  the 
House  or  Committee.  Provided  always,  that  on 
any  Member  declaring  himself  doubtful  of  the 
accuracy  of  such  count,  and  calling  for  a  Divi- 
sion, Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  shall  name 
Tellers  for  a  Division. "— (ifr.  T.  P.  OiU.) 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chair- 
man, may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of  the 
House  or  Committee  by  calling  upon  the  Mem- 
bers who  support,  and  who  challenge  his  deci- 
sion, successively  to  rise  in  their  places  ;  and,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  give  any 
hon.  Member  declaring  himself  doubt- 
ful of  the  accuracy  of  the  counting  the 
power  of  calling  for  a  Division. 

Mb.  T.  F.  gill  said,  he  would  not 
press  the  last  clause  of  his  Amendment 
if  the  first  part  met  with  the  approval 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  in 
that  case  the  value  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  consisted  in  this 
— that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  was 
to  count  in  an  audible  voice.  He  could 
not  doubt  but  that  the  Speaker  or  the 
Ohairman  would,  in  all  cases,  only  de- 
clare the  results  of  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion when  he  felt  himself  satisfied  as  to 
those  results.  The  hon.  Member  would 
see  that  if  the  Speaker  or  the  Ohairman 
was  to  have  this  responsibility  placed 
upon  him,  it  was  not  necessary  to  pre- 
scribe precisely  the  method  by  which  he 
should  arrive  at  his  decision. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  said,  he  would  ask 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  point 
out  that  what  was  not  provided  by  the 
Bule  was  that  the  number  of  the  voters 
should  be  declared  by  the  Speaker  or 
Ohairman.  That  was  what  he  wished 
to  procure.  The  Ohair  might  declare 
that  *'  the  Ayes  have  it,"  or  "the  Noes 
have  it."  There  might  be  a  strong 
division  of  opinion,  and  it  would  be  an 
invidious  thing  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker  to  say  that  ''the  Ayes  have  it," 
or  ''  the  Noes  have   it,"  when  a  great 
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right  of  letting  the  oountry  know  how 
many  Members  voted  one  way  or  the 
other.  What  Bale  could  go  farther 
than  that?  He  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  some 
oonoession  to  the  Opposition  would  be 
seemly  on  his  part  at  this  juncture,  and 
that  he  should  not,  relying  upon  the 
facility  with  which  he  had  obtained 
these  Rules,  stand  fast  to  the  ipgtssima 
V0rb'a  of  the  original,  but  concede  what 
was  reasonably  asked.  He  was  pre- 
cluded from  going  into  the  other  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  should  be  any 
right  to  take  a  Division  at  all  where  the 
minority  amounted  to  the  substantial 
number  of  40 ;  but  when  the  Amend- 
ment bearing  upon  that  point  was  pro- 
posed he  would  have  something  to  say. 
At  present,  they  had  this  Bule  before 
them  in  all  its  nakedness.  There  was 
no  provision  even  that  the  bells  should 
be  rung,  and  that  the  Members  who 
were  interested  in  the  question  should 
be  summoned  to  take  part  in  the 
Division,  or  to  stand  up  in  their  places. 
There  was  no  provision  such  as  that 
which  was  made  in  the  Bule  of  1885, 
directed  to  a  much  less  important  matter 
— Divisions  on  dilatory  Motions.  He 
thought  that  as  they  were  going  beyond 
mere  dilatory  Motions,  they  ought  to 
consent  to  insert  some  safeguard  in  this 
stringent  and  drastic  Bule,  so  as  to 
secure  if  the  time  should  ever  come, 
which  Heaven  forbid,  when  they  might 
not  have  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
governed  and  directed  by  the  same  impar- 
tiality which  now  distinguished  them, 
they  should  have  some  safeguard  to 
secure  that  this  Bule  might  not  be  op- 
posed even  by  the  authority  of  the 
House,  a  thing  which  the  experience  of 
other  Legislative  Assemblies  in  regard 
to  the  very  matter  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing had  shown  to  be  quite  possible. 
LoBD  BANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL : 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  (Mr. 
Famell)had  not  carefully  studied  the 
Amendment  he  supported.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  believed  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  compelled  the  Speaker  to 
count  the  minority ;  but,  if  he  read  the 
Amendment,  he  would  find  it  compelled 
the  Speaker  to  count  both  the  minority 
and  the  majority.  The  Divisions  to  be 
guarded  against  were  Divisions  in  which 
there  was  a  large  number,  an  over- 
whelming number,  of  the  House  on  one 
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side,  and  a  very  small  number  on  the 
other  side.    There  must  be  for  the  Bule 
to  operate  an  enormous  majority  on  one 
side  and  a  very  small  minority  on  the 
other.    The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
Qill),  by  his  Amendment,  called  upon  the 
Speaker  to  count  not  only  the  mmcHrity, 
which  might  be  from  10  to  40,  but  to 
count  the  majority,  which  might  be&om 
200  to  500.     The  Amendment    in    its 
present  form  was  not  one  which  could 
be  put  in  force.    The  Speaker  could  not 
count  a  majority  of  500,  or  even  of  250, 
for  he  did  not  think  the  Benches  on  this 
side  or  on  that  would  hold  250  Members. 
He  had  a  suggestion  to  make  to  the 
House    and    to    the    Government    on 
this    subject,    but    before    making    it 
he  wished  to  say  he  thought  the  Bule 
was  a  most  valuable  one,  the  most  valu- 
able  one    which    appeared   upon    the 
Paper  if  they  were  really  aiming  at  ex- 
pedition in  their  Business.    Divisions 
took  up  so  much  time,  and  were  so 
wearisome,  that,   undoubtedly,  private 
Members  had  it  in  their  power  to  in- 
flict an  amount  of  labour,  trouble,  pain, 
and  annoyance  upon  the  House.    He 
did  not  think  private  Members  ought  to 
have  such  power.    He  quite  admitted 
that  under  the  Bule  the  House  was  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Chair ;  but  did  any- 
one suppose  for  a  moment   that   the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would  ever 
put  the  Bule  in  operation,  except  when 
there  was  a  marked  and  overwhelming 
disparity  of  Members  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  and,  more  than  thati  except  when 
the  opposition  partook  of  an  obstructive 
character  ?    Now,  he  came  to  a  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Citjr 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  raised  to  a 
certain  extent  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) — namely,  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  means  of  record- 
ing the  numbers  of  the  minority.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  would  have  the 
names  of  the  min(M:ity  published  when- 
ever the  minority  numbered   40.     He 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  did  not  like 
that,  for  he  did  not  think  it  rested  upon 
any  solid  foundation.     He  did  not  see 
why  a  minority  of  30  should  not  have 
their  names    published  as  well   as  a 
minority    of  40.    The    suggestion   he 
made  to  the  Government  and  the  Ho«se 
was  that,  whenever  the  Bule  was  put  in 
operation,  the  Speaker  should  co«pt  the 
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minoritj,  and  declare  it  to  the  House, 
so  that  the  public  should  always  know 
the  size  of  the  minority.  [An  hon. 
Membib  :  Declare  the  names  ?1  He 
would  not  suggest  that ;  he  thougkt  that 
was  going  too  far.  He  proposed  that 
this  course  should  be  adopted  in  order 
that  the  public  might  know  that  the 
Bule  was  not  being  put  in  force  un- 
justly. The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
G-ill)  who  moved  the  Amendment  said 
there  was  no  Legislative  Assembly  in  the 
world  where  such  a  Eule  as  this  was 
in  operation.  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Ohurchill)  had  seen  the  French  Assembly 
and  the  Qerman  Assembly  at  work. 
Only  the  other  day  he  saw  the  German 
Assembly  in  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
he  saw  six  Divisions — three  of  them 
upon  important  matters — ^taken  by  the 
Members  rising  in  their  places ;  taken 
in  a  most  expeditious  and  practical 
manner.  The  Chairman  called  upon 
the  Members  to  rise  in  their  places ; 
there  was  a  small  number  on  one  side, 
and  the  proceedings  passed  off  with  the 
greatest  possible  expedition.  He  had 
also  seen  the  same  system  at  work  in  the 
French  Assembly.  He  saw  it  in  opera- 
tion when  President  Grevy  disappointed 
the  Chamber  by  not  tendering  his  re- 
signation. He  heard  a  Motion  made,  it 
was  supported  by  a  vast  majority  of  the 
House  and  opposed  by  a  few,  and, 
again  the  decision  was  taken  by  the 
Members  rising  in  their  places.  Conse- 
quently, the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
correct  in  saying  the  system  now  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  was  unknown 
in  other  Assemblies.  [Mr.  T.  P.  Gill  : 
Were  the  numbers  counted?]  The 
numbers  were  not  counted.  The  Chair- 
man simply  called  on  the  Members 
to  rise,  and  he  decided  which  way  it 
was.  It  was  obvious  which  way  the 
decision  lay,  because  there  was  a  vast 
mass  on  one  side,  and  a  small  number 
on  the  other.  He  earnestly  pressed  the 
House  to  adopt  this  Bule ;  it  was  a 
most  important  one  in  regard  to  the 
oonduot  of  their  Business.  The  Chair 
would  never  think  of  not  allowing  a 
really  respectable  minority  to  be 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  public.  The 
Bule  was  entirely  aimed  at  obstructive 
and  frivolous  Divisions,  which  it  really 
ought  not  to  be  in  the  power  of  Mem- 
bers to  put  the  House  to  the  annoyance 
of  taking.    He  trusted  the  Government 
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would  consider  the  suggestion  he  had 
made  in  regard  to  allowing  the  Speaker 
to  count  the  minority  and  to  declare  the 
numbers  to  the  House.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  well  to  adjourn  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject  until  to-morrow, 
when,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  thought  the 
suggestion  a  good  one,  he  might  bring 
down  words  to  add  to  the  Bule  which 
might  satisfy  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  acceptable  to  both 
sides  of  the  House,  if  in  addition  to  the 
numbers  there  could  be  some  means  of 
recording  the  names  of  the  minority. 
All  great  causes  had  had  very  small 
beginnings.  It  was  well  known  that 
when  Wilberforce  commenced  the  battle 
against  slavery  he  had  but  a  small 
following.  The  Bepeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws  and  the  adoption  of  the  Ballot 
were  not  in  the  first  instance  supported 
by  more  than  30  or  40  Members.  It 
was  most  important  that  the  names  of 
the  men  who  first  advocated  great 
reforms  should  be  recorded.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  to  be  con- 
gratulated that  he  was  one  of  a  minority 
of  18  who  voted  against  the  Transvaal 
War.  That  Division  was  on  record,  and 
those  who  formed  the  minority  had 
every  reason  to  be  proud.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  expedite  Business,  but  he  thought  a 
minority  ought  to  have  the  right  of 
walking  through  the  Division  Lobby 
and  of  recording  their  names. 

Mb.  B.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  names  of  the  ma- 
jority ought  to  be  recorded  as  well 
as  those  of  the  minority;  because  the 
constituents  had  a  right  to  know  how 
their  Members  voted.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  Bule  was  likely  to  ope- 
rate unjustly,  but  still  it  might  hap- 
pen that  on  some  occasions  a  majority 
of  Members  would  avail  themselves  of 
the  Bule  for  the  purpose  of  destroying 
a  Bill  or  proposal  which  they  would  not 
do  if  their  names  appeared  in  the  Divi- 
sion List.  He  hoped  that  if  the  rie^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  accepted  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  he  would  reconsider  before 
to-morrow  whether  it  was  possible  to 
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enable  some  machinery  to  be  adopted  by 
wbioli  the  names  of  the  majority  as  well 
of  the  minority  could  be  recorded. 

Mr.  BRADIAUQH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  that  matter  was  of  great  im- 
portance, and  therefore  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  \ 
Bradlaughf) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment •[164]. 
Second  Reading — Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) •[32].' 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


MOTIONS. 

SPEECHES   IN   FARLIAMEirr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  Bill  to  limit  the 
duration  of  Speeches  in  Parliament,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Atkinson,  Sir  John  Ken- 
naway,  Mr.  Maclure,  and  Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent. 
^ailpreienUd,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  149.] 

FARLIAMEirrABY       ELECTIONS      (sEAMEN's 

votes)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  Bill  to  enable 
Master  Mariners,  Marine  Engineers  serving 
afloat,  Seamen,  and  Fishermen  to  Vote  at  Par- 
liamentary Elections  by  papers  in  a  similar 
manner  to  that  in  which  members  of  Univer- 
sities Vote  at  present,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
b^  Mr.  Atkinson,  Sir  George  Baden- Powell, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeok,  Mr.  Brookfield,  Marquess 
of  Carmarthen,  Sir  James  Gorry,  Sir  Donald 
Currie,  Oolonel  Duncan,  Mr.  Donkin,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Mr.  Gk>urley,  Mr. 
Heneage,  Mr.  King,  Sir  Charles  Palmer,  Sir 
John  Fuloston,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Thomas 
Sutherland,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson, 
and  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck. 
Wl\pre»ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  150.] 

INTESTATES  ESTATES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ambrose,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  distribution  of  the 
Estates  of  such  Intestates  as  shall  die  leaving  a 
widow,  but  no  issue,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Ambrose. 
aiUpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

House  adjourned  at  Twelve 
o'clock,  Midnight. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
JTedneiday,  29th  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Oomiiitteb  —  Town 
Holdings,  nominated. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Fishing  in  Rivers  •  [162];  Nonconformist 
Marriages  (Attendance  of  Registrars';  *  [153]  ; 

Afr.  R.  T.  Reid 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE).— IX.  DIVISIONS. 

resolxttioy.     [adjourned    debate.] 

[third  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
L28tli  February], 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may, 
at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of  the  House 
or  Committee  by  calling  upon  the  Members  who 
support,  and  who  challenge  his  decision,  suc- 
cessively to  rise  in  their  places ;  and  he  shall 
thereupon,  as  he  thinks  fit,  either  declare  the 
determination  of  the  House  or  Committee,  or 
name  Tellers  for  a  Dinsion." — {Mr.  W.  H^ 
Smith.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
^'  it  be  in  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  to  take  the  Vote  of  the  House  in  the 
following  manner : — He  shall,  on  his  decision 
being  challenged,  forthwith  order  the  doors  to 
be  closed,  whereupon  he  shall  call  upon  the 
Members  who  support  and  who  challenge  his 
decision  successively  to  rise  in  their  places,  and 
he  shall  proceed  to  count  them  one  by  one  in  an 
audible  voice.  At  the  conclusion  of  such  count 
he  shall  declare  the  determination  of  the  House 
or  Committee."— (ifr.  T.  P.  QUI.) 

Question  ag^in  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  *  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chair- 
man, may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of 
the  House  or  Committee  by  calling  upon  the 
Members  who  support,  and  who  chaUense  hii 
decision,  successively  to  rise  in  their  places ; 
and,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned. 

Mb.  BEADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  this  Bule  differed  entirely  in 
gravity  fron  any  of  the  Boles  which 
preceded  it.  All  the  other  Rules,  good 
or  bad,  were  within  the  competence  of 
the  HousOi  as  only  affecting  the  order 
of  Business ;  but  this  Bule  affeoted  the 
right  of  constituents  to  know  how  their 
Members  acted  upon  any  matter  which 
came  before  the  House.  This  was  not 
simply  a  question  of  the  right  of  the 
minority  to  register  their  votes ;  it  was 
not  a  question  of  the  numbers  on  either 
side,  but  a  question  of  the  right  of  con- 
stituents to  know  whether  their  Memben 
were  or  were  not  present  upon  any  par- 
ticular occasion,  and  how  they  voted. 
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Up  to  the  present  moment  there  had 
only  been  a  very  brief  reference,  and 
that  was  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
B.  T.  Beid),  to  this  right  of  constitu- 
ents ;  and  he  Q&x,  Bradlaugh)  asked  the 
House  erayely  to  consider  before  thej 
ohangea  entirely  the  relations  of  Mem- 
bers to  their  constituents.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill)  he  should  vote  for, 
though  it  did  not  touch  the  point  he  was 
now  raising,  because  if  it  were  carried  it 
would  only  secure  that  the  numbers 
should  be  known.  The  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill)  who, 
as  he  should  show  presently,  was  quite 
mistaken  as  to  the  practice  of  the  French 
and  the  German  Parliaments— he  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  thought  so  last  night,  par- 
ticularly as  regarded  the  French  Parlia- 
ment, because  he  had  often  been  present 
at  the  Sittings  of  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  but  he  was  afraid  his  want  of 
knowledge  of  the  French  language 
might  have  misled  him  as  to  what 
happened 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  only  described  what 
I  saw  with  my  own  eyes. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  that  he  also 
thought  last  night  he  remembered  what 
he  had  seen  with  his  own  eyes.  He  had 
now,  however,  got  the  Rkglement  of  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies,  which  would  ex- 
plain the  mistake,  not  an  unnatural 
mistake,  made  by  a  foreigner  when  he 
did  not  quite  understand  the  proceedings 
that  were  passing.  The  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord,  which  it  appeared  by  the 
Amendment  Paper  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government,  was  also  deficient,  be- 
cause it  only  provided  that  the  number 
of  the  minority  challenging  a  Division 
should  be  recorded ;  it  did  not  provide 
that  anything  should  be  done  to  show 
how  individual  Members  voted  or  who 
were  the  absentees.  He  objected  even 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Crewe  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr. 
M'Laren),  although  he  should  support 
it  if  it  went  to  a  Division,  because  if 
that  be  accepted  the  minority  only  would 
be  able  to  record  their  names.  He 
respectfully  suggested  that  the  majority 
who  prevented  the  adoption  of  some 
proposition  submitted  to  the  House 
ought  to  have  their  names  recorded, 
00  that  their  constituents  might  know 


how  they  voted.  He  now  came  to 
the  question  of  fact  as  submitted  bv 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington.  As  to  the  German  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  no  know- 
ledge; but  he  had  managed  to  fortify 
himself  with  authority  on  the  point  at 
issue.  The  articles  of  the  R^glement 
which  applied  to  voting  in  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  were  Articles 
78,  79,  80,  81,  and  82.  As  his  French 
was  very  bad,  perhaps  the  House  would 
permit  him  to  translate  Article  82  into 
English,  so  that  he  might  not  mislead 
the  House,  as  doubtless  the  noble  Lord 
was  misled  by  listening  to  something  in 
a  language  not  his  own. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  the  statement  he  made  was  in  refe- 
rence to  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill) 
that  the  practice  of  taking  Divisions  by 
Members  rising  in  their  places  was  un- 
known in  any  Assembly  in  the  world. 
He  said  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  a 
common  practice  in  the  French  and 
German  Parliaments. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  it  was  a 
pity  the  noble  Lord  did  not  impart  to 
the  House  the  whole  of  his  knowledge 
on  the  subject,  because,  no  doubt,  he 
would  then  have  told  the  House  that 
although  there  were  three  ways  of 
voting — ^by  rising  and  sitting,  by  public 
voting,  and  by  secret  voting — in  every 
case  public  voting  was  a  matter  of  right. 
He  had  said ''in  every  case."  There 
were  some  slight  exceptions  made  in 
Article  81,  but  with  those  exceptions 
with  the  details  of  which  he  need  not 
trouble  the  House.  Article  82  provided 
tha|  a  public  vote  might  always  be  had 
on  a  demand  in  writing  signed  by  20 
Members  of  the  Chamber,  so  that  while 
it  was  perfectly  true  that  many  votes  in 
the  French  Chamber  were  taken  by  the 
Members  of  one  opinion  rising  in  their 
places,  and  those  of  the  opposite  opinion 
remaining  seated,  it  was  also  true  that 
any  minority  of  20  might  insist  on  the 
voting  being  taken  publicly.  In  the 
German  Parliament,  it  appears  to  be 
not  quite  the  same,  but  sufficiently 
nearly  the  same.  He  did  not  happen  to 
possess  the  Rkglement  of  the  German 
Parliament,  but  he  had  on  this  the  able 
summary  of  the  Bules  and  Proceedings 
of  Foreign  Parliaments  which  was  com- 
piled by  a  respected  and  very  able 
official  of  their  own  House.    On  page 
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295,  in  dealing  with  what  the  noble 

Lord  witnessed,  the  compiler  said — 

''  At  the  end  of  the  debate  and  tefore  a  Divi- 
sion is  taken,  any  Member  may  move  that  the 
names  of  the  Members  voting  be  taken  down. 
This  Motion  must  be  supported  by  50  Members. 
The  President  declares  a  Division  closed  after  all 
the  Members  of  Parliament  have  been  called  over 
by  name,  and  after  a  recapitulation  of  their 
names,  any  Members  whose  votes  have  not  been 
entered  have  a  second  opportunity  of  voting." 

He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  therefore  submitted 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  Qovernment 
in  the  Bule  which  was  now  under  dis- 
cussion was  absolutely  contrary  to  the 
practice  of  the  French  and  German 
Parliaments.  A  minority  of  20  in  the 
French  Parliament  and  a  minority  of  50 
in  the  German  Parliament  had,  after  the 
vote  had  been  taken  by  Members  rising 
or  before  it,  the  right  to  demand  that 
the  vote  should  be  public.  He  was  per- 
suaded that  the  constituents  of  this 
country  would  regard  this  as  an  attempt 
to  shield  Members  from  what  shoald  be 
their  proper  responsibility.  He  had  been 
informed  by  Members  far  better  versed 
in  the  old  traditions  of  the  House  than 
himself,  though  he  had  taken  some  plea- 
sure during)  the  enforced  leisure  he  had 
had  in  the  House,  of  making  himself 
acquainted  with  those  traditions,  that  in 
the  Parliamentary  Heports  which  pre- 
ceded Mansard,  the  names  of  the  Mem- 
bers voting  in  the  minority  were  re- 
corded, while  those  of  the  Members 
voting  in  the  majority  were  not  recorded. 
But  it  was  not  only  a  question  of  pro- 
tecting the  minority.  Constituents  had 
a  clear  and  distinct  right  not  only  to 
know  how  each  individual  Member  had 
voted  upon  any  given  question,  but  they 
had  a  right  to  see,  by  comparing  the 
Division  Lists,  what  Members  chose  to 
be  absent.  The  House  had  no  right, 
under  cover  of  regulating  its  own  Pro- 
cedure, to  do  what  it  never  had  done  yet ; 
if  it  was  done  in  this  case,  they  might  as 
well  vote  secretly — vote  by  ballot — and 
thus  entirely  deprive  their  constituents 
of  any  control  over  them.  He  did  not 
mean  to  apply  these  remcurks  to  Motions 
which  were  rightly  or  wrongly  called 
obstructive,  or  to  Motions  made  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  delay.  He  had  had  it 
suggested  to  him  that  even  Divisions  on 
clauses  of  a  Bill  in  Oommittee  might  be 
exempted  from  the  claim  he  was  now 
making;  but  he  did  not  feel  quite  so 
sure  about  that,  because  clauses  often 
involved  important  principles.    He  sub- 
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mitted  that  by  adopting  this  Bule  they 
would  be  striking  a  blow  at  Parliamen- 
tary influence  m  this  country,  and 
giving  tongue  to  those  who  said  that  the 
Members  of  the  Houseof  Commons  were 
careful  only  for  themselves,  and  careless 
of  the  men  who  retumed'them. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  said, 
he  would  respectfully  urge  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  into  consideration  the 
arguments  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  He 
(Mr.  Johnston)  was  entirelv  in  accord 
with  the  views  propounded  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Xt  would  be  a  dangerous  thing 
if,  by  any  course  of  proceeding  in  the 
House,  Members  were  enabled  to  give 
secret  votes ;  in  fact,  it  would  probably 
endanger  the  seats  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, because  it  might  become  a  dis- 
puted question  how  the  majority  on  a 
given  subject  was  made  up.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  consider  how  they 
might  modify  this  Pule,  so  that  every 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  might  have 
his  name  recorded  in  a  Division. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  apologize  for  taking 
part  in  the  discussion,  because,  with  one 
exception,  he.  was  the  senior  Member  of 
the  House  present.  He  could,  therefore, 
speak  with  some  little  experience,  and 
also  as  one  who  had  very  carefully 
studied  the  Parliamentary  history  of 
former  days.  He  could  confirm  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  had  said,  as  to  finding 
in  the  edl-authoritative  records  of  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament  for  more 
than  a  century  the  names  of  the  mi- 
norities in  idl  important  divisions 
given.  It  frequently  happened  that 
when  great  questions  were  first  mooted 
they  were  supported  by  very  few 
Members.  Public  opinion  grew,  num- 
bers increased  and  multipUed,  and  it 
was  important,  historically,  tihat  the 
names  of  original  minorities  should 
bo  recorded.  It  was  important  that 
constituents  should  not  be  deprived 
of  the  means  of  knowing  who  those 
Members  were  who  had  voted  for  any 
particular  reform.  The  recording  of 
the  names  of  large  majorities  did 
not  appear  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance.  There  was 
nothing  so  irksome  as  the  taking  of 
Divisions  in  which  there  were  vast 
majorities.  The  House  would  remem- 
ber that  the  larger  the  majority  the  more 
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time  a  Diyision  took,  and  therefore  in 
that  respect  he  went  entirely  with  the 
ohjeot  of  the  Rule.  Let  him  state  how 
the  matter  stood,  A  Standing  Order, 
adopted  in  1882,  stated — 

'*WheD,  after  the  House  has  heon  cleared 
for  a  DiTirion,  upon  a  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journ ment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House 
during  any  Debate,  or  thafc  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the 
Chair,  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee,  that  the  Ayes  or 
Noes  having  it,  is  challenged,  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  may,  after  the  lapse  of  Two 
Minutes,  as  indicated  by  the  sand-glass,  call 
upon  the  Members  challenging  it  to  rise  in  their 
places,  and,  if  they  be  less  than  Twenty  in  a 
House  of  Forty  Members  or  upwards,  he  may 
forthwith  declare  the  determination  of  the 
House  or  of  the  Committee." 

If  less  than  20  Members  rose  in  the 
minority  it  shoald  not  be  necessary  to  go 
through  all  the  forms  of  a  Division. 
What  he  suggested  was  that  this  Stand- 
ing Order  should  be  made  to  apply  to  all 
Motions  and  that  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Orewe  Division  of 
Oheshire  (Mr.  M'Laren)  should  be  adop- 
ted, so  that  minorities  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  recording  their  names. 

Mr.  8ALT  (Stafford)  said,  that  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  was  a 
very  interesting  and  important  one,  and 
one  which  ought  to  have  some  weight  with 
the  House.  At  the  same  time,  he  (Mr. 
Salt)  doubted  whether  the  constituencies 
have  an  inherent  right  to  know  the  par- 
ticulars of  a  Division.  The  publication 
of  the  Division  List  was  a  comparatively 
modem  institution.  Division  Lists  were 
intended  more  for  the  information  of 
Members  themselves  than  for  the  in- 
formation of  their  constituents.  What 
he  said  about  the  House  of  Connnons 
practice  was  further  confirmed  by  one 
or  two  matters  of  Procedure.  For 
instance,  till  comparatively  recent  times 
Strangers  were  absolutely  excluded 
from  the  House  during  Divisions.  That 
was  the  state  of  affairs  before  1853,  and 
now  there  was  a  partial  exclusion  of 
Strangers,  though  no  doubt  the  prin- 
ciple had  been  given  up.  The  right  of 
publishing  Divisions  was  one  which 
the  House  had  always  reserved  to  itself. 
He  agreed  that  the  restrictions  which 
bad  been  referred  to  were  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  modern  habits  and  ideas, 
but  the  Standing  Order  just  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   South  Edinburgh    (Mr.   Ohilders) 


showed  that  the  intention  of  that 
Order  was  merely  to  exclude  the  pub- 
lication of  names  in  matters  so  un- 
important and  in  Divisions  so  small  that 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  record 
every  name.  He  hoped,  however,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  be 
able  to  devise  some  means  of  meeting 
the  objections  raised.  He  might  further 
note  that  as  the  Eesolution  stood,  it  was 
not  quite  clear  what  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  would  do  in  the  event  of  Mem- 
bers standing  up  and  challenging  a  Divi- 
sion, as  the  power  proposed  to  be  given 
appeared  to  be  somewhat  too  absolute. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  that 
no  one  for  a  moment  could  doubt  the 
power  of  the  House  to  keep  its  Divisions 
secret ;  but  he  was  convinced  that  any 
proceeding  of  that  character  would  be 
regarded  by  the  country  as  a  retrograde 
and  re-actionary  step.  As  far  as  his 
experience  went,  the  constituencies  took 
quite  as  much  interest,  very  frequently 
more  interest,  in  the  votes,  than  they 
did  in  the  speeches  of  their  Members. 
It  would  be  just  as  recisonable  to  forbid 
the  printing  of  any  speeches  as  to  forbid 
the  recording  of  the  votes.  An  idea 
seemed  to  prevail  amongst  some  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  simply  the  right  of  the 
minority  to  register  their  names.  It 
was  nothing  of  the  sort,  and  if  he  had 
his  choice  he  doubted  whether  he 
would  not  prefer  that  the  majority 
should  register  their  names.  He 
maintained  that  of  the  two  rights 
of  a  minority,  the  more  important  was 
not  that  of  regietering  their  own  names, 
but  of  compelling  the  majority  to  register 
their  names.  That  being  so,  he  thought 
the  arguments  used  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
posal were  utterly  inadequate.  As  to 
saving  time,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  had  already  adopted  such 
stringent  Bules  that  it  was  impossible  to 
delay  the  proceedings  'of  the  House  if 
the  Bules  were  properly  handled.  But, 
young  Member  as  he  was,  he  had  seen 
questions  which  at  their  outside  were 
supported  by  only  10  or  15  Members 
rapidly  come  to  be  great  and  burning 
questions.  What  was  the  most  import- 
ant function  of  the  House  of  Commons? 
It  was  to  keep  the  Executive  Government 
of  the  country  in  touch  with  the  people, 
and  the  Divisions  to  which  he  attached 
more  importance  than  any  others  were 
Dirision«  in  which  the  Executive  had 
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great  mAJorities  at  its  back,  and  in  wliicli 
it  was  not  in  accord  with  tlie  popnlar 
feeling  of  the  country.  Beference  had 
been  made  to  the  practice  of  foreign 
Assemblies.  It  was  idle  to  say  that 
the  French  and  the  G-erman  Assemblies 
pursued  this  course,  and  were  they  to  be 
told  that  the  English  House  of  Commons 
was  to  follow  the  example  of  Legislative 
Assemblies  that  had  no  control  over  the 
Executive  of  their  country  ?  Even  the 
American  Chamber  did  not  control  the 
Executive  Qovernment,  and  therefore 
there  were  many  reasons  which  ought  to 
influence  the  conduct  of  their  proceedings 
which  did  not  influence  the  American 
Chamber.  No  such  Bule  as  that  now 
proposed  by  the  Qovemment  prevailed 
in  tne  American  Chamber,  but  it  was  in 
the  power  of  an  extremely  small  minority 
to  compel  the  majority  to  register  their 
names  in  the  most  public  way.  In  his 
opinioui  this  Bule  was  one  which  the 
country  would  not  approve  of,  and  if  it 
was  insisted  upon  by  the  Government 
they  would  hear  a  great  deal  about  their 
action. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  said, 
the  objection  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  theMemberfor  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella),  and  repeated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  that  it  was 
desirable  that  hiffh- minded  and  far- 
seeing  minorities  should  always  be  able 
to  place  their  names  on  reoord,  was  one 
wmch  carried  g^eat  weight  with  many 
hon.  Members.  This,  however,  was 
merely  a  matter  of  personal  interest  to 
Members  of  that  House.  Another  ob- 
jection taken  to  the  proposed  new  Bule 
was  of  greater  public  importance. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  in  these 
days  constituencies  did  take  great 
interest  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.  The  people  were  exceedingly 
jealous  and  exacting  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  their  Members,  and  were 
particularly  anxious  to  know  how  their 
Bepresentatives  voted  upon  certain  ques- 
tions submitted  to  the  House.  That 
being  so,  it  was  most  desirable  that  not 
only  the  names  of  minorities  but  the 
names  of  majorities  should  be  pub- 
lished. He,  for  one,  would  certainly 
not  vote  for  this  Bule  if  he  thought  it 
would  in  any  case  be  applied  to  Divisions 
upon  any  questions  of  importance — upon 
any  Motion  put  down  for  discussion,  or 
upon  any  Amendment  that  appeared 
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upon  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House. 
But  in  his  opinion,  the  Bule  would  be 
applied  simply  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting waste  of  time.  It  was  said  they 
were  giving  the  Speaker  too  much 
power ;  but  they  had  already  given  him 
power  to  decline  to  put  a  Question  at  all 
to  the  House.  It  would  always  be  open 
to  the  ingenuity  of  Members  to  devise 
Amendments,  and  spring  them  on  the 
House,  which  would  practically  be  dila- 
tory Amendments,  and  he  took  it  that 
the  object  of  this  Bule  was  to  enable  the 
Speaker,  in  such  cases,  to  save  time  by 
merely  counting  heads  as  it  were.  The 
whole  controversy  turned  on  the  words 
"  the  Speaker  may  at  his  discretion." 
He  was  content  to  accept  these  words, 
because  he  did  not  think  that  any 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  be  ever 
open  to  the  temptation  of  applying  this 
Bule  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  secret 
the  names  of  Members  voting  on  a  ques- 
tion on  which  the  constituencies  had  a 
right  to  be  informed. 

Mb.  BBOAD&UBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  was  entirely  with  the  First 
LokI  of  the  Treasury  in  his  desire  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  but  he  could 
not  support  the  Bule  as  it  now  stood. 
They  all  desired  to  prevent  frivolous 
repetitions  of  Divisions  upon  the  same 
question,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  suggested  the  extension 
of  the  Bule  wmch  provided  that 
minorities  of  20  Members  should  be  re- 
quired to  rise  in  their  places.  He  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  did  not  think  that  numbers 
were  any  criterion  whatever  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  to  be  divided 
upon.  He  remembered  that,  on  one 
occasion,  he  was  one  of  a  minority  of 
7;  the  question  had  reference  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  The 
minority  of  7  found  several  hundreds 
arrayed  against  them ;  but  to-day  they 
saw  how  wise  they  were,  and  how  the  ma- 
jority had  come  to  admire  the  minority 
for  their  wisdom  and  pertinacity.  Now, 
the  House  would  support  the  f^tLord 
of  the  Treasury  in  an  endeavour  to 
economize  the  time  of  the  House ;  but 
oonstitnencies  were  extremely  anxious 
to  know  how  their  Members  voted  on 
particular  questions,  and  the  Division 
lists  were  scanned  by  electors  more 
and  more  eaeerly  as  years  went  on. 
He  was  entirety  in  favour  of  a  registrar 
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tion  of  the  names  of  the  majority,  quite 
as  much  as  of  a  registration  of  the 
names    of   the  minority.      They    had 
already    considerably    contracted    the 
rights    of    constituencies    by    making 
Bule   YI.,   and   he   did  fnot  think   it 
would  be  wise  for  the  House  to  fur- 
ther trespass  on  the  right  of  the  people, 
wbo,  after  all,  were  the  supreme  autho- 
rity with  regard  to  Members  of  the  House. 
Thb   CHA.IRMAN   of   WAYS  and 
MEANS    (Mr.    Courtney)  (Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  said,    that    undoubtedly    the 
question  was  one  of  yery  considerable 
importance,  and  he  agreed  very  much 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  that  they  ought  not  to  look 
to  the  practice  of  foreign  Parliaments  in 
this  matter.    But  if  they  were  to  have 
references  made  to  the  practice  of  foreign 
Parliaments  at  all  it  was    well    they 
should    understand  exactly    what    the 
rules  of  foreign  Assemblies  were.    The 
practice  of  taking  rules  by  rising  and 
sitting  was  very  common  both  in  France 
and  in  Germany,  and  it  was  also  re- 
sorted to  in  the  American  Assembly. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
tell  them  his  dream  of  what  might  be 
the  form  of   voting  when  they   built 
another  House.    There  was  a  cry  raised 
at  e?ery  General  Election  for  increased 
accommodation  in  the  House,  and  some 
day  they  would    have    such    a   large 
number  of  new  Members  crowding  in, 
that  the  cry  for  places  would  be  general, 
and  the    Government  would  have    to 
listen  to  it.    When  every  Member  had 
a  recognised  place,  the  taking  of  Divi- 
sions would  be  accomplished  with  the 
greatest   facility.      The     moment    the 
tipeaker  or  Chairman  put  the  Question, 
Members  would  turn  on  a  switch  which 
would  denote  which  way  they  voted,  and 
the  whole  thing  would  be  recorded  in  a 
moment.      There    would    be  no  delay 
whatever:   that  was  his  dream  of  the 
voting  of  the  future.    Now,  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  pressed  very  strongly  the 
claim  of  the  electors  to  know  how  their 
Members  voted,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  demanded 
that  the  names  of  both  the  majority  and 
the  minority  should  be  recorded.    He 
should  have  thought  it  would  have  been 
sufficient   for  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Dillon)  that  the  minority  should  have  the 
right  of  recording  their  names,  and  that, 
so  far  as  the  electors  were  concerned, 


they  would  imagine  that  those  who  wero 
not  with  them  were  against  them ;  that 
those  who  did  not  vote  with  them  were 
lukewarm  if  not  hostile.  As  this  mode 
of  taking  votes  was  to  be  in  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Chair,  and  as  he  had  the 
honour  to  occupy  the  Chair  in  Committee, 
it  was  to  him  a  matter  of  considerable 
importance.  He  did  not  desire  any  in- 
crease of  responsibility  in  that  way. 
He  should  be  well  content  if  the  House 
did  not  adopt  this  Motion,  but  having 
regard  to  the  despatch  of  Business  he 
thought  the  Bule  might  be  accepted, 
particularly  if  the  Government  agreed  to 
the  safeguard  sugge^d  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Crewe 
Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr.  McLaren)— 
namely,  that  the  names  of  the  minority 
should  be  taken  if  the  minority  wished 
that  this  should  be  done. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  it 
was  not  clearly  shown  by  the  Bme  when 
the  decision  was  to  be  taken.  Hon. 
Members  would  agree  that  the  majority 
in  the  House  at  any  given  moment  was 
entirely  dififerent  from  the  majority 
which  would  exist  if  all  Members  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House  were  sum- 
moned by  the  Division  bell.  If  the 
Bule  left  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  to  decide  at  once 
upon  taking  the  votes  of  those  present  in 
the  Chamber  at  the  moment,  the  Bule 
could  not  stand  as  at  present  drawn.  He 
hoped  they  would  have  a  clear  explanation 
from  the  Government  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Bule.  Again,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  there  ought  to  be  some  direction 
or  some  instruction  to  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  as  to  the  circumstcmces  under 
which  he  was  to  act  according  to  the  Bule. 
Under  the  other  Bules  which  they  had 
passed,  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  took  a  certain  course  in  order 
to  avoid  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  but  in  this  Bule  no  guidance 
whatever  was  given  to  the  Chair. 
Some  such  instruction  ^as  necessary  in 
order  that  a  uniform  practice  might  be 
established  in  conformity  with  the  wish 
of  the  House  and  with  a  view  to  the 
orderly  and  satisfactory  conduct  of  their 
proceedings.  Beference  had  been  made 
to  foreign  Assemblies.  He  thought  it 
was  the  rule  that  foreign  Assemblies 
followed  this  Assembly  instead  of  this 
Assembly  being  guided  by  them.  But 
there  appeared  to  be  a  fundamental  dif- 
ference between  their  proceedings  and 
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the  proceedings  of  foreign  Assemblies. 
In  other  Assemblies  voting  was  taken 
by  Members  rising,  and  no  record  was 
taken  of  the  votes  of  individual  Mem- 
bers except  upon  a  challenge  made, 
whereas  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
ordinary  course  was  for  every  vote  to  be 
recorded.  He  approved  of  full,  entire 
and  complete  publicity  being  given  to 
their  proceedings.  There  might  be  a 
case  in  future  days  in  which  there  was  a 
doubt  as  to  the  decision  of  the  Speaker. 
Having  regard  to  the  fdture  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  putting  entirely 
out  of  the  question  the  reverence  they 
had  for  the  present  Speaker  and  the 
respect  they  had  for  the  present  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  they  ought  to  guard 
against  any  possible  abuse  of  the 
change  of  Procedure  which  was  now 
suggested. 

Mr.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester-le- 
Street)  said,  he  did  not  think  that  what 
was  done  in  other  Assemblies  ought  to 
affect  their  action.  Allusions  had  been 
made  to  what  was  the  practice  in  pre- 
vious Parliaments,  but  when  they  re- 
membered what  revolutionary  changes 
had  taken  place  in  the  Eules  of  Procedure 
duringthelast  twoorthree  Sessions,  those 
allusions  ought  to  have  no  weight.  They 
were  endeavouring  to  adapt  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  present  condition  of 
things.  There  had  been  great  changes 
during  the  last  four  years  with  re** 
spect  to  the  Franchise,  and  it  would 
be  a  most  unwise  thing  for  the 
House  to  attempt  'to  detract  from 
the  interest  which  was  now  taken  by 
constituencies  in  the  debates  in  the 
House.  A  candidate  was  required  to 
give  the  most  exact  pledges  when  he 
was  contesting  a  constituency;  indeed, 
he  (Mr.  Joicey)  looked  upon  a  Member 
of  Parliament  as  simply  a  trustee.  If 
they  did  not  register  their  votes,  how 
were  their  constituents  to  judge  of  the 
way  they  exercised  their  trust  ?  It  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  they 
should  not  have  any  secret  voting  what- 
ever on  any  important  question.  He 
regarded  secret  voting  with  alarm,  be- 
cause it  was  a  bad  system.  Although 
it  might  seem  strange,  he  objected  to  it 
because  it  might,  under  particular  cir^ 
cumstanoes,  lead  to  corruption.  There 
was  no  greater  safeguard  against  cor- 
ruption than  publicity.  That  Rule  was 
proposed  by  the  Government  with  the 
view  of  saving  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  F.  8.  Powell 


He  questioned  very  much  whether  ulti- 
mately the  Eule  would  have  that  effect 
At  present  there  were  in  the  House 
many  Members  who  never  spoke ;  those 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  speaking  num- 
bered about  one -third  of  the  whole. 
How  were  the  two-thirds  to  communi- 
cate their  action  to  their  constituents  if 
their  votes  were  not  registered  ?  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  would  feel  it  their 
bounden  duty  to  speak.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  be  most  unwise 
to  take  away  the  registration  of  votes. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  that 
the  application  of  the  Bule  depended 
upon  the  discretion  of  the  Speaker.  It 
must  not,  however,  be  supposed  that 
the  reference  was  personal ;  it  was  to 
the  Office  entirely.  The  Gentlemen  who 
occupied  the  Chair  from  Parliament  to 
Parliament  were  usually  selected  be- 
cause they  were  supposed  to  embody 
the  general  sense  of  tne  House  upon  a 
variety  of  matters,  but  especially  on 
the  desirability  of  keeping  order.  He 
did  not  think  they  could  trust  to  the 
general  sense  of  the  House,  as  embodied 
in  a  Speaker,  to  say  whether  the  names 
of  Members  voting  in  a  particular  Divi- 
sion should  be  published  or  not.  The 
very  fact  that  only  a  small  minority  took 
a  particular  view  showed  that  the  opi- 
nion they  held  was  not  in  consonance 
with  the  average  opinion  of  the  House. 
It  anticipated,  possibly,  a  state  of 
things  that  would  afterwards  arise, 
or  it  exhibited  the  feeling  of  a  very 
small  but  very  earnest  minority  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  allow  the  question  whether  the  names 
were  to  be  published  or  not  to  be  d^ 
cided  by  the  average  sense  of  the  House ; 
and  if  not  by  the  average  sense  of  the 
House,  they  could  not  trust  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  President  of  the  Assembly, 
who  was  selected  because  generally  ho 
embodied  the  average  sense  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  think  that  the  con- 
stituencies would  be  content  to  leave 
this  matter  to  the  discretion  of  anyone, 
however  high  his  authority  in  the  House 
might  be ;  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  manifest  that  there 
was  a  considerable  apprehension  on  the 
subject  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  would  see  his  way  either 
to  withdraw  the  Bule  altogether,  which 
would  be  the  better  course  to  adopt,  or 
to  make  such  modifications  as  would 
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ensare  that  at  least  the  names  of  the 
minority  should  be  recorded. 

Mr.  a.  B.  D.  ELLIOT  (Eoxbnrgh) 
said,  he  would  join  his  voice  to  the 
voices  of  those  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  who  had  requested  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  make  con- 
siderable alterations  in  this  Eule  before 
pressing  it  to  a  Division.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  in  the  regular  course  of 
Business  the  names  voting  on  both  sides 
should  be  recorded.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  : 
Hear,  hear  !]  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  cheered  that  statement ;  all  that 
seemed  to  be  required  was  that  the  evi- 
dent desire  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  should  be  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly expressed  in  the  Bule.  At  the 
present  moment  it  did  not  seem  to  be 
so.  A  considerable  difference  would  be 
effected  between  the  position  of  a  Member 
now  and  his  position  in  future,  so  far  as 
his  relations  with  his  constituents  were 
concerned,  if  this  Hule  passed.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  British  Parlia- 
ment was  the  Mother  Parliament,  but 
they  would  be  extremely  foolish  if  they 
refused  to  look  to  the  experience  of 
newer  Assemblies  as  regarded  the  work- 
ing of  Bules.  The  references  to  the 
French  and  German  Assemblies  had 
been  very  interesting,  and  they  could 
not  do  better  than  learn  from  what  took 
place  in  other  Assemblies,  though  no 
doubt  they  were  only  copies  of  this.  All 
that  was  required  was  that  the  general 
wish  of  the  House  should  be  given  effect 
to,  and  that  being  so,  he  did  not  think 
they  would  be  going  too  far  if  they  dis- 
tinctly provided  that  this  means  of 
taking  Divisions  should  be  confined  to 
what  were  called  interlocutory  or  dilatory 
Motions — Motions  which  were  practi- 
cally an  abuse  of  the  forms  of  the  House. 

Thb  first  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  be  convenient  he  should  rise  now, 
after  the  very  full  and  interesting  dis- 
cussion, to  endeavour  to  bring  the  House 
to  a  conclusion  on  a  question  in  which 
the  House  was  very  much  more  inte- 
rested than  the  Government.  He  quite 
admitted  the  interest  constituencies  took 
in  this  question.  He  was  fully  aware 
that  constituents  did  look  to  the  course 
of  Business  in  the  House  with  far 
greater  interest  than  formerly.  If  there 
was  one  circumstance  which  was  brought 
home  more   fully   to   his   mind   than 


another  during  the  last  year  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  was  that  the  constituencies  had 
come  to^regard  the  conduct  of  Business 
in  the  House  of  Commons  as  something 
which  was  altogether  different  from  that 
which  any  other  business  assemblies 
adopted.  One  complaint  which  the  con- 
stituencies formulated  was  against  tiie 
apparent  inability  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  conduct  its  Business  in  a  busi- 
ness-like way.  Well,  now,  what  was 
the  gist  of  the  opposition  to  this  Bule  ? 
The  opposition  rested  upon  the  assump* 
tion  that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
would  not  exercise  his  discretion  with 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest,  and 
to  the  conduct  of  Business  in  the  House 
of  Commons  as  a  deliberating  Assembly, 
as  an  Assembly  in  which  the  minority 
had  rights  equal  to  those  of  the  majority, 
as  an  Assembly  which  had  been  charged 
with  the  great  interests  of  that  great 
Empire.  He  could  not  conceive  it  pos- 
sible that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
would,  at  any  time,  exercise  this  power 
placed  in  his  hands  so  as  to  prevent  a 
record  of  the  opinion  of  the  minority  on 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  or  upon  a 
substantive  Motion,  or  upon  matters  of 
any  importance.  He  considered  that 
the  use  of  this  power  would  be  made 
only  when  obstructive  or  dilatory  Mo- 
tions were  made,  when  the  same  ques- 
tion was  raised  over  and  over  again  in 
the  many  different  forms  in  which  it 
was  possible  under  the  Bules  of  the 
House  to  raise  a  question.  It  must  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  hon.  Members 
when  this  had  been  the  case  frequently. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  had  complained  of 
that  being  done,  and  it  was  for  the 
House  to  say  whether  it  was  desirable 
that  this  course  of  proceeding  which  had 
prevailed  during  past  Sessions  should 
be  repeated.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  spoken  of  the  necessity  of 
protecting  minorities.  During  the 
greater  part  of  his  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith's) 
Parliamentary  life  he  had  been  in  a 
minority;  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
minorities  ought  to  resist  Public  Busi- 
ness as  they  had  done  in  recent  years. 
He  did  not  think  any  public  interest 
was  served  by  it.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  if  a  minority  had  sufficient 
opportunity  of  recording  its  protest  on 
questions  of  vital  importance,  and  if 
the  names  were  recorded  as  the  present 
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practice  of  the  House  permitted — if  the 
majority  were  bound,  as  thej  would  be 
bound,  to  record  their  votes,  he  believed 
all  the  interests  which  were  bound  up 
in  this  great  question  would  be  studied. 
Hon.  Qentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  appeared  to  have  ignored  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  Press  watching 
them  from  the  Gallery,  and  that  it  was 
careful  and  anxious  to  record  everything 
that  occurred  in  the  House.  It  would 
be  difficult  for  a  minority  to  take  any 
course  which  would  not  be  recorded 
adequately  by  the  Press,  even  if  it  was 
recorded  by  the  Division  Olerk.  The 
aim  the  GK)yemment  had  in  view  was  to 
prevent  frivolous,  vexatious,  factious 
Divisions — to  prevent  the  waste  of  time 
which  had  occurred  in  recent  Sessions. 
They  had  no  desire  to  prevent  the  re- 
cording of  votes,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would 
exercise  his  power  to  prevent  the  record- 
ing of  votes  on  any  question  which  was 
of  moment  or  importance  to  the  country, 
however  small  the  minority  might  be. 
With  the  view  of  giving  tnat  security 
which  the  House  thought  desirable,  he 
was  prepared  to  move  **  that  this  Bule 
should  not  apply  to  the  stages  of  a  Bill, 
or  to  a  substantive  Motion  in  the  House." 
In  this  way  a  Division  would  always  be 
taken  upon  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill, 
and  also  upon  a  substantive  Motion.  It 
was,  however,  for  the  House  itself  to 
decide  whether  it  would  take  such  steps 
as  were  necessary  for  the  efficient  prose- 
cution of  Business.  Looking  to  the 
wasto'of  time  which  had  occurred  in  the 
past,  he  thoueht  the  House  would  do 
well  to  adopt  Uie  proposal  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  made. 

Mb.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.),  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  stated  that  he  could  not 
believe  that  this  Bule  would  be  used  ex- 
cept for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
frivolous  and  vexatious  and  factious 
Divisions ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
conceived  its  object  would  be  to  check 
obstructive  and  dilatory  Motions.  If 
that  were  so,  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment embody  in  the  Bule  the  very  words 
the  right  hoxL.  Gentleman  had  just  used? 
If  they  did,  all  the  objections  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  woidd  disappear. 
That  was  what  they  wanted  to  secure ; 
but,  instead  of  that,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Bule  should 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


only  apply  to  Divisions  other  than 
those  taken  on  the  stages  of  Bills  or  on 
substantive  Motions.  That  seemed  to 
make  the  state  of  matters  worse,  for  if 
they  expressed  certain  circumstances, 
they  naturally  excluded  all  others  that 
were  not  mentioned.  There  mi^ht 
often  be  Divisions  on  subjeoto  which 
were  not  on  the  stages  of  Bills  or  on 
substentive  Motions  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  might  well  desire  to 
have  their  names  recorded.  The  pro- 
posed modifications  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  he  thought,  increase 
the  objection  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  because 
they  would  practically  negative  the  view 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just 
exnressed 

Mr.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shorediteh, 
Hoxton)  said,  they  could  not  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  accept  the 
alteration  of  the  Bule  as  rendering  it  in 
any  sense  satisfactory.  The  whole  Bule 
which  was  before  them  for  discussion 
just  now — for  he  took  it  that  the  indi- 
vidual Amendment  had  not  been 
brought  forward  much  in  the  discussion 
— was  one  which  would  affect  the  con- 
stituencies rather  than  the  internal 
arrangemente  of  the  House.  No  doubt 
there  had  been  and  were  Motions  made 
in  the  House  more  or  less  frivolous  in 
their  character ;  but  when  they  came  to 
decide  what  were  frivolous  or  not  they 
found  it  a  very  difficult  question.  There 
was  no  stotement  in  the  Bule  as  on  the 
Paper,  or  as  proposed  to  be  amended, 
indicating  that  Motions  of  a  frivolous 
nature  were  to  be  excluded.  He  had 
been  in  the  House  when  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  was  the  only  opportunity 
when  an  opinion  could  be  expressed  on 
the  merite  of  a  measure,  and  he  had 
been  present  when  an  importont  Amend- 
ment had  been  voted  upon  which,  if  the 
wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  House 
had  been  consulted,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
had  had  any  discretion  in  the  matter, 
would  never  have  been  put  to  the  vote. 
He  (Mr.  Stuart)  had  listened  for  some 
positive  apology  for  this  Besolution. 
M'one  of  the  Amendments  made  the 
Besolution  any  more  aocepteble  to  him, 
and  when  the  time  came  he  should  vote 
against  it,  notwithstending  that  he 
desired  as  much  as  any  Member  of  the 
House  to  expedite  the  Business  of  the 
House.  He  believed,  however,  that  in 
passing  the  Besolution  they  were 
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a  dangerous  step,  and  one  which  entirely 
infringed  on  what  wece  if  not  legally,  at 
any  rate  admittedly,  Uie  rights  of  oon- 
stituenoies. 

Sib  AECHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Eenfrew,  W.)  said,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  responsi- 
bility of  Members  to  their  constituencies. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  told  them  he  wished  tbe 
Bule  to  be  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
expediting  the  Business  of  the  House, 
and  he  (Sir  Archibald  Campbell)  must 
say  that  he  thought  that  if  the  Bule 
passed  as  it  stood  it  would  not  expedite 
the  Business  of  the  House.  It  was  per- 
fectly certain  that  there  would  be  heart- 
burnings on  the  part  of  the  minority  that 
would  culminate  in  other  Motions  and 
other  measures,  and  cause  a  greater 
amount  of  obstruction  in  the  House  than 
had  ever  before  been  experienced. 
Then,  what  was  to  be  the  minority? 
How  was  it  to  be  limited  ?  A  minority 
might  be  large  in  number,  though 
appearing  small  when  compared  with 
the  number  of  hon.  Members  in  the 
House  at  the  time.  Was  there  to  be  a 
limit  of  numbers  beyond  which  the 
majority  might  challenge  a  Division  ? 
He  thought  the  concensus  of  opinion  on 
that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House 
was  against  the  Bule,  and  he  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  against  it  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  had  conceded  very  little  to  the 
concensus  of  opinion  to  which  the  hon. 
Qentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
alluded.  The  speakers  generally  from 
that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House 
had  declared  their  objection  to  the  Bule 
and  the  concession  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  scarcely  that  wmch 
met  that  expression  of  opinion.  Many 
questions  might  come  before  the  House 
which  would  be  neither  the  stages  of  a 
Bill  nor  substantive  Motions,  but  which 
would  be  of  gpreat  importance  and  in 
connection  with  which  the  names  of 
those  voting  should  be  recorded  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  It  was  said 
that  the  matter  should  be  left  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Speaker.  On  the  few 
occasions  he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  had 
addressed  the  House  he  had  received 
great  kindness  from  Mr.  Speaker  and 
the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  not- 
withstanding that  extension  of  courtesy 


and  kindness  to  him,  he  was  inclined  to 
believe  that  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to 
increase  the  power  of  officials.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  had  had  bitter 
experience  of  that  fact.  They  all 
knew  that  in  the  passage  ef  laws 
of  a  coercive  character  through  the 
House  from  time  to  time,  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  assured  them  that  those 
powers  would  be  safe  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  occupied  official  positions  in 
Ireland.  He  remembered  a  Chief  Secre- 
tary once,  appealing  to  the  House  for 
powers  of  a  drastic  character,  declaring 
that  if  they  were  granted  to  him  he 
would  use  them  in  a  lenient  manner. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  the 
powers  he  asked  for ;  and  the  opinion  of 
the  Irish  Members  was  not  only  that 
that  same  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
acted  up  to  the  fullest  powers  conceded 
to  him,  but  that  he  had  exceeded  them 
in  a  great  degree.  With  all  respect  to 
Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  thought 
it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  extend  the 
power  of  the  Chair.  He  did  not  agree 
with  the  criticism  which  had  been 
passed  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  South  Loutih 

2[r.  T.  P.  Gill)  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
ember  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  and  he  would 
contradict  the  noble  Lord's  statement  as 
to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  in 
the  course  of  his  speech.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  said  that  such  a  Bule  as 
this  was  unknown  on  the  Continent; 
but  what  he  had  asserted  was  that  such 
a  Bule  as  that  proposed  after  the 
manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  un- 
known on  the  Continent,  or  in  other 
foreign  Assemblies ;  and  |that  had  been 
fully  proved  by  the  ample  quotations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  If  the 
Bule  now  before  the  House  was  made 
so  elastic  by  foreign  Assemblies,  who 
had  been  obliged  to  frame  their  Bules 
so  as  to  guide  an  excitable  people, 
surely  it  was  essential  that  it  should  be 
elastic  to  guide  the  deliberations  of 
an  Assembly  composed  of  slow  and 
methodical  Saxons.  The  world  owed 
its  gratitude  to  minorities ;  and  in  proof 
of  that  many  instances  had  been  ad- 
vanced by  those  who  had  preceded  him 
in  the  discussion.  He  would  point  out 
one  minority  at  least  which  had  earned 
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the  gratitude  of  the  Irish  people. 
DuriDif  the  diionssion  of  the  Ooeroion 
Act  of  1881,  there  was  a  small  minority 
of  English  Members  who  voted  with 
the  Members  from  Ireland ;  and  the 
Irish  people  had  preserved  a  grateful 
recollection  of  their  conduct  on  that 
occasion^  BO  much  so,  that  on  a  historic 
oocasion  they  recognized  their  obligation 
to  those  Gentlemen  by  exempting  them 
from  opposition  at  the  GFeneral  Election. 
During  the  winter  he  had  visited  many 
localities  where  there  were  large  num- 
bers of  miners  and  people  engaged 
largely  in  manufacturing  industries, 
and  he  had  spoken  to  these  people 
pretty  extensively.  Last  year  the  Goal 
Mines  Begulation  Bill  was  passed  by 
the  House,  and  this  measure  he  had 
discussed  with  miners  interested  in  it. 
These  miners,  who  were  also  electors, 
bad  not  asked  him  who  had  made 
speeches  in  the  passing  of  that  Bill. 
They  did  not  care  who  had  spoken  on 
the  sections  or  clauses,  but  what  they 
were  most  anxious  to  know  was  how 
those  who  represented  them  in  Parlia- 
ment had  voted.  The  vote  was  the 
thing  with  the  colliers  and  other  work- 
ing people  of  the  country ;  but  now  the 
House  was  about  to  destroy  the  check 
which  the  vast  majority  of  the  eleotorate 
wished  to  exercise  on  the  people  who 
represented  them.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  if  this  Rule  were 
passed  in  its  entirety,  or  with  the  modi- 
fk^ations  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  electors  of  the  country 
would  regard  it  as  a  dishonest  Bule 
and  as  an  attempt  to  cheat  them  out  of 
their  rights.  Ble  would  ur^e  the  GK>- 
VMrnment,  for  their  own  sa^es,  not  to 
allow  such  an  argument  as  that  to  be 
used  against  them.  Virtue,  it  was 
said,  was  always  in  the  minority.  If 
that  were  so,  let  tiiem  give  virtue  its 
just  reward  in  that  House — the  reward 
of  publicity. 

8nt  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (IsHngton, 
8.)  said,  he  desired  to  point  out  that 
the  Select  Oommrttee  of  1886  had 
oome  to  the  contusion  and  had  re- 
commended that  wh^i  the  minmty 
numbered  more  than  40  they  should 
have  a  right  to  a  Division.  Of  this 
recommendation  he  certainly  approved. 
It  was  useful  for  their  guidance;  and 
inasmuch  as  what  they  desired  was  to 
save  time,  he  would  point  out  that  if 
they  took  a  record  of  those  voting  in 
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all  cases,  the  delay  might  be  greater 
than  that  caused  by  Divisions.  The 
right  of  a  substantial  minority  to  a  Di- 
vision appeared  to  be  generally  recog- 
nized in  foreign  Assemblies.  In  our 
municipal  assemblies,  if  only  one  mem- 
ber desired  a  division,  the  privilege  was 
conceded ;  and  that  system  appeared  to 
work  fairly  well.  He  thought  it  might 
well  be  ordered  that  if  40  Members 
challenged  a  Division,  the  House  should 
divide.  Of  course,  he  did  not  ascribe 
any  magic  to  the  number  40;  but  he 
selected  that  as  the  number  named  by 
the  Select  Oommittee. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREYELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  he  agreed  that 
there  was  a  general  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  save  time;  and  he 
feared  that  if  the  Government  should 
refuse  to  modify  their  plan,  a  good  deal 
of  time  would  be  waited  in  discussing 
the  question.  The  Rule  could  not  be 
accepted  with  anything  like  satisfaction 
by  the  House  if  serious  alterations  were 
not  made  in  it.  Probably  he  should 
not  go  as  far  as  some  hon.  Members ; 
but  he  would  mention  the  alterations 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  essential. 
In  the  nrst  place,  it  ought  to  be  laid 
down — as  was  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) — ^that 
the  Speaker  should  distinctly  name  the 
number  of  the  minority.  To  that 
change  he  understood  the  (Government 
were  ready  to  agree.  In  the  second 
place,  the  Division  bell  ought  always  to 
be  rung,  and  this  was  an  important 
provision.  If  the  beU  was  not  rung 
when  a  Question  put  from  the  Chair 
was  challenged,  a  minority  might  defeat 
a  majority  in  consequence  of  the  tem- 
porary absence  from  the  House  of  some 
Members  of  the  latter.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Speaker  should  take  upcm 
himself  to  direct  that  the  bell  be  rung, 
he  would,  in  such  circumstancee,  lay 
himself  open  to  the  charge  of  favouring 
the  party  which  had  the  probable 
majority  in  the  House— in  other  words, 
the  Gk)vemment.  It  ought,  therefore,  to 
be  the  invariable  nile  that  the  bell  must 
be  rung.  Then  the  power  which  it  was 
proposed  to  confer  on  the  Speaker  and 
Chairman  ought  to  be  limited  by  some 
such  words  as  the  following : — ''If  he 
shall  be  of  opinion  that  the  Division  is 
challenged  for  vexatious  and  obstructive 
purposes."    It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
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that  the  Speaker  and  Ohainnan  oould 
be  trusted.  He  agreed  readily  that  the 
statement  applied  to  the  present  high 
officers  of  the  House ;  but  they  must 
not  overlook  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  Speakers  and  Chairmen — and  that 
within  no  very  long  distance  of  time — 
who  could  not  be  so  absolutely  trusted. 
He  remembered  how,  some  years  ago, 
when  an  extremely  important  question 
was  brought  before  the  House,  an  hon. 
Member  went  to  the  then  Speaker  and 
asked  to  be  called  upon  as  Seconder  of 
the  Motion,  and  how  the  Speaker  re- 

Elied  acrimoniously,  saying  that  any 
on.  Gentleman  who  supported  such  a 
Motion  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  himself. 
He  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  would  not 
say  when  that  happened,  but  it  was  a 
circumstance  within  his  knowledge.  Al- 
though that  was  the  attitude  of  the 
Speaker  on  that  occasion  the  Motion 
was  supported  by  90  Members,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  at  this  day  was 
approved  by  nine- tenths  of  the  commu- 
nity. The  fourth  condition  upon  which 
they  ought  to  insist  was  that  no  Mem- 
ber should  be  deprived  of  his  undoubted 
right  to  have  his  vote  recorded  on  every 
question  which  was  not  a  question  of 
a4joumment.  The  country  did  not  care 
how  Members  voted  on  questions  of  ad- 
journment, but  cared  very  much  to  know 
.how  they  voted  on  all  other  questions. 
It  the  Government  would  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Crewe  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr. 
M'Laren),  the  objections  now  felt  to  the 
£ule  by  a  great  many  hon.  Members 
would  be  removed.  Every  one  of  the 
hon.  Member's  objections  was  cardinal 
and  vital;  and,  if  they  were  not  met, 
the  Sule  would  not  be  passed  rapidly, 
and  when  passed  would  not  work  well. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment  with 
the  leave  of  the  House.  The  discussion 
had  called  forth  such  a  pronounced 
opinion  against  the  whole  Rule  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  take  the 
Division  on  the  Main  Question. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  that,  in  order  to  re- 
move one  aebateable  point  from  the 
discussion  of  the  Rule,  he  would  move, 
in  line  1,  after  the  word  *'  may,"  to  add 
*'  after  tixe  lapse  of  two  minutes  as  indi- 
cated by  the  sand-glass." 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Agreed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1 ,  after 
the  word  ''may,"  to  insert  the  words 
''  after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes  as  indi- 
cated by  the  sand-glass." — {Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  he  would  now  move  an 
Amendment  to  omit  the  words  *'  at  bis 
discretion,"  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
the  words  '4f  he  shall  be  of  opinion 
that  a  Division  is  called  for  dilatory  or 
obstructive  purposes."  His  object  was 
to  define  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  of  Committees— ^ to  re- 
strict its  exercise  to  Divisions  called  for 
purely  dilatory,  obstructive,  and  veica- 
tious  purposes. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1 ,  to  omit  the  words  ^  at  his  discre- 
tion/' in  ordei  to  insert  the  words  '*  if  he  Bhall 
he  of  opinion  that  a  Division  is  called  for  dtla. 
ioTj   or   obstructive   purposes."— (IT/.    Shaw 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Rule." 

Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  best 
method  of  accomplishing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  view  would  be  by  substi- 
tuting for  *'  at  his  discretion  "  the  words 
'^if  in  his  opinion  a  Division  is  frivo- 
lously or  vexatiously  claimed." 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
would  accept  those  words. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  that  before  the 
Amendment  was  put,  he  should  like  to 
ask  whether  by  carrying  it  the  House 
would  be  committing  itself  to  any  part 
of  the  Rule,  or  depriving  itself  of  the 
right  of  voting  on  the  whole  Rule  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  When  the  Amend- 
ments have  been  disposed  of,  the  whole 
Question  will  be  put  as  amended. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  at  his 
discretion,"  in  order  to  insert  "  if  in  his  opi- 
nion the  Division  is  frivolously  or  vexatiously 
claimed. ''— (iff.  Shout  Liftvr;) 

Question  proposed,  <*That  the  words 
'at  his  discretion'  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  that  no  doubt 
these  words,  to  a  small  extent,  modified 
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the  objectionable  obaraoter  of  the  Bule ; 
bat  he  should  still  object  to  the  pro- 
posal for  the  reason,  if  for  no  otaer, 
that  if  the  new  Rules  were  carried  out 
to  their  fullest  extent,  the  words  would 
be  absolotelj  unnecessary,  the  Speaker 
and  Chairman  having  been  given  power 
by  a  previous  Rule  to  refuse  to  put  the 
Question  at  all  if  it  was  frivolous  or 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  only 
so  far  as  Motions  for  Adjournment  are 
concerned. 

M&.  DILLON  said,  that  before  Mr. 
Speaker  could  refuse  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion the  Motion  should  be  of  an  unmis- 
takeably  frivolous  and  vexatious  charac- 
ter ;  but  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  imagined  that 
there  might  be  questions  put  in  the 
House  which  the  maiority  might  con- 
sider of  a  frivolous  and  vexatious  charac- 
ter, but  as  to  which  it  might  afterwards 
turn  out  that  the  minority  had  been  in 
the  right.  What  security  had  the 
minority  that  Mr.  Speaker  would  not 
take  the  view  of  a  large  majority,  and 
refuse  to  allow  them  to  proceed?  He 
took  it  that  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury was  a  fair  specimen  of  the  average 
mind  of  Members  of  the  House,  even 
when  elevated  to  the  Chair,  and  they 
knew  how  often  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  exercised  his  powers  to  the  full 
for  the  purpose  of  stopping  debate.  It 
was  on  the  details  of  &ills  and  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  that  minorities  had  to 
struggle  for  the  acceptance  of  their 
views,  and  the  real  power  of  the  mino- 
rity consisted  in  the  forcing  of  Divisions 
which  compelled  the  majority  to  vote. 
How  would  the  minority  be  able  to 
force  upon  the  attention  of  the  House 
matters  which  they  knew  to  be  impor- 
tant, and  which  in  the  end  proved  to  be 
important,  against  the  wish  of  the  ma- 
jority ?  No  doubt  it  was  always  an  an- 
noyance to  the  majority  to  be  checked 
in  its  operations ;  but  they  must  not  re- 
fuse to  recognize  the  useful  function  of 
a  minority  in  checking  the  majority,  and 
in  drawing  the  attention  of  the  country 
to  the  course  it  was  pursuing.  That 
illustration,  which  showed  that  it  was 
not  always  upon  second  readings  and 
substantive  Motions  that  struggles  took 
place  in  the  House,  was  furnished  by 
what  occurred  in  the  case  of  what  was 
known  as  the  Healy  Clause,  introduced 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Land  Act  of 

Mr.DHhn 


1881.  That  clause  had  been  the  battie 
cry  in  Ireland  ever  since  it  was  passed ; 
but  it  was  resisted  by  the  majority,  and 
how  could  Mr.  Speaker  have  aknowledge 
of  Ireland  which  would  enable  him  to 
say  that  such  an  Amendment  was  frivo- 
lous or  not  ?  If  this  Rule  had  been  in 
existence,  Mr.  Speaker  might  have  pre- 
vented the  hon.  Member  from  carrying 
that  Amendment.  And,  in  the  same 
way,  Members  might  be  prevented  from 
putting  Resolutions  relating  to  millions 
of  money.  In  his  knowledge,  many 
Motions  had  been  carried  which,  when 
they  were  first  brought  forward,  were 
shouted  down  by  majorities.  Take  the 
case  of  flogging  in  the  Army,  which  was 
a  still  stronger  illustration  of  what  he 
meant.  In  that  case  a  small  lot  of  Mem- 
bers had  stood  out  against  the  majority, 
and  in  a  fortnight  not  only  did  the  majority 
come  round  to  their  view,  but  the  whole 
country.  Although  he  said  that  the 
Rule  would  be  a  great  deal  improved  by 
the  Amendments  which  had  been  made, 
he  should  prefer  the  issue  to  be  taken 
upon  the  proposal  as  it  originally  stood. 
He  believed  that  the  whole  course  of 
increasing  the  powers  of  the  Speaker 
and  the  Chairman  of  Committees  not 
absolutely  necessary  was  a  wrong  and 
evil  course.  The  less  power  the  Chair 
had  to  interfere  with  their  proceedings 
the  better.  The  Chair  might  be  im- 
partial, but  times  had  been  in  the  House 
when  the  occupant  of  the  Chair  had  not 
been  impartial ;  indeed,  the  struggle  at 
the  commencement  of  a  Parliament  was 
always  to  secure  the  Chair  by  nomi- 
nating the  Speaker.  His  belief  was  that 
human  nature  was  so  constituted  that  if 
they  made  the  Chair  too  powerful  they 
would  inevitably  create  a  strong  Party 
struggle  for  the  possession  of  the  Chair, 
and  in  the  course  of  time  the  occupant 
of  the  Chair  would  come  to  be  considered 
the  servant  of  a  Party.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  called  upon  to  show 
some  strong  ground  for  this  Rule  before 
the  House  adopted  it ;  they  should,  at 
any  rate,  try  how  they  could  get  on 
without  it.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  said  at  the 
outset — and  said  very  fairly — that  this 
was  not  a  Government  question,  but  one 
for  the  House  itself,  and  if  that  was  so 
there  would  be  no  mortification  to  the 
Government  in  being  defeated  upon  the 
proposal.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon,  Gentleman  would  not  name 
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the  Gh>Y6mmeiit  Tellerfl  in  the  Dmsion 
on  the  Main  Question,  but  would  allow 
Members  to  vote  according  to  their  own 
yiewB. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  said,  that  as  a  point 
of  Order  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  effect  of  carrying  this  Amendment 
would  exclude  the  possibility  of  an 
Amendment  being  moved  later  on,  giying 
to  one  or  more  Members  in  the  House 
the  right  of  challenring  a  Division  ? 

OoLOKBL  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  that  we  must  recollect 
that  the  object  was  to  save  time. 
He  thought  that  if  the  Ayes  were 
asked  to  stand  up,  and  the  Speaker 
then  determined  to  dispense  with 
the  regular  Division,  he  might  be 
empowered  to  direct  that  the  votes  of 
the  minority  should  be  told  in  the 
regular  manner.  Ho  hoped  that  this 
idea  would  receive  some  consideration, 
as  it  would  get  over  the  difficulty  and 
prevent  the  Chairman  of  Committees  or 
Mr.  Speaker  being  placed  in  the  in- 
vidious position  of  having  to  determine 
whether  or  not  a  Motion  was  frivolous 
and  vexatious.  He  thought  the  danger 
would  be  that  the  occupant  of  the  Ohatr 
would  be  apt  to  take  a  very  lenient  view 
of  that  subject. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  he  agreed  with  a  great  deal  that 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  believed 
that,  although  the  Amendment  might 
be  some  improvement  upon  the  Bule 
as  it  stood,  the  better  course  would  be 
for  the  Qovemment  to  abandon  the 
Kule  altogether.  Substantially,  under 
Standing  Order  11,  almost  everything 
the  Leader  of  the  House  wanted  was 
secured,  but,  if  not,  he  thought  some 
words  introduced  into  that  Standing  Order 
would  have  the  desired  effect.  If  tliey 
desired  to  increase  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers entitled  to  demand  a  Division,  it 
could  be  increased  in  that  Standing 
Order.  Under  the  proposed  clause, 
however,  very  much  wider  powers  would 
be  given  to  Mr.  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman.  He  (Mr.  Buchanan)  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  wise  for 
the  House  to  surrender  the  powers  its 
Members  at  present  possessed  to  chal- 
lenge Divisions  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  to  have  their  votes  recorded  on 
Amendments  to  Bills.  So  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  should  vote  against 
the  Amendment  and  against  fhe  Bule. 


It  would  hardly  be  worth  the  while 
of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  contend  about 
what  would  be  left  of  the  Rule  when 
passed  in  its  altered  form;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted 
anything  more  in  the  direction  of  the 
Amendments  now  before  the  House,  he 
would  get  it  more  easily  by  some  slight 
amendment  of  Standing  Order  11, 
which  he  proposed  to  repeal  when  this 
Bule  passed,  than  by  insisting  upon  the 
present  proposal. 

Mb.  a.  SMITH  (Herts,  E.)  said,  they 
should  allow  the  votes  of  the  minority 
to  be  recorded,  and  ought  not  to  shirk 
their  responsibilities.  The  words  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Crewe  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  would  meet  all  the  difficulties. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan)  made  an 
appeal  to  him  as  to  whether  it  was 
worth  while  going  on  with  the  Bule,  as 
it  was  to  be  amended,  evidently  think- 
ing that  it  would  be  different  to  what 
the  Government  had  intended  it  to  be. 
But  he  did  not  know  that  the  Bule  as 
amended,  would  profess  anything  diffe- 
rent from  what  the  Government '  had 
originally  intended.  They  had  no  de- 
sire to  restrict  the  right  of  taking  Divi- 
sions except  in  cases  where  those  Divi- 
sions were  obviously  frivolous  and 
vexatious.  They  were  satisfied  to  leave 
the  matter  in  the  discretion  of  Mr. 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman ;  but  as  the 
House  desired  to  introduce  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  agreed  to,  he  had 
not  thought  fit  to  oppose  them.  If  it 
was  thought  desirable  to  insert  words 
making  the  intention  clearer,  he  should 
have  no  objection  to  that  being  done. 
As  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Crewe  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr. 
M'Laren),  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had 
to  say  that  he  was  in  substantial  agree- 
ment with  it.  It  appeared  to  him 
desirable,  on  public  grounds,  that  if  the 
minority  time  after  time  got  up  to 
obstruct  Business,  it  was  of  very  great 
value,  on  public  grounds,  that  their 
names  should  be  recorded.  *He,  there- 
fore, accepted  with  gratitude  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  not  only  in  the 
interests  of  the  House  itself,  but  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  had  charge  of  the 
Business  of  the  House.  If  the  names 
of  a  small  minority  who  desired  to  bring 

[Third  Night 


about  frivolous  and  yezatiout  DiTiaiona 
were  recorded,  the  practice  would  also 
have  an  important  effect  on  the  oountrj. 
The  words  he  would  suggest  in  lieu  of 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  were,  to  add  at 
the  end — 

<*  The  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall  declare  to 
the  House,  or  the  Committee,  the  number  of 
the  minority  who  had  challenged  his  dedsion, 
and  their  names  shall  thereupon  be  taken  down 
in  the  House  and  printed  in  the  list  of  Divi- 
sions." 
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Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
saidy  he  did  not  think  that  the  Bnle  as 
it  was  proposed  to  be  amended  would  be 
at  all  satisfactory.  To  his  mind,  they 
would  be  better  without  any  suoh  Bule. 
He  objeoted  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  rights  of  constituents  to  any  privi- 
lege  being  invented  by  the  House  for 
the  protection  of  Members  who  con- 
ducted themselves  Arirolously  or  yeza- 
tiously,  and  the  distinction  which  waa 
drawn  between  substantive  and  merely 
dilatory  Motions  did  not  seem  to  him 
to  effect  any  improvement  in  the 
nature  of  the  Sule.  A  Member's  con- 
stituents had  a  perfect  right  to  know 
completely  and  perfectly  the  conduct  o£ 
their  Bepresentative.  If  hon.  Members 
became  guilty  of  frivolous  and  obstruc- 
tive practices  there  was  the  strongest 
reason  why  the  full  light  of  publioity 
should  be  thrown  upon  their  proceed- 
ings. He  admitted  the  desirability  of 
securing  the  utmost  despatch  and 
economy  of  time  in  conducting  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  he  did  not 
deny  that  delays  occurred  which  might 
be  avoided.  But  in  regard  to  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  cure  was  going 
to  be  a  great  deal  worse  than  the  diseaae. 

Question  put,  and  negaii94d. 

Words  inserted. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
now  move  to  add  his  Amendment. 


All  the  Government  desired  in  the  con- 
duct of  Business  was  to  give  perfect 
publicity  consistent  with  reasonable  pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  satisfied  the  desire  of  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House— in  fact, 
he  might  say  the  desire  of  both  sides  of 
the  House— in  agreeing  that  a  minority 
should  possess  the  right  to  have  its 
votes  recorded.  He  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  nothing  to  object  to  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  but  the 
words  in  which  he  implied  that  a  small 
minority  must  necessarily  be  obstruc- 
tive. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  must  dis- 
claim any  such  intention.  The  Speaker 
or  Chairman  of  Committees  woiud  ex- 
press the  opinion  that  Motions  were 
frivolous  and  vexatious  by  calling 
upon  hon.  Members    to    rise  in  their 

T)laCd8 

Mb.  mundella  said,  that  although 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  might  de- 
cide that  a  Motion  was  frivolous  and 
vexatious,  it  did  not  follow  that  he  was 
correct  in  that  decision.  With  the 
greatest  possible  respect  he  reminded 
the  House  of  the  action  of  the  present 
Chairman  of  Committees  in  regard  to 
the  South  Africa  Bill.  The  opposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that 
measure  had  been  thought  bv  many  to 
be  frivolous  and  vexatious ;  but  events 
had  shown  that  he  was  right,  and  that 
the  then  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
wrong.  This  showed  that  no  one  was 
infallible. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  that  the  discussion  seemed  to  him 
to  be  turning  upon  words  of  a  subse- 
quent Amendment. 
X  Mb.  speaker  said,  the  Question 
before  the  House  was  that  the  words 
**  at  his  discretion  "  be  omitted. 

JUf.  W.  S.  Smith 


Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Main  Question,  to  add  the 
words  '*  And,  in  oase  there  is  no  Division,  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  shall  declare  to  the  House, 
or  the  Committee,  the  number  of  the  Minority 
who'  had  chaUeng^  his  decision,  and  their 
names  shaU  be  thereupon  taken  down  in  the 
House,  and  printed  with  the  lists  of  DItisioiis.*' 
— (Jfr.  jr.  S.  Smith,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  adued." 

Mb.  M'LABGN  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  for  having  accepted  the 
principle  of  his  Amendment  to  enable 
minorities  to  have  their  names  recorded. 
He  was  only  anxious  that  this  should 
be  done  in  some  way,  and  was  glad  now 
that  it  was  to  be  done  on  all  occasions. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  sure  that 
the  method  now  proposed  would  work 
very  satisfactorily,  because  some  of  the 
minority  might  be  in  the  Division 
Lobbv,  expecting  a  Division,  and  thua 
would  miss  having  their  names  recorded ; 
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and  also,  if  the  minority  were  large, 
there  wDuld  be  considerable  time  spent 
in  the  Olerk  taking  down  their  names. 
However,  the  important  point  was 
gained  that  the  minority  should  always 
be  known  ;  and,  therefore,  he  would 
not  need  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  but  would 
gladly  accept  that  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  HOWOBTH  (Salford,  S.)  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  another 
inconvenience  which  seemed  to  him  to 
be  imported  into  the  Bule.  Great  in- 
convenience would  arise  from  the  doable 
record  of  all  the  transactions  which 
took  place.  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  the  statement  from  the  Ohair  of  the 
numbers  taken  in  the  minority  and  the 
statement  by  the  Olerk.  When  there 
was  any  discrepancy  between  those  two 
records — and  they  could  not  avoid  mis- 
takes arising — it  would  lead  to  dis- 
cussions in  the  House,  to  ^eat  waste  of 
time,  and  more  inconvenience  than  if 
they  adhered  to  the  regular  manner  of 
Division,  'that  objection  applied  still 
more  strongly  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace).  A  half- 
dozep  Members  might  say  that  though 
they  were  present  their  names  had  been 
overlooked.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
House  did  not  need  any  such  Bule, 
which  would  lead  only  to  difficulty  and 
danger  and  tend  to  weaken  the  authority 
of  the  Ohair. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  said, 
that  the  objections  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  were  easily 
met.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  accepted 
the  Amendment  providing  that  the  bell 
should  be  rung  to  enable  Members  to 
come  into  the  House,  whether  they 
were  to  be  counted  in  the  House  or  the 
Lobby,  and  any  discrepancy  would  be 
avoided  by  the  Speaker  merely  declaring 
the  minority  and  leaving  it  to  the  Clerk 
to  discover  the  Members  of  whom  the 
minority  was  composed. 

Mb.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  said,  the 
proposal  of  the  Leader  of  the  House 
was,  in  his  opinion,  the  only  practical 
way  in  which  the  Bule  could  be  carried 
out.  If  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Orewe  Division  of 
Cheshire  (Mr.  McLaren)  were  adopted, 
Members  who  had  stood  up  might  not 
choose  to  go  out  into  the  Lobby,  or 
some  might  do  so  who  had  not  stood  up 

yOL.  COOXXn.    [thibd  sebibs.] 


at  all.  It  was  said  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  take  down  the  names  of  50 
or  60  Members.  So'«  it  would ;  but  in 
the  ease  of  50  or  60  Members  standing 
up  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  would 
direct  that  a  Division  should  be  taken. 
What  they  wished  to  deal  with  was  a 
case  where  the  minority  would  consist 
of  20  or  30  Members,  and  the  course 
suggested  was  the  only  practical  way  of 
working  the  Bule. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  debate  which  had  taken 
place  on  this  Bule,  he  was  distinctly 
opposed  to  it  as  it  now  stood.  He 
thought  that  it  was  altogether  unneoes- 
sary,  and  that  all  that  remained  of  it 
was  mischietous.  Although  the  Bule 
was  surrounded  with  considerable  safe- 
guards, it  would  still  leave  to  the  Ohair 
to  say  whether  the  call  for  a  Division 
was  frivolous  and  vexatious.  Now, 
' '  frivolous  and  vexatious  "  were  exceed- 
ingly uncertain  terms,  even  provided 
that  it  were  admitted  by  the  Chair  that 
the  demand  for  a  Division  was  an  abuse 
of  the  Bules  of  the  House.  He  held 
that  such  a  responsibility  should  not  be 
thrown  upon  the  Chair  unless^a  strong 
case  of  urgency  could  be  made  out  for 
it.  He  was  quite  convinced  that  if 
these  Bules  were  left  to  the  unbiassed 
opinion  of  the  House,  without  any  exer- 
cise of  influence  on  the  part  of  the  Gt)- 
vernment,  the  general  opinion  would  be 
that  it  was  altogether  unnecessary.  That 
being  so,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
Bule  even  to  the  length  of  going  to 
a  Division  upon  it.  He  was  much 
strengthened  in  that  course  by  the  ob^ 
servations  which  had  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  the  debate.  He  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  cases  might 
arise  as  they  had  arisen  in  the  past. 
When  the  Speaker  or  Chairman,  although 
desiring  to  be  impartial,  were  guided  to 
a  great  extent  by  the  temper  of  the 
House,  the  importance  of  the  questions 
involved,  or  by  his  own  weariness,  and 
would  be  induced  to  give  a  judgment 
that  would  be  unfair.  He  would  point 
out  also  that  while  the  last  Amendment 
met  the  objections  which  had  been  made 
from  the  Irish  Benches  as  to  registering 
the  names  of  the  minority,  the  Bule 
made  no  provision  for  registering  the 
names  of  the  majority.     He  maintained 

8  L  [nirdlTiqht.^ 
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that  that  was  as  necessary  as  recording 
the  names  of  the  minority.  When  hon. 
Members  stood  up  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  a  register  of  the  names  of  those 
who  voted  in  the  majority,  as  well  as  in 
the  minority,  should  be  taken.  He 
therefore  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  Bule 
by  going  to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  286 ;  Noes 
93  :  Majority  143. 


AYES. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Addison,  J.  B.  W. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 
Alliflon,  R.  A. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
BaHotir,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barclay,  J.  W, 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

H.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkheck,  Sir  E. 
Blondell,   Colonel  H. 

B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
BorUiwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burdett-Coutto,  W.  L. 

Ajih.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
CampbeU,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavan,  Earl  of 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Churchill,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 

Mr.  Dillon 


Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-BaiUie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Collings,  J. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cross,  H.S. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curson,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Worms.  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dixon-ELartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
E&iot,hon.A.  R.  D. 
Elton,  0. 1. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Ferguson,  R.  C  .Munro- 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

S&J. 
Fielden,  T. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flower,  C. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  rt.  hn.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gkthome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.E. 
Glad8tone,rt  hn.W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldsworthy,      M%jor 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
GoBchen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 


Gray,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
HardcasUe,  F. 
Hartington,  Marquess 

of 
Havelock  -  Allan,   Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.W. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holloway,  G. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes -HaUett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenvon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 
King-Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  £.  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Leake,  R. 
Leferre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Leph,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewiaham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Lymington,  Viscount 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Mac  Innes,  M. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Oalmont,  Captain  J. 
MOjagan,  P. 
Madden,  D.  H. 


Maloolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0« 
Morley,  A. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mnlholland,  H.  L. 
Mnndella,  it.  hon.  A. 

J. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Northoote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'NeiU,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Portman,  hon.  £.  B. 
Powell,  F.  8. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Ritchie,  rt  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  SirW.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
RolUt,  Sir  A.  K. 
Salt,  T. 
Sandys,  Lieut.*Col.  T. 

M. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  £.  M. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waring,  Colonel  X- 
Wayman,  T. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitley,  E. 
Winn,  non.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 
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Woodall,  W.  Vonng,  0.  £.  B. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S.  TBLLBRS. 

Wrotiglitoii,  P.  Douglas,  A.  Aken- 

Yerburgh,  E.  A.  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 

NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)    McCarthy,  J. 
Abraham,  W.  (lime-    McDonald,  P. 

rick,  W.)  M«Ewan,  W. 

Acland,  A.  H.  D.  M*Larezi,  W.  S.  B. 

AUaopp,  hon.  P.  Mappin,  Sir  F,  T. 

Barbour,  W.  B.  Montagu,  8. 

Biggar,  J.  G.  Morgan,  O  V. 

Blane,  A.  Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 

Bolton,  J.  C.  O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 

Bradlaugh,  0.  O'Brien,  P.  J. 

Broadhurat,  H.  O'Brien,  W. 

Brunner,  J.  T.  0*Connor,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R.  O'Kelly,  J. 

Burt,  T.  Palmer,  Sir  0.  M. 

Cameron,  C.  Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 

Campbell,  H.  Pickard,  B. 

Carew,  J.  L.  Pickersgill,  E.  H. 

Channing,  F.  A.  Picton,  J.  A. 

Cobb,  H.  P.  Power,  P.  J. 

Coghill,  D.  H.  Price,  T.  P. 

Condon,  T.  J.  Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 

Corbet,  W.  J.  Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 

Cossham,  H.  Reed,  H.  B. 

Cremer,  W.  R.  Richard,  H. 

Crilly,  D.  Roberts,  J. 

Crossley,  K  RobertSi  J.  B. 

Deasy,  J.  Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
De  Lide,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P,    Rowlands,  J. 

Dillwvn,  L.  L.  Samuelson,  (Jt,  B. 

Dimsoale,  Baron  R.  Schwann,  C.  E. 

Dodds,  J.  Sheehan,  J.  D. 

Ellis,  J.  Simon,  Sir  J. 

Ellis,  T.  E.  Slagg,  J. 

Esslemont,  P.  Stack,  J. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R.        Stewui,  H. 

Gill,  T.  P.  Stuart,  J. 

Hairington,  E.  Sullivan,  D. 

Hayden,  L.  P.  Summers,  W. 

Hayne,  C.  Scale-  Thomas,  A. 
Heathoote,  Gapt.  J.  H.    Tuite,  J. 

Edwards-  Wallace,  R. 

Howard,  J.  Warminffion,  C.  Bi. 

Hoyle,  I.  Wilson,  H.  J. 

Hosier,  J.  H.  0.  Wilson,  I. 

James,  hon.  W.  H.  Woodhead,  J. 

Joioey,  J.  Wright,  C. 
Lalor,  R. 

Leahy,  J.  tbllbbs, 

M' Arthur,  A.  DiUon,  J. 

M'Arthur,  W.  A.  Fenwick,  C. 

MMoivedf  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chair- 
man, may,  after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes  as 
indicated  by  the  sand-glass,  if  in  his  opinion 
the  Division  is  friv^oudy  or  vexatiously 
claimed,  take  the  Vote  of  the  House  or  Com- 
mittee, by  calling  upon  the  Members  who  sup- 
port,and  who  challenge  his  decision,sucoeMiyely 
to  rise  in  their  places ;  and  he  shaU  thereupon, 
as  he  thinks  fit,  either  declare  the  determination 
of  the  House  or  Committee,  or  name  Tellers  for 
a  Division.  And,  in  case  there  is  no  Division, 
the  Speaker  or  Chainnan  shall  declare  to  the 
House,  or  the  Committee,  the  number  of  the 
Minority  who  had  challenged  his  decision,  and 
their  names  shall  be  thereupon  taken  down  in 
the  House,  and  printed  with  the  lists  of  Divi- 
■iQn4> 


X. — ^Address  in  Answer  to  the 

Qtteen's  Sfbboh. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
WestminBter),  in  rising  to  move  the 
adoption  of  the  next  Kule,  said,  the 
House  would  remember  that  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  whioh 
had  considered  the  question  of  Procedure 
in  1886  was  to  confine  the  proceedings 
on  the  Address  to  one  stage  only.  The 
Rule  now  proposed  to  allow  Amend- 
ments to  be  moved  on  the  Address,  but 
would  prevent  their  being  considered 
on  dififerent  stages  as  had  become  the 
practice  in  recent  years.  By  the  Rule 
only  one  opportunity  of  moving  Amend- 
ments would  be  g^ven — namely,  upon 
the  first  stage  of  the  Address,  and  wnen 
that  stage  was  gone  through,  the  Ad- 
dress would  be  settled  once  for  all. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  stages  of  Committee  and  Report 
on  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  to  convey  the 
thanks  of  the  House  for  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  be  discontinued." 
— (Jfr.  JF.  H,  Smith.) 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby),  in 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion, 
said,  he  was  very  glad  to  support  the 
Rule  as  it  now  stood ;  but  in  his  opinion 
it  was  not  nearly  sufficient  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  case,  because  the 
House 'was  left  practically  in  the  same 
position  as  before,  except  with  regard  to 
the  one  stage  of  the  Report.  His 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
placing  the  Address  in  the  same  position 
as  that  which  it  had  always  occupied  in 
olden  days.  When  an  Address  was 
moved  in  reply  to  the  Speech  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Oonfidenoe  in  the  Government  might 
be  proposed,  and  under  the  Rule  as  it 
stood  it  would  be  possible  for  any  num- 
ber of  Amendments  to  be  moved  by  any 
number  of  Members  who  wished  to  move 
them.  If  this  Amendment  were  adopted 
it  would  impose  a  material  restriction 
upon  the  time  occupied  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Address.  If  there  were  any 
points  on  which  a  large  number  of 
Members  wished  to  support  a  particular 
principle,  it  was  very  easy  to  put  pres- 
sure on  ^e  Government  to  give  a  day 
in  the  same  way  as  it  had  been  given  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
I  for  the  consideration  of  the  Trafalgar 


d  L  2 
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Square  question.    The  advantage  to  be 
gained  by  the  Amendment  was  in  not 
requiring  a  large  number  of  Members  to 
give  up  the  days  they  had  acquired  by 
the  ballot  in  order  that  a  few  Members 
might  bring  forward  their  hobbies  on 
the  Address  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech.     Hon.  Members  had 
now  to  run  the  chances  of  the  ballot 
before  they  could  obtain  a  day,  which 
those  Members  who  ventilated  grievances 
on  the  Address  had  not.     He  knew  that 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  approved 
by  the  two  Front  Benches ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  the  Ministry  of  the  day 
would  not  lose  a  single G-overnment  night 
however  long  the  Address  went  on.  The 
occupants  of  the  Front  Benches  got  the 
lion's  share  of  the  speaking  as  it  went 
on ;  whereas  the  result  to  private  Mem- 
bers was  that  they  lost  every  single  day, 
as  well  as  other  days  afterwards.    The 
House  had  sat  last  Session  for  15  days 
discussing    the    Address,    and    private 
Members  had  lost  nine  of  them,  and  the 
t^Fovernment  took  six  more  private  Mem- 
bers' nights  for  the  Procedure  Bules. 
In  regard  to  the  present  Session,  private 
Members  had  already  lost  six  nights  and 
the  Government  four ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  four  nights  for  the  Pro- 
cedure Eules.     It  would,  therefore,  be 
seen  that  it  was  entirely  a  question  for 
private  Members.     Were  they  willing 
to  give  up  the  days  they  had  obtained 
by  ballot  for  discussing  such  subjects  as 
were  interesting  to  those  engaged  in 
trade,    agriculture,     or    the    fisneries. 
Were  hon.  Members  who  had  already 
obtained  days  to  give  them  up  so  that 
other    hon.     Members     might     move 
Amendments    on    the    Address    which 
were  of  no  interest  except  to  those  who 
brought  them  forward  ?    When  once  a 
day  obtained  by  a  private  Member  was 
taken  away  that  Member  was  prevented 
from  obtaining  a  first  place  again,  or 
had  to  wait  until  such  a  late  period  of 
the  Session  that  it  was  useless  to  bring 
forward  the  subject  he  desired  to  ven- 
tilate, however  important  it  might  be. 
His  reason  in  proposing  the  Amendment 
was  to  protect  private  Members  in  this 
respect.    Members  came  down  now  very 
early  in  order  to  secure  a  place  in  the 
ballot.      Something   like  200  Motions 
for    the    introduction     of    Bills    were 
balloted  for  on  the  first    day  of  the 
Session.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.   Parnell)    and    he  (Mr. 

Mr.  Seneage 


Heneage)  were  most  fortunate  in  the 
ballot,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  might  have  taken  an  early 
day  in  February,  and  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
an  early  day  in  March.  What,  however, 
was  the  effect  of  prolonging  the  debate 
on  the  Address  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  selected  the  2  let  March, 
and  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  had  to  wait  until 
April.  This  fact,  he  thought,  showed  that 
a  large  amount  of  time  which  belonged 
to  private  Members  was  wasted  by  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress. He  had  no  desire  to  limit  any 
debate  on  an  important  question  of 
foreign  policy,  and  if  the  Opposition  or 
any  other  Member  had  a  sufficient 
following,  they  would  be  able  to  bring 
forward  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence, 
or  force  the  Government  to  give  them  a 
day.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Captain  Cotton)  proposed  to 
amend  the  Amendment,  and  to  limit 
the  debate  still  further,  and  suggested 
as  an  Amendment  that  the  Motion 
should  be  put  on  the  same  day  oa 
which  it  was  proposed,  instead  of  not 
later  than  the  third  day  of  the  debate. 
Outside  the  House  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  among  the  constituenoiee 
that  a  large  amount  of  time  was  wasted 
upon  the  Address.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  I ,  to  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That  *' 
to  the  end  of  the  Qaeation,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '<  the  Address  to  her  Majesty  be  restricted 
to  a  Motion  conreying  the  thanks  of  the  Hoase 
for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Spee^,  and 
promising  the  careful  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subjects  which  Her  Majesty  has  recom- 
mended to  their  consideration,  and  such  Motion 
shall  be  put  without  Amendment  not  Utor  than 
the  third  day  of  the  Debate  thereon,  unless  the 
House  shall  otherwise  order." — {Mr,  JSTenMf^.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  worde 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral), 
who  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
to  the  Amendment  under  discussion  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  not  later  than  the 
third  day  of  the  Debate  thereon,"  in 
order  to  insert  **  on  the  same  day  on 
which  it  is  proposed,"  said,  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  move  that  Amendment 
He  would  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ghrimsbj 
(Mr.  Heneage)  and  withdraw  his  own. 
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He  should,  however,  be  glad  to  hear 
ezaotly  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  providing  that  the  debate  on 
the  Address  should  terminate  not  later 
than  the  third  day.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  the  third  day  according 
to  the  day  of  the  week,  or  the  third  day 
of  the  debate?  The  House  generally 
met,  at  the  opening  of  the  Session, 
on  a  Thursday  and  was  continued 
on  a  Friday,  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  that  the  debate 
should  be  continued  and  closed  on  the 
Monday,  or  whether  it  should  be 
stopped  by  the  intervention  of  Saturday 
when  the  House  did  not  sit?  An 
article  in  The  Spectator  of  Saturday 
last  called  attention  to  the  intellectual 
Bufiocation  which  the  debate  on  the 
Address  involved  in  stifling  very  im- 
portant questions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  himself  were  desirous 
of  conferring  benefit  upon  suffering 
humanity  by  limiting  the  debate  on  the 
Address  and  returning  to  the  old 
practice  of  that  House-  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  lengthened  debates 
on  the  Address  which  they  had  had  of  late 
years  were  parasites  of  modem  growth, 
and  disease  which  were  unknown  for- 
merly. He  desired,  as  far  as  it  was 
possible,  to  return  to  the  old  practice  and 
limit  the  debates  to  one  issue — whether 
confidence  was  to  be  continued  in  the 
Government  or  not.  The  constituencies 
at  the  present  moment  were  so  disgusted 
at  the  length  to  which  the  debates  oo 
the  Address  were  carried,  that  they  were 
frequently  reminding  their  Bepresenta- 
tives  that  they  were  sent  to  the  House 
of  Commons  not  to  be  consumers  of  time, 
but  to  be  producers  of  legislation.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  see  that,  in 
oraer  to  economize  time,  the  Bules 
must  be  made  applicable  to  the  new 
circumstances  under  which  they  lived. 
It  was,  therefore,  necessary  to  curtail 
the  debate  on  the  Address  as  much  as 
possible.  The  only  ground  that  would 
justify  a  lengthened  debate  on  the 
Address  was  that  it  should  turn  to  some 
definitely  useful  purpose — such  as  turn- 
ing out  the  Government  of  the  day.  In 
1859,  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  the  Bossendale  Division  of  Lan- 
cashire (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
brought  forward  a  direct  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  against  Lord  Derby's  Go- 
vernment after  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
it  was  carried  after  three  days'  debate. 


He  contended  that  that  was  the  only 
legitimate  form  in  which  Amendments 
on  the  Address  should  be  allowed  to  be 
moved.  There  was  another  instance, 
which  occurred  two  years  ago,  when  the 
Government  of  the  day  was  thrown  out 
on  an  Amendment  to  the  Address  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings);  although  the  hon.  Member 
got  small  thanks  for  what  he  did.  But 
neither  in  1859  nor  in  1886  did  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  come  into  Office 
with  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  they  resigned  in  con- 
sequence. On  the  other  hand,  he 
might  quote  the  case  of  Sir  Eobert 
Feel,  who  was  defeated,  in  1835,  by 
a  majority  of  7  in  a  full  House  of 
611  Members,  but  who  declined  to  resign 
on  that  Vote.  With  these  examples  be- 
fore them,  and  knowing  how  very  much 
the  debates  on  the  Address  had  extended 
of  late  years,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Gh)vernment 
by  passing  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hpn.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby,  and  do  all  it  could  to  check 
this  mischievous  innovation  which  con- 
sumed so  much  time  of  the  House  in  the 
first  nights  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said,  the  doctrine  that  it 
was  desirable,  if  they  could,  to  get  back 
to  the  old  practice  in  respect  of  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address,  as  it  was  termed, 
was  one  which  he  heartily  commended, 
and  on  every  occasion  he  had  done  all 
that  wastin  his  power  to  promote  the 
adoption  of  that  course  by  following  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address  in 
the  debate  when  he  had  been  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  In  his  opinion,  the 
best  chance  of  bringing  the  Address, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  back  to 
the  old  wholesome  condition  was  to  re- 
lieve the  minds  of  hon.  Members — inde- 
pendent Members— of  the  apprehension 
which  the  experience  of  last  year  and 
this  year  had  greatly  tended  to  create 
and  confirm — that  their  private  days 
were  about  to  be  taken  away  from  them. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  in  which  the 
rights  of  private  Members  to  their  days 
should  be  scrupulously  respected,  unless 
the  House  of  Commons,  for  some  .very 
great  purpose,  got  rid  at  once  of  the 
Address,  and  proceeded  to  the  transac- 
tion of  Business.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  was  quite  impossible  to  sup- 

IThird  Night,'] 
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port  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Heneage),  or  the  still  more 
stringent  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
P'irral  Division  of  Cheshire  (Captain 
Cotton),  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House. 

Captaut  cotton  said,  he  had  with- 
drawn his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  he 
would  say,  then,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  agree  with  the  speech  by  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  supported 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  if  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
heard  him  rightly,  appeared  to  be  of 
opinion  that  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confi- 
dence might  properly  be  moved  on  the 
occasion  of  the  debate  on  the  Address ; 
but  if  he  was  of  that  opinion,  theEesolu- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Heneage),  which  he  was  going  to  sup- 
port, £r6otly  excluded  those  Votes  of 
Want  of  Confidence.  There  were  two 
questions  of  the  greatest  importance 
raised.  One  of  them  was  the  limitation 
of  the  debate  to  three  days ;  and  there 
was  the  question  whether,  when  they 
had  a  debate  on  the  Address,  it  would 
not  be  sufficient  for  every  reasonable 
purpose  to  pursue  that  debate,  subject 
to  the  protection  already  provided  by  the 
Closure  Eule  against  its  undue  pro- 
longation; and  the  other  question  was 
still  more  serious— namely,  the  question 
of  the  exclusion  of  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  on  the  Address.  According  to 
his  recollection,  the  instances  of  moving 
Votes  of  Want  of  Confidence  on  the  Ad- 
dress were  more  numerous  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman  supposed.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  quoted  the  case  of  Sir 
EobertFeel  in  1835.  Undoubtedly,  an 
Amendment  was  carried  against  Sir 
Bobert  Feel  by  a  majority  of  7,  and  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  did  not  resig^.  He  would 
not  say  that  Sir  Bobert  Peel  was  wrong 
in  not  resigning;  but  unquestionably 
his  course  was  a  very  peculiar  one,  and 
had  always  been  the  subject  of  much 
argument  and  much  doubt.  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  founded  his  action  on  the  Bgeoial 
ground  that  he  claimed  from  the  House 
of  Commons  the  right  to  produce  his 
measures.  But  Sir  Bobert  Peel  had 
given  the  House  another  example  him- 
self. In  1841,  when  he  considered  that 
the  country  had  returned  a  majority 
adverse  to  the  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne,  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Oonfi- 

Mr.  JF.  K  OiaMone 


dence  was  moved  and  carried  on  hia 

Eart  and  with  his  support,  and  the  Mel- 
oume  Government  resigned  at  once. 
He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  was  bound 
to  say  that  there  could  be  no  more  un- 
fortunate measure  than  to  shut  the  door 
against  Votes  of  Want  of  Confidence. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  I  do  not  propose 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
perhaps  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
allow  him  to  state  the  reason  why  he 
took  a  strong  view  on  the  subject,  and 
why  he  desired  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  adhere  to  the  Bule 
as  it  stood.  A  Dissolution  frequently 
arose  upon  the  question  whether  the 
Administration  of  the  day  possessed  the 
confidence  of  the  country,  and  the  voice 
of  the  people  was  made  plain  by  an 
Election.  What  could  be  more  proper 
than  that  if  the  Government  of  the  day 
had  not  been  able  to  recognize  the  ver- 
dict of  the  country  without  meeting  Par- 
liament, as  was  the  case  in  1874,  1868, 
and  1880 — what  could  be  more  proper 
th&n  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
take  the  very  first  opportunity — namely, 
the  opportunity  of  the  Address,  of  settling 
the  question  whether  the  Government 
possessed  the  confidence  of  the  country  or 
not  P  It  appeared  to  him  that  his  right 
hon.  Friena  had  stumbled  in  this  ques- 
tion of  Votes  of  Want  of  Confidence,  and 
he  thought  it  was  quite  impracticable  to 
hold  an  opposite  doctrine  to  that  which 
declared  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
afiPorded  in  the  Address  for  raising  the 
question  of  confidence.  He  was  not  sure 
that  he  could  not  quote  other  instances 
than  those  which  he  had  named,  but  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  them, 
because  those  mentioned  were  sufficient. 
Apart  from  that,  he  would  submit  that 
the  protection  afforded  by  the  closure,  if 
sufficient  for  other  debates,  was  quite 
sufficient  to  guard  those  on  the  Address. 
He  quite  graiited  that  the  proceedings 
on  the  Address  had  in  some  Sessions 
been  unduly  prolonged,  though  he  did 
not  think  there  had  been  any  serious 
ground  of  complaint  this  year.  He  was 
sure  it  was  unlikely  that,  under  ordi* 
nary  circumstances,  abuses  would  arise ; 
but,  seeing  that  they  might  arise,  there 
should  be  a  Bule  in  existence  which 
might  be  readily  applied  to  them. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  interrupt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  had  idih 
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tinctly  Btated  that  he  wished  Yotes  of 
Want  of  Confidence  to  be  omitted  from 
his  Amendment.  If  the  Amendment 
did  not  carry  out  that  object,  he  was 
ready  to  accept  any  words  that  might  be 
inserted  which  would  have  that  effect. 
If  the  Leader  of  the  House  declined  to 
accept  the  Amendment  he  would  not 
press  it. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  go  as  far  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ghreat  Orimsby  proposed, 
because  he  thought  that  in  so  doing 
they  would  be  tying  their  hands  most 
u&necQssarily  in  the  event  of  circum- 
stances arising  which  might  require  that 
a  considerable  discussion  should  take 
place  on  the  Address.  He  preferred  that 
liberty  should  be  given  to  the  House  to 
consider  the  Address  to  the  extent  to 
which,  in  the  particular  circumstances 
of  the  day,  it  might  be  deemed  neces- 
sary to  consider  it.  He  regretted, 
and  he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man regretted  also,  that  there  had  been 
an  undue  prolonsation  of  the  debates 
on  the  Address ;  but  it  was  a  responsi- 
bility which  rested  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  and  not  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. He  trusted  that  in  future  hon. 
Members  would  evince  a  greater  sense 
of  their  responsibility  towards  the  coun- 
try, and  that  they  would  impo9e  some 
restraint  upon  this  question,  in  addition 
to  those  which  the  Government  thought 
it  necessary  to  pass  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Business  of  the  House.  Many  cir- 
oumstances  might  arise  which  would 
render  it  exceedingly  unwise  to  shorten 
the  (J^scussion  on  the  Address.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  would 
except  from  this  Motion  Votes  of  Want 
of  Confidence;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  the  matter, 
he  would  find  that  every  Amendment  to 
the  Address  was  substantially,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  an  expression  of  Want  of 
Confidence  by  the  person  who  moved  the 
Amendment  on  the  Government  of  the 
day.  If  an  Amendment  of  that  kind 
were  carried,  the  usual  consequence  was 
that  the  Government  resigned  their  posi- 
tion, and  gave  place  to  the  Opposition. 
It  might  happen  that  the  conduct  of 
foreign  affairs,  or  of  affairs  at  home, 
might  requiro  full  discussion  ;  and  there- 
fore, looking  at  the  matter  from  any 
point  of  view,  he  thought  it  would  be 
unadvisable  to  put  an  aosolute  term  as 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Address.    He, 


however,  relied  with  confidence  on  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
exercising  a  greater  sense  of  their  re- 
sponsibilities with  a  view  of  shortening 
the  debates.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  that  at 
the  present  moment  private  Members 
suffered  much  more  largely  than  the 
Government  from  the  continuation  of 
these  debates.  Of  course,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  enter  upon  general  Business 
until  the  debate  on  the  Address  was  con- 
cluded, and  private  Members  who  intro- 
duced measures  early  in  the  Session 
found  the  dayB  they  had  obtained  taken 
away  from  them. 

Mb.  speaker  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  with- 
drew the  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Main  Question  put. 

Jietolved,  That  the  stages  of  Committee  and 
Beport  on  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  to  con- 
vey the  thanks  of  the  Hoase  for  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Speech  to  hoth  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  he  discon- 
tinued. 

XI. — Public  Bills. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  propose  the 
following  Rule  on  the  Paper,  said,  it 
was  a  proposal  which  had  very  fre- 
quently been  before  the  House  in  one 
shape  or  another,  and  its  object  was  to 
g^ve  to  hon.  Members  who  had  been  for- 
tunate enough  to  bring  forward  measures 
and  to  obtain  the  approval  of  the  House 
for  the  principle  of  their  Bills  an  oppor- 
tunity of  proceeding  with  them.  It  was, 
however,  a  question  rather  for  the  House 
than  for  the  Government  to  decide.  The 
Government  had  felt  themselves  called 
upon  to  submit  this  proposal  to  the 
House  with  a  view  of  assisting  private 
Members. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  after  Whitsuntide,  PuhHc  Bills  other 
than  Government  Bills  he  arranged  on  the  Order 
Book  so  as  to  give  priority  to  the  Bills  most 
advanced,  and  that  Lords  Amendments  to  Puh- 
lie  Bills  appointed  to  he  considered,  he  placed 
first,  to  he  followed  hy  Third  Readings,  Con- 
siderations of  Beport,  Bills  in  Progress  in  Com- 
mittee, Bills  appointed  for  Committee,  and 
Second  Readings,*'— (ifr.  IT,  ff.  Smith.) 

Mb.  BBYGE  (Aberdeen,  8.),  in  rising 
to  move  an  Amendment,  said,  that 
he  had   ^ ut    it    upon   the    Paper    in 
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compliance  with  an  intimation  conveyed 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemen  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasory  and  the  Post- 
master Oeneral,  when  he  brought  the 
question  of  prirate  Members'  Bilk  be- 
fore the  House  on  Friday  last.  Since 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  giren  assur- 
ances that  the  Government  were  alive 
to  the  inconvenience  private  Members 
now  suffered,  and  would  suffer  under 
the  new  Bules,  and  were  willing  to 
give  them  better  facilities  than  they  now 
possessed.  It  could  not  be  denied  that 
at  the  present  moment  the  opportunities 
which  private  Members  had  of  for  warding 
legislation  were  extremely  scant.  Under 
the  system  of  balloting  the  chance  of  a 
private  Member  of  getting  a  Bill,  how- 
ever important,  berore  the  House  for 
the  second  reading  was  very  slight  in- 
deed. That  had  not  been  always  so. 
Twenty  years  ago,  before  the  half-past 
12  o'clock  Bule  came  in  force  many  mea- 
sures were  passed  by  private  Members, 
and  hon.  Members  would  be  surprised  to 
find  how  many  valuable  measures  for  the 
improvement  of  the  law,  and  in  promo- 
tion of  social  and  philanthropic  reforms, 
had  been  carried  by  private  Members. 
That  had  now  become  impossible,  and 
the  House  were  driven  to  consider  in 
what  way  they  could  restore  to  private 
Members  the  opportunities  they  formerly 
had.  This  year  there  had  been  brought 
in  something  like  200  Bills  ;  but  there 
were  probably  not  more  than  30  or  40 
in  which  any  considerable  number  of 
Members  would  take  an  interest.  The 
greater  proportion  of  these  measures 
related  to  trivial  matters,  and  would 
have  very  small  support  in  their  favour. 
Why,  then,  should  the  time  of  the  House 
be  taken  up  in  discussing  them  ?  On 
the  other  hand,  there  were  useful  and 
much-needed  Bills  which  many  Members 
cared  for,  and  yet  which,  because  they 
were  unlucky  in  the  balloting  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  never  came  on 
for  second  reading  at  all.  For  instance, 
a  Bill  for  the  Amendment  ol  the  Oom- 
mons  and  Indosure  Acts  had  been 
brought  into  the  House  in  six  Sessions 
between  1880  to  1887,  and  having  always 
failed  to  secure  a  good  place  in  the  ballot, 
had  never  come  on  for  second  reading, 
nor  even  been  discussed.  He  wacl  conn- 
dent  that  if  that  Bill  once  came  before 
the  House  and  was  read  a  second  time, 
and  sent  to  a  Select  Gonunittee^  the  Gom- 
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mittee  would  be  able  to  go  through  it 
fairly,  making  such  improvements  as 
were  needed,  and  the  Bill  would  be 
passed,  to  the  great  benefit  of  the  agri- 
cultural population  and  of  all  who  valued 
common  lands  and  opportunitiea  of 
healthful  recreation.  That  was  only 
one  of  the  instances  he  might  mention 
to  the  House  of  the  evils  they  now 
suffered,  and  of  the  evils  suffered  by  the 
community  at  large,  from  the  practical 
stoppage  of  private  Members'  legislation. 
Then  what  was  the  remedy  they  ought  to 
apply  ?  He  believed  it  would  be  found  in 
getting  rid  of  the  system  of  balloting,  and 
by  proceeding  only  with  those  BiUs  in 
which  the  largest  number  of  Members 
were  interested.  In  the  first  place,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  House  to 
exercise  its  will  and  choice  by  taking 
to  itself  the  disposal  of  its  own  time  and 
saying  what  Bill  should  be  discussed  and 
what  not,  instead  of  leaving  the  matter 
to  the  blind  chance  of  the  ballot*box. 
He  would  explain  the  way  in  which  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  The  Amendment  itself  was  not 
inconsistent  with  the  Bule  of  the  Go- 
vernment. On  the  contrary,  it  was  in- 
tended to  supplement  and  carry  out  the 
principle  by  which  the  Treasury  Bench 
was  animated  in  proposing  their  Bule. 
Last  Friday  he  had  pointed  out  three 
methods  by  which  the  House  might  make 
better  provision  for  useful  application  of 
the  time  allotted  to  private  Members,  and 
he  had  since  found  that  there  was  a  strong 
preponderance  of  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  particular  method  indicated  in  the 
Amendment — ^namely,  that  at  the  begin- 
ning of  every  Session  an  opportunity 
should  be  given  to  Members  of  indicating 
their  preference  for  certain  Bills.  He 
proposed  that  after  the  meeting  of 
the  House  three  days  should  be 
allowed  to  hon.  Members  for  bringing 
in  their  Bills.  That  was  really  the 
present  practice.  At  present  most  of 
the  private  Members'  Bills  were  brought 
in  on  the  second  day  of  the  Session,  and 
almost  all  of  them  within  the  first  three 
days.  He  then  proposed  that  the  Bills 
thus  brought  in  should  be  exhibited,  and 
that  every  Member  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  appending  his  name  to 
the  three  Bills  he  was  most  interested  in. 
At  the  end  of  the  three  days,  the  Olerk 
would  take  possession  of  these  lists,  and 
ascertain,  by  going  through  them«  which 
Bills  had  received  the  largest  amount 
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of  support,  and  in  that  way  their  pre- 
oedffnee  would  be  determined.  If  it 
were  found  that  an  equal  number 
of  names  were  appended  to  two  or 
more  Bills,  in  ^at  case  the  precedenoe 
might  be  determined  by  ballot,  but  the 
clerks  should  go  through  them,  arrange 
the  Bills  in  their  order,  and  put  them 
down  for  second  reading,  placing  first 
those  Bills  to  which  the  largest  number 
of  signatures  were  attached.  That  list 
would  be  made  up  onoe  for  all  down  to 
Whitsuntide,  and  after  Whitsuntide  the 
provisions  of  the  new  Bule  proposed  by 
the  GK>vemment  would  come  into  opera- 
tion. If  a  Bill  were  not  taken  on  the 
Wednesday  for  which  it  was  set  down  it 
would  be  placed  at  the  top  of  the  list  for 
the  next  Wednesday,  and  there  would  be 
no  longer  any  motive  for  trying  to  talk 
out  a  Bill  on  a  Wednesday,  or  endeavour- 
ing to  talk  on  one  Bill,  in  order  to  prevent 
another  from  coming  on.  That  incon- 
venience would  be  obviated ;  because  if 
a  Bill  were  not  reached  one  day,  it  would 
retain  its  place  on  the  Order  Book. 
Bills  brought  in  after  the  first  three 
days  of  the  Session  could  be  put  down 
for  second  reading  on  a  Tuesday,  or  any 
other  evening,  just  as  they  were  now. 
They  would  be  no  worse  off  than  at 
present,  because  by  the  present  prac- 
tice all  the  available  Wednesdays  were 
taken  up  now  on  the  first  day  of 
the  Session.  Next  came  the  ques- 
tion— ^What  number  of  Bills  should 
hon.  Members  be  allowed  to  subscribe 
their  names  to  ?  It  had  been  pointed 
out  that  if  Members  were  allowed  to 
subscribe  to  all  Bills  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  majority  to  get  all  their 
own  Bills  put  down,  while  the  minority 
would  have  no  chance.  Therefore,  in 
order  to  protect  the  rights  of  minorities, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  limit  the  number 
of  Bills  to  which  each  Member  could 
Bubsoribe.  It  was  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  a  Member  should  only  sub- 
scribe to  one  Bill  or  two  or  three ;  but 
some  limitation  of  that  kind  was  neces- 
sary, because  it  was  desirable  that  all  Bills 
should  get  a  fair  chance  in  that  House 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  Members 
who  supported  them.  It  would  always 
be  in  the  power  of  any  group  of  Members 
representing  a  particular  part  of  the 
country,  or  coming  from  Ireland  or 
Seotland,  to  secure  consideration  for  a 
certain  number  of  measures,  and  they 
would  be  able  with  perfect  certainty  to 


rely  upon  a  certain  number  of  their  Bills 
being  taken.  The  process  would  be 
exactly  the  same  as  if  some  impartial 
authority  were  appointed  to  go  through 
the  Order  Book  in  order  to  consider  the 
character  of  the  different  measures 
standing  for  a  second  reading,  and  put 
them  down  for  discussion  according  to 
their  importance.  He  foresaw  an  objec- 
tion which  would  be  taken  to  this  plan, 
and  he  would  endeavour  to  meet  that  ob- 
jection. It  was  said  that  it  would  lead  to 
lobbying  and  soliciting  Members  to  sub- 
scribe their  names  to  particular  Bills ; 
but  even  if  that  should  be  so  he  could 
see  no  harm  in  it.  It  was  a  perfectly 
legitimate  thing  to  ask  a  Member  to 
aid  in  bringing  on  a  particular  mea- 
sure, and  every  Member  who  did  it 
would  be  acting  under  a  sense  of 
responsibility.  Every  Member  who  had 
recourse  to  that  method  would  exer- 
cise his  right  in  a  perfectly  open  way, 
and  would  indicate  that  he  was  pro- 
moting a  Bill  in  which  he  was  much  in- 
terested, and  which  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  have  a  fair  chance  of  debating. 
The  objection  to  lobbying  was  that  it 
was  private,  and  done  for  personal  and 
possioly  unworthy  motives.  Here  a 
Member's  action  would  be  open,  and  his 
g^unds  of  action  public  grounds,  just 
like  bis  vote  in  the  House,  for  which 
he  would  be  held  responsible.  It 
did  not  follow  that  if  a  Member  sub- 
scribed his  name  to  a  Bill,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  vote  for  it.  His  signature 
would  only  indicate  that  he  thought  it 
was  a  question  that  ought  to  come  before 
the  House  for  discussion.  The  plan  also 
would  have  this  incidental  advantage — 
it  would  be  a  means  of  conveying  to  the 
Government  in  a  distinct  way  the  amount 
of  interest  which  the  Bills  introduced 
respectively  excited  among  Members, 
and  therefore  among  their  constituents. 
If  they  saw  appended  to  a  Bill  some 
40  or  50  signatures,  they  would  know 
that  it  was  a  Bill  which  had  general 
support,  and  that  a  considerable  number 
of  Members  took  a  serious  interest  in  a 
particular  question.  A  Bill  signed  by 
that  number  would  be  sure  of  coming 
up  for  its  second  reading,  bein^  debated 
and  divided  on  before  Whitsuntide. 
They  would,  by  that  means,  get  rid  of 
the  difficulty  which  now  arose,  of  having 
measures  brought  on  for  second  reading 
which  nobody  cared  anything  about, 
and  precious  time  wasted  which  ought 
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to  be  applied  to  really  important  Bills  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  people  were 
involyed.  The  time  of  the  House  was  its 
capital :  this  capital  was  now  (so  far  as 
private  Members'  Bills  went)  practically 
squandered,  since  it  was  allotted  with 
little  or  no  regard  to  the  relatire  import- 
ance of  the  topics  debated. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  I,  after  the  word  "  That,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*  aU  Public  Bills  (other  than  Govem- 
ment  Bills)  introduced  on  or  before  the  first 
Monday  of  the  Session  shall  be  set  down  in  the 
Order  Book  for  Second  Reading  in  a  list  to  be 
called  '  The  Second  Reading  List  for  Wednes- 
days up  to  Whitsuntide,'  in  an  order  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  number  of  signatures  which 
shall  have  been  subscribed  to  each  such  Bill  at 
the  close  of  the  Sitting  on  the  following  Tues- 
day, each  Member  being  entitled  to  subscribe 
his  own  name  to  three  such  Bills  and  no  more ; 
those  Bills  which  have  received  most  signatures 
bein^  placed  first,  and  the  priority  in  the  case 
of  Bills  which  have  received  an  equal  number 
of  signatures,  being  determined  by  lot,  in  a 
manner  to  be  prescribed  by  Mr.  Speaker ;  and 
that."— (ifir.  Bry€€.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ho  worth  (Salford,  S.)  said, 
there  was  a  tacit  understanding  in  the 
House  that  only  one  paper  should  be 
put  into  the  ballot  box  as  a  balloting 
paper  for  any  particular  Motion  ;  but  it 
had  long  been  the  case,  owing  to  concert, 
of  those  interested  in  particular  measures 
that  a  large  number  of  those  papers 
found  their  way  into  the  box,  and  conse- 
quently those  who  had  not  a  large  num- 
ber of  friends  to  act  with  them  in 
concert^found  themselves  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory position.  They  wanted,  if 
possible,  to  manage  the  system  so  that 
bills  of  a  frivolous  character  which  were 
not  likely  to  receive  support,  but  to 
waste  the  time  of  the  House,  should  be 
put  aside  in  favour  of  Bills  which  were 
likely  to  reach  a  fruitful  termination  in 
legislation.  The  only  objection  which 
he  saw  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bryoe) 
was  that  hon.  Members  might  possibly 
be  urged  very  inconveniently  to  support 
what  other  hon.  Members  had  in  charge; 
and  that  it  miffht  bring  into  that  House 
methods  which  were  found  in  other 
Legislatire  Assemblies  to  be  very  un- 
popular. But,  under  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement, they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  their  Business  being  arranged 
in  such  a  way  that  Bills  in  which  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Members  were  interested 

Mr.  Bryee 


would  have  some  chance  of  passing  into 
law,  and  he  said  that  the  enormous  ad- 
vantage of  that  would  counter-balance 
the  inconvenience  he  had  referred  to. 
He  would  like  to  see  an  arrangement 
made  which  would  limit  the  power  of 
blocking  Bills,  which  had  led  largely  to 
the  curtailment  of  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  The  reason  for  the  Bule  had 
now  disappeared  since  Opposed  Business 
could  not  be  taken  after  12  o'clock,  and 
facilities  might  well  be  given  to  private 
Members  to  push  their  measures  be- 
tween that  hour  and  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  For  these  reasons  he 
had  the  greatest  pleasure  in  supporting 
the  Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork)  said,  he  had 
listened  attentively  to    a  considerable 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  who  introduced  this 
proposal  (Mr.  Bryce),  and  he  thought 
that,  notwithstanding  thedeamesa  with 
which  the  case  had  been  placed  before 
the  House,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  failed  to  show  that  his  proposal 
had  any  attraction  whatever  for  minori- 
ties.   The  only  result  of  the   Amend- 
ment would  be  to  give  the  majority 
greater  powers  than  they  already  pos- 
sessed for  advancing  their    measures. 
Undoubtedly,  measures  in  favour  with 
many  of  those  composing  the  majority 
were  brought  forward  by  the  Government, 
and  put  forward  in  Qovernment  time; 
but  if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to, 
the  very  small  facilities  which  private 
Members    now     possessed    would     be 
handed  over  to  the  majority.    He  had 
always  understood  that  the  allocation 
of  certain  days  in  the  week  was  for  the 
purpose   of  enabling    the  minority  to 
bring  forward  their  questions  and  have 
them  discussed,  and  that  facility  which 
the  minority  had  would,  if  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  adopted,  be 
entirely  lost.   He  was,  therefore,  entirely 
opposed  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  over-persuaded  to  accept  it. 
If  all  the  suggestions  and  additions  that 
might  oome  from  private  Members  with 
regard  to  these  Kules  were  to  be  con- 
sidered, he  feared  it  would  be  long  after 
Easter  that  they  would  be  passed.     He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  met  them  very 
fairly  with   regard  to  modifioationa  A 
Sule  9;  and  that  they  ought  not|  as 
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prirate  Members,  to  press  upon  him 
their  own  particular  ''fads"  and  ideas. 
For  the  reason  just  given,  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  not  give  in 
to  these  large  suggestions,  but  confine 
themselves  to  those  which  were  on  the 
Paper,  so  as  to  bring  the  discussion  of 
the  Eules  to  an  early  close. 

Ths  chairman  of  committees 
(Mr.  Ooubtkey)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Famell)— who  was  distin* 
guished  for  his  knowledge  of  the  forms 
of  Business  and  the  clearness  of  his 
reasoning — appeared  to  him  to  be  per- 
meated by  a  fallacy.  He  was  quite 
unable  to  understand  how  the  hon. 
Member  reconciled  the  beginning  with 
the  end  of  his  speech.  The  object  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) 
was  to  secure  to  every  section  of  the 
House  the  rights  to  which  its  numbers 
entitled  it.  He  dissented,  however,  from 
one  small  item  in  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  proposal,  which  was  that  one 
Member  should  have  the  right  to  sub- 
scribe his  name  to  three  BiSs ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  limit  the 
number  to  one.  There  would,  no  doubt, 
be  a  good  deal  of  application  to  hon. 
Members  to  support  this  or  that  mea- 
sure; and  it  would  be  a  considerable 
defence  for  a  Member  to  be  able  to  say 
that  he  could  only  subscribe  to  one.  By 
adopting  the  Amendment  the  House 
womd  get  rid  of  chance  in  the  arrange- 
ment of  Business  for  Wednesdays,  and 
would  secure  the  power  of  putting  for- 
ward Bills  which  the  majority  desired  to 
see  progress*  If  such  an  arrangement 
were  not  adopted  now,  he  ventured  to 
think  that  the  time  would  come  when 
something  of  the  kind  would  be  found 
to  be  absolutely  necessary.  The  effect 
of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  would 
be  that  all  Wednesdays  after  Whitsun- 
tide would  be  appropriated  to  the  Bills 
which  had  alreaay  secured  places,  and 
it  was  only  the  Wednesdays  before 
Whitsuntide  that  would  be  really  open 
to  private  Members.  It  was  surely  not 
desirable  that  such  a  Bill  as,  say,  the 
Pure  Beer  Bill,  should  secure  prece- 
dence, and  that  such  Bills  as  affected 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant, 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  and  the  De- 
ceased Wife's  Sister  Bill,  which  inte- 
rested a  large  section  in  and  outside  the 


House,  should  have  no  chance  whatever. 
He  felt  that  the  mere  mention  of  those 
Bills,  and  the  fact  that  they  would  under 
his  hon.  Friend's  proposal  have  some 
chance,  would  provoke  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers against  a  measure  which  would 
bring  them,  perhaps,  to  a  successful  issue. 
He  was  not  sanguine  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  proposal  would  be 
adopted  now ;  but  he  believed  the  more 
closely  it  was  examined  the  less  terrible 
would  its  effects  be  seen  to  be  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  By  this  pro- 
posal all  measures  connected  with  social 
order,  and  others,  would  get  their  proper 
share  of  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  plan  would  give  an  advantage  to 
any  section  of  the  House  which  num- 
bered as  many  as  40  Members,  and 
sections  smaller  than  that  might  at  least 
be  reminded  that  they  had  little  chance 
now  of  securing  a  good  place  for  a  Bill 
in  which  they  were  interested.  If  this 
principle  were  adopted,  he  should  sug- 
gest that  something  should  be  done  to 
secure  to  a  small  section  in  its  turn  a 
complete  interest  in  this  machinery,  so 
that  it  should  have  its  full  share  in  pri- 
vate legislation.  As  he  had  said,  he 
could  not  think  the  Amendment  would 
be  adopted  now,  nor  could  he  flatter 
himself  that  he  had  been  able  to  make 
it  perfectly  intelli^ble  to  the  House; 
but  when  the  subject  had  been  fully 
thought  out,  as  it  required  to  be,  he  felt 
that  the  advantages  of  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be 
recognized. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL 
f  Paddington,  S.)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
lor  the  Bodmin  Division  of  Coipwall 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  commenced  his  re- 
marks by  sayiuR  that  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
was  permeated  by  a  fallacy,  and  that  he 
could  not  understand  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber's meaning.  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  traversed  that  statement  en- 
tirely, and  said  that  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  as  keen 
as  it  always  as.  But  he  would  point 
out  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bodmm  Division  of  Cornwall 
was  pervaded  by  the  fundamental  fal- 
lacy of  applying  mathematics  and  logic 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  wondered  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  all  his  experience,  did 
not  perceive  that  the  defect  of  the 
scheme  of  tiie  Amendment  was  that  it 
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must  be  worked  by  Whips.  The  beauty 
of  the  ballot  was  that  it  was  absolutely 
protected  from  anything  like  Party 
machinery.  He  thought  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  a  great  error  in  saying 
that  the  ballot  could  at  the  present  time 
be  influenced  by  chance  according  to  the 
numerical  strength  of  Parties.  But  that 
was  not  so ;  for  a  Bill  promoted  by  one 
Member  had  just  as  great  a  chance  of 
getting  a  day  as  if  it  were  supported  by 
100.  It  was  against  the  etiquette  of  the 
House  for  more  than  one  Member  to 
ballot  for  the  same  Bill.  He  could  not 
say  what  tricks  were  resorted  to  by  the 
Party  opposite ;  but  he  did  know  with 
regard  to  the  Conservatiye  Party,  and 
to  some  extent  the  Party  of  Ireland  in 
1885,  that  there  was  a  considerable 
amount  of  scruple  in  transgressing  what 
would  be  an  honourable  interpretation 
of  the  spirit  of  the  Bules  of  the  House. 
But  undoubtedly  the  ballot  was  impreg- 
nable as  against  Party  organization, 
and  under  it  every  Member  had  a  real 
chance ;  whereas  under  the  Amendment 
the  315  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  would  easily  determine  the 
precedence  of  the  Bills  in  the  order 
of  their  own  preferences.  [Mr.  Cou&t- 
KBT  dissented.]  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  shook  his 
head ;  but  the  House  of  Commons  con- 
sisted of  human  beings,  and  was  not  a 
mathematical  machine.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  Members  would  sub- 
stitute for  the  English  practice  of  lobby- 
ing the  practice  in  America,  which  was 
oafied  logging.  For  these  reasons  he 
ffreatly  preferred  the  Eule  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  It  would  be  dangerous,  with- 
out thorough  examination,  to  adopt  the 
plausible  and,  what  appeared  to  him, 
to  be  the  illogical  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  which 
would  undoubtedly  operate  unjustly 
against  the  chance  of  minorities  in  that 
House, 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
this  was  really  a  question  whether  the 
House  was  prepared  to  sacrifice  its 
Wednesdays,  leaving  them  to  chance,  or 
whether  they  should  be  devoted  to  Pri- 
vate Bills,  which  were  considered  to  be 
most  worthy  of  occupying  the  attention 
of  the  House.  He  would  remind  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  that  the  Amendment  was  an 
addition  to,  and  not  a  substitution  for, 

Lord  Randolph  Churehill 


the  Bule,  and  he  would  like  the  noble 
Lord  to  show  how  the  Amendment  could 
be  used  so  as  to  prevent  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  securing  every  Wednesday. 
He  hardly  expected  the  Amendment  to 
be  accepted;  but  still  he  thought  it 
aimed  at  an  object  worthy  of  considera- 
tion—namely, the  use  of  Wednesdays 
more  profitably  for  the  country,  and  more 
satisfactorily  for  Members  of  the  House. 
The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
he  was  glad  that  me  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) 
had  accepted  the  challenge  that  was 
made  to  him  the  other  evening  to 
propound  a  scheme  for  carrying  oat  the 
suggestion  he  made  in  his  speech.  The 
scheme  was  ingenious;  but  he  hardly 
thought,  with  such  discussion  as  could 
be  given  to  it  at  this  time,  it  was  likely 
to  be  accepted  at  present.  He  (Mr. 
Raikes)  did  not  ask  the  House  to  decide 
upon  the  principle  of  this  Amendment, 
but  ite  details  were  such  as  he  did  not 
think  the  House  should  agree  to. 
The  means  whereby  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  proposed  to  carry  out 
his  object  appeared  to  be  defective, 
and  required  a  great  deal  more  con- 
sideration. The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  that  each 
Member  should  have  three  votes  on  this 
matter.  Suppose  that  the  Conservative 
Party  of  300  Members  divided  itself 
into  three  bodies  of  100  Members  each, 
and  that  each  Member  voted  for  three 
Bills,  there  would  then  be  nine  Bills 
with  100  Members  supporting  eaoh  of 
their  claims  to  precedence.  Those  nine 
Bills,  at  any  rate,  would  secure  prece- 
dence over  any  Bill  which  obteinea  even 
the  unanimous  support  of  the  Party  led 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Bir.  Par- 
nell),  consisting  of  only  85  Members. 
If  the  official  Opposition  of  200  Mem- 
bers similarly  divided  itself  into  two 
bodies  of  100  Members  each,  they  would 
secure  six  Bills  with  1 00  votes  each  in 
favour  of  their  precedence.  Thus  there 
would  be  15  Bills  with  priority  over  any 
Bills  supported  by  the  whole  Irish  Party 
opposite.  The  Scotoh  Members  oppo- 
site would  fare  still  worse,  for  they  only 
numbered  45.  The  effect,  therefore,  of 
the  proposed  Rule  would  be  to  give  the 
Government  of  the  day  and  the  regular 
Opposition  the  absolute  control  of  all 
the  Wednesdays  of  the  Session,  and 
enable  them  to  decide  what  Bilk  should 
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be  taken  on  Wednesdays.  The  Bule 
would  prove  destmctive  to  the  rights  of 
minoritieB.  It  woald  prevent  new  ques- 
tions being  brought  forward,  for  the  as- 
sistance of  the  Whips  would  be  con- 
fined to  old  stock  measures  which  had 
secured  the  support  of  each  Party.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohairman  of  Oom- 
mittees  had  suggested  an  alteration  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen's  proposed  Eule  by  limiting 
each  Member  to  one  vote.  But  this 
would  not  remove  the  objections  to  the 
vote.  It  would  lead  to  practices  very 
similar  to  the  scandalous  proceedings  at 
a  charity  election,  where  the  supporters 
of  one  candidate  came  down  and  ob- 
tained votes  in  return  for  promises  of 
their  own  votes  at  subsequent  or  other 
elections.  It  would  lead  to  the  system 
of  purchase  and  exchange  of  votes,  and 
a  Member  when  asked  to  put  his  name 
down  in  support  of  a  Bill  would  ask  for 
the  promise  of  a  vote  in  return  for  some 
other  Bill  in  which  he  himself  was  in- 
terested. There  were  certain  political 
clubs,  the  election  to  which  was  conducted 
in  the  following  manner.  There  were,  say, 
36  members  of  the  committee,  and  a  can- 
didate to  succeed  must  obtain  24  votes. 
All  the  members  of  the  committee  could 
vote  whether  present  or  not,  and  those 
who  were  present  gave  their  proxies  to 
the  managers  of  the  party.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  frequently,  if  all  the 
members  present  were  to  vote  for  a  can- 
didate, he  would  not  get  in  unless  he 
received  the  support  of  the  managers  of 
the  Party.  Similarly,  if  this  Eule  were 
to  be  adopted,  a  private  Member's  Bill 
would  probably  not  get  the  requisite 
number  of  votes  to  secure  a  Wednes- 
day unless  it  obtained  the  support  of 
the  Government  Whip  or  of  the  Opposi- 
tion Whip,  and  independent  Members 
would  be  at  a  very  great  disadvantage. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen  had  raised  a  very  important 
point,  and  he  hoped  he  would  be  satis- 
fied with  the  platonic  support  that  his 
proposal  had  met  with  from  the  Ohair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  The  subject 
was  one  that  deserved  further  considera- 
tion, and  it  could  well  wait  till  next 
Session.  Neither  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  in  its  origi- 
nal form  nor  as  altered  by  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  could  be 
accepted  by  the  Government,  and  he 


hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Aberdeen  would  withdraw  it. 

Ma.  OHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  had  described  the 
arrangement  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce)  as  unnatural  and 
accidental ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ohilders)  should 
say  that  if  there  was  anything  unnatural 
and  accidental  in  the  matter  it  was  the 
present  system  of  the  ballot,  on  the 
chance  of  which  measures  of  the  utmost 
importance  now  depended.  The  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  an  attempt  to  see  whether  the 
present  waste  of  public  time  could  not 
in  some  way  be  avoided.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Ohurohill)  had  referred 
to  the  practice  of  foreign  Assemblies, 
more  especially  to  those  of  France  and 
Germany.  He  ^Mr.  Ohilders)  had  sat 
in  the  Assemblies  in  Paris  and  else- 
where abroad  for  days  together  watch- 
ing the  debates,  and  on  one  occasion  a 
very  distinguished  friend  had  asked 
him  how  it  was  that  the  custom 
existed  in  the  English  Parliament 
of  leaving  the  consideration  of  mat- 
ters of  the  greatest  importance  to 
chance.  The  question  was  a  difficult 
one  to  answer;  and  he  was  obliged  to 
reply  that  we  were  veiy  Oonservative 
in  our  forms  of  procedure,  and  that 
there  were  practical  difficulties  in  the 
way.  There  could,  he  thought,  be  no 
doubt  that  as  between  our  way  of 
legislation  and  that  of  foreign  countries 
the  practical  advantage  lay  entirely  with 
the  latter.  Therd  were,  no  doubt, 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  acceptance 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  pro- 
posal, and  he  should  himself  prefer  that 
Members  should  only  subscribe  to  one 
Bill  in  the  way  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohairman  of  Oommittees 
(Mr.  Oourtney),  because  he  thought 
that  would  be  fairer  to  minorities  in  the 
House.  That  this  question  should  re- 
main untouched,  and  that  several  Wed- 
nesdays should  be  practically  wasted, 
was  what  he  was  convinced  the  House 
would  not  long  tolerate.  Therefore, 
while  he  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  be  satisfied  with  the  dis- 
cussion that  had  been  raised,  he  trusted, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  the  Government 
would  give  their  attention  to  this  ques- 
tion during  the  course  of  the  Session. 
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Mb.  BBYOE  Bftid,  he  was  enoouraged 
by  the  difloassion  whioh  had  taken  place, 
and  that  not  only  on  account  of  the 
rapport  his  Amendment  had  received 
from  high  authorities  in  the  House,  but 
because  of  the  suggestions  made  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  were 
germane  to  the  question.  The  objec- 
tions to  his  proposals  seemed  to  be 
founded  almost  entirely  on  a  misconcep- 
tion of  its  nature  and  probable  opera- 
tion, and  he  thought  it  probable  that  if 
the  proposal  were  fully  considered  by 
the  House,  either  in  its  present  or  in  an 
altered  form,  it  would  be  hereafter  ac- 
cepted. He  did  not  wish  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing,  but 
he  j^ressed  on  the  Government  the  ne- 
cessity of  taking  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration, and,  if  possible,  of  making 
some  proposal  regarding  it  before  the 
close  of  the  present  Session. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

RewUted,  That  after  Whitsontide,  Pablio 
Bills  other  than  QoTomment  BiUs  be  arranged 
on  the  Order  Book  bo  as  to  giro  priority  to  the 
Bills  most  advanced,  and  uat  Lords  Amend- 
ments to  Public  Bills  appointed  to  be  con- 
sidered, be  placed  first,  to  be  followed  by  Third 
Readings,  Considerations  of  Report,  Bills  in 
Progress  in  Committee,  Bills  appointed  for 
Committee,  and  Second  Readings. 

XII. — Bills  rbl^tino  to  Religion 
Aim  Tbadb. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8TJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  Rule  he  now 
rose  to  move  was  in  a  certain  sense  a 
small  matter,  the  change,  howeyer,  being 
intended  to  simj^ify  the  proceediogs  of 
the  House.  The  existing  arrange- 
ment required  that  Bills  relating  to 
Religion  and  Trade  should  be  originated 
by  a  preliminary  Resolution  passed 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  The 
arrangement  had  been  found  to  be  in- 
convenient, and  he,  therefore,  now  pro- 
posed its  repeal. 

Rsiolffed,  That  the  Standing  Order  of  the  9th 
and  30th  of  April  1772  concerning  Bills  re- 
lating to  Beligion  and  Trade  be  repealed.  ~(ilfr. 
W,  H,  Smith,) 

Xlll. — Standing  Oomicittbbs. 
The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.   H.   Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),    in  rising  to  move  the 


succeeding  Rule,  said,  that  in  1882, 
when  they  were  considering  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  House,  it  was  decided  to 
set  up  Standing  Oommittees,  by  which 
Bills  mifi^ht  be  more  satisfactorily  exa- 
mined than  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.  The  Gbvemment  were 
of  opinion  that  the  consideration  of 
many  measures  might  be  effected  more 
completely  by  Standing  Committees  of 
from  40  to  60  Members  than  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House ;  and  while 
that  arrangement  would  not  preclude 
the  House  itself  from  considering  a  Bill 
in  Committee  if  it  should  so  order  after 
it  had  been  before  a  Standing  Commit- 
tee, yet  it  appeared  to  the  Gbvernment, 
and  to  those  who  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  Procedure  of  the  House,  that 
there  would  be  great  advantages  in 
many  cases  in  referriog  Bills  to  a 
Standing  Committee.  By  the  Standing 
Order  of  the  let  of  December,  1882,  the 
Standing  Committees  to  which  by  order 
of  the  House  in  each  case  Bills  were  to 
be  referred  were  to  consist  of  not  less 
than  60  nor  more  than  80  Members, 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  who  were  to  have  regard  to 
the  class  of  Bills  committed  to  such 
Committees,  to  the  composition  of  the 
House,  and  to  the  quaUGcation  of  the 
Members  selected,  and  were  to  have 
power  to  add  not  more  than  15  Members 
to  a  Standing  Committee,  in  respect  of 
any  Bill  referred  to  it,  to  serve  on  tiie 
Committee  during  the  consideration  of 
such  Bill.  He  wished  to  move,  if  it  met 
with  the  approval  of  the  House,  a  pro« 
viso  at  the  end  of  the  Rule,  that  Uie 
Standing  Committees  in  future  should 
consist  of  not  less  than  40  nor  more 
than  60  Members,  with  the  addition,  if 
the  Committee  of  Selection  deemed  it 
necessary,  of  not  more  than  15  Members, 
chosen  in  the  manner  and  eircumstances 
indicated  in  the  Resolution  of  Decem- 
ber 1,  1882.  He  proposed  that  reduc- 
tion in  the  number  of  Members  of 
Standing  Committees  because  it  was 
felt  that  a  comparatively  small  Com- 
mittee would  be  a  more  efficient  instru- 
ment for  the  careful  examination  of 
measures. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<  That  the  Reeolntions  of  the  Hoiue  of  the  lit 
December  1882  relating  to  the  Oonstatatton  and 
Proceedings  of  Standing  Committees  for  the 
Consideration  of  Bills  relating  to  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Le^  rtoceduie,  and 
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to  Trade,  Sbipping,  and  Hannfaotiires  be  re- 
▼ived. 

**  Provided  always,  That  the  Ck>mmittee6  shall 
consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  less  than 
Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of  addi- 
tion to  the  said  Committees  by  tne  Committee 
of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said  Besolu- 
tions/ '—(ifr.  IT.  H.  Smith,) 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
''  Shipping,"  to  insert  the  word  '^  Agri- 
culture."— ( Mr.  Heneage.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  Agriculture '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Qj-reat  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage). 
There  were  to  be  two  Oommittees,  one 
of  not  more  than  60,  and  the  other  of 
not  more  than  55  Members.  If  the  Bills 
relating  to  agriculture  were  referred  to 
the  Gommit^e  on  Trade  he  could  see 
no  practical  difficulty. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
he  trusted  that  under  any  circumstances 
it  would  be  understood  that  a  sufficient 
consideration  of  Agricultural  Bills  would 
be  secured  in  the  Oommittee  by  ade- 
quate representation  of  agricultural  in- 
terests. He  said  this  because,  if  agri- 
cultural interests  were  dealt  with  by  a 
Oommittee  composed  of  experts  in  trade 
and  shipping,  he  felt  that  thej  might 
come  off  second  best. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  the  working  of  the 
Besolution.  He  pointed  out  that  it  would 
be  in  order  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ghreat  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  to  move  that  Bills  relating  to 
agriculture  be  referred  to  the  Oommittee 
on  Trade,  Shipping,  and  Manufactures. 
With  regard  to  the  observation  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Down  (Oolonel  Waring),  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  pointed  out  that  the  Oom- 
mittee of  Selection  would  be  empowered 
to  add  Members  to  the  number  probably 
of  15  for  the  consideration  of  any  Agri- 
cultural Bill  which  it  might  be  con- 
sidered advisable  to  send  to  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

OoLoiTEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  was  not  quite  clear  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
apprehended  that  there  would  be  a 
Committee  on  Agriculture  as  well  as  a 
Oommittee  on  T^de,  and  that  was  a 
proposal  which  he  thought  should  receive 


the  support  of  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers, especially  of  those  who  represented 
counties.  The  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  (Jentiieman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  seemed  to  be  that  they  were  to 
have  a  ^d,/f^Tradeand  Shipping  Oom- 
mittee, composed  of,  say,  55  Members, 
with  power  to  add  to  them  15  Agricul- 
cultural  Members ;  that  was  to  say  that 
there  was  to  be  a  Oommittee  the  majority 
of  which  would  be  composed  of  Members 
who  had  rather  less  interest  in  agricul* 
ture  than  other  Members  of  the  House. 
That  proposal  seemed  to  him  unsatis- 
factory, and  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  think  over  the  matter 
and  see  if  he  could  not  establish  a  Oom- 
mittee for  Agricultural  matters  as  well 
as  for  Trade  and  Shipping. 

Mr.  BROOEFIELD  (Sussex,  Bye) 
said,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  had  just  spoken.  He  (Mr.  Brook- 
field)  could  imagine  the  case  of  an 
agricultural  question  being  referred  to  a 
Oommittee  on  Trade,  by  which  not  only 
would  due  consideration  of  that  question 
be  shelved,  but  as  to  which  there  might 
be  a  large  majority  distinctiy  hostile  to 
the  agricultural  interest.  He  certainly 
thought  that  the  time  had  come  when 
that  most  important  interest  should  have 
its  measures  considered  by  a  Grand 
Oommittee  established  for  that  purpose. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  very  much  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  limit  the  number  of 
Oommittee  Members.  The  idea  of  Grand 
Oommittees  was  that  they  were  to  be  a 
miniature  of  the  House,  who  would 
represent  every  portion,  section,  and 
interest,  and  that  the  examination  of 
Bills  by  those  Oommittees  should  not  be 
a  quiet  examination  around  a  table  by  a 
small  number  of  Members,  but  that  it 
should  be  a  real  examination  of  Bills 
with  the  object  of  setting  them  into  such 
form  as  would  render  them  acceptable  to 
the  House.  The  more  they  put  a  limit 
on  the  number  of  Members  of  the  Grand 
Oommittee  the  less  would  it  represent 
every  interest  and  section  in  the  House ; 
and  the  less  debate  on  and  examination 
of  a  Bill  they  obtained  in  the  Oommittee 
the  less  likely  were  they  to  have  the 
results   of  the  Oommittee  accepted  by 
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the  House.    This,  in  bis  opinion,  was  a 

grave  blofc  in  the  proposal  of  the 
ovemment.  He  admitted  that  the 
work  might  be  easier  for  the  Ohairman, 
and  thought  the  Committee  might  pos- 
sibly get  quiekly  through  the  work ;  but 
there  would  be  an  absence  of  that  which 
many  minds  brought  to  the  work — 
namely,  the  variety  of  information  which 
distinguished  this  House  in  its  debating 
power.  He  believed  the  more  the  old 
system  was  tried  the  more  it  would  com- 
mend itself,  and  it  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  only  one  which  offered  the  prospect 
of  possibly  overtaking  the  enormous 
amount  of  work  to  be  done.  Why,  then, 
should  the  Government  stop  at  this  pro- 
posal; why  should  they  not  take  the 
whole  House  into  their  confidence ;  and 
why,  instead  of  picking  out  a  Member 
here  and  there,  did  the  Government  not 
boldly  accept  the  principle  of  dividing 
the  whole  House  into  Grand  Committees 
to  do  the  work  which  had  to  be  got 
through  ? 

Bin  LYON  PLAYFAIB  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  recognized  the  difficulty  which 
the  Government  had  to  meet,  and  it 
consisted  in  this,  that  they  had  not  the 
time  of  Members  at  their  disposal.  He 
had  had  the  honour  to  be  Chairman  of  the 
Panel  of  Chairmen  selected  to  preside  over 
the  Grand  Committees ;  in  that  capacity 
he  had  watched  them  while  they  were  at 
work,  and  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  question.  If  the  Government 
had  told  the  House,  or  shown  that  there 
was  to  be  a  reform  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation that  Session,  it  would  have  been 
possible  to  form  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees in  a  much  better  way  than  at 
present ;  but  all  they  could  expect  that 
Session  was  that  there  should  be  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  Lords  and  Commons 
to  consider  how  Private  Bill  legislation 
could  best  be  dealt  with.  He  hoped 
the  Government  that  was  in  power  next 
Session  would  bring  forward  a  large 
instead  of  this  somewhat  tentative  mea- 
sure, which  would  get  rid  of  some  of  the 
difficulties  that  were  found  to  exist  when 
this  experiment  was  made  before.  As 
he  had  said,  the  system  worked  well, 
but  the  great  difficulty  was  to  get 
60  Members  representing  all  the  various 
interests  in  the  House  upon  the  Com- 
mittees, and  at  the  same  time  to  allow 
the  Committee  of  Selection  to  man  the 
various  Private  Bill  Committees.    His 
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opinion  was  that  the  question  would 
not  be  satisfactorily  settled  until  Private 
Bill  legislation  was  separated  from  the 
other  Business  of  the  House.  He 
thought  they  should  act  on  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread}^ 
that  was  to  make  the  Grand  Committee 
a  miniature  of  the  House  of  Commons 
as  far  as  possible.  The  debates  in  the 
Grand  Committees  had  been  good,  and 
so  representative  of  the  opinions  of  the 
House  itself  that  the  measures  sent 
down  received  its  assent  and  easily 
passed  into  law.  There  was  at  the  time 
he  referred  to  a  great  amount  of  feeling 
displayed  in  the  House,  and  on  one 
occasion  obstruction  appeared  in  Com- 
mittee, but  he  did  not  think  that  would 
be  the  case  at  the  present  time,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  devolution  of  the 
work  of  the  House  to  Grand  Committees 
would  greatly  tend  to  the  successful 
issue  of  the  measures  which  might  be 
submitted  to  them. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  which  considered  the 
Banlnruptcy  Bill  and  the  Patents  Bill. 
He  had  on  one  oecasion  moved  an 
Amendment  which  a  Member  of  the 
Government  told  him  had  his  entire 
approval;  but  to  his  great  surprise  when 
the  Vote  was  taken  that  Member  of  the 
Government  voted  against  him,  and  his 
explanation  was  that  it  was  understood 
that  on  Grand  Committees  the  Members 
of  the  Gk)vernment  must  vote  together. 
If  this  was  to  be  the  rule,  it  would  result 
in  the  Government  having  undue  weight 
in  questions  that  had  to  be  decided  in 
Grand  Committee,  unless  the  number  of 
Members  was  considerable. 

And  it  being  half-an-hour  after  Five 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Tu$9i0y 
next. 

MOTIONS. 


FisHnra  ur  ritebs  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhunt,  Bill  to  amend 
and  declare  tiie  law  relating  to  Fiahing  in 
Biven,  ordered  to  be  brought  m  by  Mr.  Broad- 
hunt,  Mr.  Arnold  Morley,  and  Mr.  Oolsridga. 

^illpreeinied,  and  read  tiie  first  time.  [BUI  ISt.] 
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KONCONFORMIST       MABBIAOES        (ATTEND- 
ANCE OF  BEOI8TBAB8)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  Bill  to  render 
unnecessary  the  attendance  of  Registrars  at 
Konconformist  Marriages,  ordered tohe  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Atkinson,  Captain  Colomb,  Sir  John 
Simon,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr. 
Gourley,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  William  Abraham 
(Glamorgan),  Mr.  Thomas,  Mr.  Kelly,  Mr. 
Ambrose,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  and  Mr.  Sinclair. 
BiUpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  153.] 

FAOTOBY     AND     W0BK8H0P8      AOT    (1878) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  George  Trevelvan,  Bill  to 
amend  *<The  Factory  and  Workdiops  Act, 
1878,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  George 
Trerelyan,  Mr.  Campboll-Bannerman,  Dr. 
Cameron,  and  Mr.  Baird. 
BiU. presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  154.] 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Town 
Holdings  do  consist  of  Twenty-five  MembcKrs : — 
The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of, 
— Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr. 
Amherst,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr. 
Baumann,  Mr.  Beadel,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Cony- 
beare.  Sir  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr. 
Elton,  Viscount  Folkestone,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr. 
Heath,  Sir  Henry  James,  Mr.  Knowlea,  Mr. 
Compton  Lawrance,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Madden, 
Mr.  Marriott,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Chan- 
ning.  Viscount  Wolmer,  and  Colonel  Nolan, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP     L0BD8, 
Thursday^  Ut  March^  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— PiW*  Beading-^ 
Pluralities  Acts  Amendment  Act,  1885, 
Amendment*  (26). 

Second  Meading-^Btdlway  and  Canal  Traffic 
(12). 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston.) 

(no.  12.)      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  STAIfLBY  of  PRESTON,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  road  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  substantially  the 
same  BiU  as  that  introduced  into  their 

YOL.  OOOXXn.    [thxbd  sbbies.] 


Lordships'  House  last  year,  and  which, 
after  a  certain  amount  of  discussion,  was 
amended  in  some  particulars  and  left 
their  Lordships'  House  even  a  better 
and  stronger  measure  than  when  intro- 
duced. Under  these  circumstances,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  upon 
the  present  occasion  to  recapitulate  the 
reasons  which  led  the  Government  to 
introduce  the  Bill,  nor  to  enter  at  length 
into  its  details.  It  had  been  his  inten- 
tion to  suggest  to  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Qovemment  that  the 
Bill  should  this  year  be  introduced  in 
the  other  House,  where  it  would  besub- 
mitted  to  the  searching  criticism  of  those 
who  more  directly  represented  the 
trading,  commercial,  and  agricultural 
community.  But  it  had  been  found  to 
be  more  convenient,  having  regard  to 
the  general  course  of  PubHo  Business, 
that  the  Bill  should  again  be  introduced 
in  this  House.  Probably  the  same 
reasons  that  induced  their  Lordships  to 
pass  the  Bill  last  year  would  actuate 
their  Lordships  in  the  present  Session, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  those  of  their 
Lordships  who  desired  to  see  alterations 
in  the  Bill  would  gain  much  by  again 
bringing  forward  their  views  and  again 
having  their  Amendments  negatived  as 
they  were  last  Session.  Last  vear,  how- 
ever, he  promised  to  give  a  full  and  free 
consideration  to  any  Amendment  inserted 
in  the  other  House,  where,  no  doubt, 
there  were  many  persons  better  ac- 
quainted with  this  subject  than  any  of 
tiieir  Lordships  could  pretend  to  be. 
Doubtless  many  suggestions  of  great 
value,  which  would  throw  light  upon 
the  future  working  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  would  be  made  in  the  other 
House  by  Members  engaged  in  trade,  or 
representing  constituences  interested  in 
the  matter,  and  these  would  be  fully  and 
carefully  considered.  He  was  not  blmd  to 
the  fact  that  in  the  trading,  commercial, 
and  agricultural  community,  there  was 
last  year  considerable  disappointment  at 
the  Bill  not  dealing  directly  with  the 
question  of  rates.  There  seemed  to  have 
been  a  general  though  unfounded  ex- 
pectation, that  there  was  to  be  by  this 
measure  a  lowering  of  rates  throughout 
the  country.  This  Bill,  however,  did 
not  do  that.  It  proposed  to  strengthen 
the  Court  of  the  Eailway  Commissioners, 
it  provided  certain  machinery  for  dealing 
with  appeals,  it  gave  a  locus  standi  before 
the    Ck)mmisssionerB  to  certain  publio 
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bodies  wluch  did  not  possess  it  at  pre- 
sent, and  it  provided  certain  machinery 
by  which,  under  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  question  of  rates  might  be 
dealt  with.     He  had  received  many  re- 
presentations from  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce, Chambers  of  Agriculture,  and  the 
like,  as  to  the  present  extreme  inequaUty 
of  rates,  and  these  certainly  were  to  be 
found.    But  he  hoped  that  those  cases  of 
inequality  of  rates  would  not  be  discussed 
upon  Ihe  floor  of  that  House.    Such 
oases  depended  upon  questions  of  fact 
which  could  not  be  investigated  in  that 
House,  but  which  would  rightly  come 
before  the  Railway  Commissioners,  the 
machinery  of  whose  Court  it  was  pro- 
posed by  this    Bill  to  improve.      He 
would  not  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  desired  to  impress  upon  the 
House    the    great    importance    to    all 
classes  of  the  community  of  this  question 
being  speedily  settled.     It  had  now  been 
agitated  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  and  this  was  the  eighth  Bill  on 
the    subject    which,    in  one   form   or 
another,  had  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment.   No  advantage  was  to  be  gained 
by  the  prolongation  of  the  controversy, 
and,   on  the   other  hand,   there  were 
good  reasons  for  desiring  its  close  as 
soon  as  possible.     In  trade  there  was 
undoubtedly  a  revival ;  but,  next  to  the 
feeling    of    general   confidence,    what 

J  x^^^  most  essential  for  re-estab- 

>n  a  sound  basis  was 
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opinion  that  the  Bill  as  it  left  their  Lord- 
8tips'  House  last  year  and  as  ^ow  mtro- 
duced  was  satisfactory ;  but  he  should 
be  ready  to  listen  to  all  suggestions  for 
Tts  imp^vement,  with  a  strong  desire 
to  secure  the  general  success  of  the 
mefware. 


Movod,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  'i'." 
—{Tke  Lord  Stanley  of  PruUm.) 

The  Eabl  of  JERSEY,  in  riring  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  :— 

"That  no  general  meaiuio  dealing   with 
railway  tiaffio  can  be  oonridered  ^^>>^U 
S^doe.  not  prevent  preferential  ratea  m 
favonr  of  foreign  imports ; 
said,  the  Amendment  was  not  hortSe  to 
?he  general  scope  of  the  Bill,  for  it  wa. 
Kenerally  acknowledged  that  some  rnw- 
Bure  of  this  kind  was. much  required; 
but  he  desired  to  caU  attention  to  the 
bearing  of  this  Bill  on  the  8ubi«:t  xA 
preferential  rates.    This  Bill  would  not 
only  not  prevent  preferential  rates,  but 
woid    authorise  them  in  some  caaes 
where  they  were  now.  in  the  opinion  of 
Stain    i^rsons.    Ulegal.      The   O^ 
and  BailwayTraffic  Act,  1854,  enaoted- 

«Tliat  no  raUway  company  «j^|S^^  " 
rive  an  undue  or  unrea^mabto  pw*«w"««  ,^ 
fdrantage  to  or  in  favour  of  any  P«*^ 
S^iTcom^any.  or  •^J^^^^TT^ 
Son  of  traffic,  in  any  reapect  whateoevor . 
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but  the  25th  dause  of  the  P"""' ^'^ 
was  a  double-minded  one,   and,  as  it 

liood,  would  work  iiBfd«»*«~"5S- 
It  prohibited,  first  of  all.  undue  prefer- 
en^.  and  then  proceeded  to  dlow.  under 
^^  conditions,  that  undue  pref «^ 
^ce.  He  desired  to  el  cit  distinctty^ 
opinion  of  their  Lordship,  as  to  w^er 
tfiey  were  in  favour  of  equal  treatment 
ileing  established  as  between  home  wd 
reien  produce.    For  some  time  the 

Atation   against  the  i'»i«»*'~  °*  °" 
,       .„._    of    tbays  being  used  as  a  means  of  dev^ 

'°««.t/;;^journec  foreign   trade    while  .«>^A^ 
«o  ,iii  /  ''*,  I  •'  ,ade  had  been  increaamg.    He 
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the    evil.    In  his  evidence 

^  the  Commission  on  the 

-« '  Trade,  Mr.  Eowlandson,  ft 

Jorth,  said  that  the  rate 
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they  shall  be  charged  at  a  higher  rate,  and 
those  are  foreign  and  they  shall  be  charged  at 
a  lower  rate  P"' 

He  replied— <<  That  is  bo."    Mr.  Bow- 
landson  also  showed  that  the  rate  from 
Newcastle  to  Leeds  was  for  home  cattle 
65«.,  and  for  foreign  cattle  41«. ;  from 
Newcastle  to  Wakefield,  for  home  cattle 
66«.,  and  for  foreign  cattle  4 1 «.    The 
rate  for  fresh  meat  from  Liverpool  to 
London,  about  200  miles,  was  25«.  per 
ton  for  foreign  meat  and  50«.  for  home 
meat.    The  rate  of  255.  was  also  appli- 
cable to  foreign  cattle  slaughtered  in  the 
ahaitcira  of  the  Mersey  Dock  and  Har- 
bour Board.    It  was  interesting  to  com- 
pare with  the  rates  between  Liverpool 
and  London  the  charge  of  dO«.  per  ton 
for  the  carriage  of  meat  between  London 
and  Oxford,  a  distance  of  only  63  miles. 
Taking  another  instance    out    of   the 
many   that  presented    themselves,   he 
found  that  the  rate  for  home  produce 
between  Tamworth  and  Derby,  26  miles, 
was    18«.    4d,     The   rate   for    wheat, 
barley,  and  oats  between  West  Hartle- 
pool and  Leeds,  72  miles,  was  IO9.  for 
home  produce  and  6«.  Sd.  for  foreign. 
From  Newcastle  to  Leeds  the  rate  for 
iron  castings  was  20a.  for  the  home  pro- 
duce and  I2s.  6d.  for  the  foreign.    This 
list  of  typical  anomalies  might  well  be 
closed  with  the  following: — The  rate 
of  carriage  between  Liverpool  and  Lon- 
don for  home-made  pianos  was  708. ;  the 
rate  for  foreign  pianos  was  only   25«. 
Could  it  be  a  matter  for  surprise  that 
people  interested   in    trade    felt   very 
strongly  upon  the  subject  of  rates  ?    It 
should  be  noted  that  these  charges  were 
exacted,   notwithstanding  the    Act    of 
1 854.     The  Companies  did  not  attempt 
to  deny  that  they  had  two  distinct  rates, 
a  low  for^gn  and  a  high  local  rate ;  but 
it  was  possible  that  the  representatives 
of  the  railways  would  raise  the  objec- 
tion that  Parliament  had  no  right  to  in- 
terfere. The  Oompanies,  however,  were 
constantly  applying  to  Parliament  for 
fresh  powers  and  sidvantages,  and  Par- 
liament was  bound  to  take  care  that  any 
privileges  which  it  might  grant  were 
not  used  to  the  detriment  of  the  State. 
The  Government  in  their  measure  put 
forward  the  plea  that  they  were  safe- 
gpuarding  the  interests  of  the  public.  But 
the  real  interests  of  the  public  would 
only  be  served   by  low  rates.     They 
wanted  equal  and  not  unequal  rates. 
The  measure  would  authorize  the  exac- 


tion of  preferential  rates,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  our  native  industries  and  in 
favour  of  the  foreigner.  He  feared  that 
the  Bill  would  be  a  source  of  much  liti- 
gation. And  with  reference  to  that 
point  he  might  say  that  it  would  be  a 
great  boon  if  more  powers  were  given  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  enforce  the  law 
when  it  was  violated.  Semi- lunatics 
would  get  their  heads  broken  in  Trafal- 
gar Square  in  order  to  gain  notoriety 
for  their  views  and  to  affirm  their  prin- 
ciples, but  a  prudent  man  would  hesi- 
tate before  entering  into  a  lawsuit  with 
a  wealthy  Bailway  Company.  Quite 
recently  a  Company  had  fought  a  case 
right  up  to  tneir  Lordships'  House, 
although  the  sum  involved  was  only 
£  18.  In  these  days  of  struggling  trade 
it  was  important  that  it  should  be  re- 
lieved of  every  unjust  burden.  Not  even 
foreign  goods  were  carried  at  a  loss, 
and  yet  he  found  that  sometimes  100  per 
cent  more  was  charged  upon  British 
goods  than  was  charged  to  carry  foreign. 
This  was  not  only  unjust  but  impolitic, 
for  the  home  producer's  margin  of  profit, 
small  enough  in  these  days,  mieht  be 
swallowed  up,  with  the  result  of  driving 
him  altogether  from  the  field.  It  often 
struck  him  as  strange  that  cheap  facili- 
ties for  the  conveyance  of  local  supplies 
were  not  granted.  In  many  towns  it 
was  impossible  to  buy  flowers  and  vege- 
tables at  reasonable  prices,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  cost  of  the  carriage 
from  the  neighbouring  places  where  they 
grew.  All  the  while,  however,  flowers 
and  vegetables  could  be  sent  here  from 
the  South  of  France.  The  existing  state 
of  things  amounted  to  a  system  of 
bounty,  which  placed  foreign  goods  in 
our  markets  under  the  most  favoured 
conditions,  and  kept  our  own  goods  out. 
He  would  read  an  extract  from  an 
article  which  had  appeared  in  The 
Economist  upon  this  subject — 

*'  At  present  the  GoverDment  are  engaged  in 
a  crusaae  against  bounties,  even  when  these  are 
paid  by  foreign  tax  payers  and  go  into  the 
pockets  of  British  consumers.  Important '  pub- 
lic interests'  here  are  served  by  the  sugar 
bounties.  By  means  of  these,  millions  of  pounds 
have  been  taken  out  of  the  i>ooket8  of  foreign 
tax  payers  and  virtu^y  put  into  the  pockets  of 
consumers  of  sugar  in  this  country.  Yet, 
because  they  hold  the  system  of  bounties  to  be 
economically  unsound,  our  Government  are 
using  all  their  influence  to  induce  foreign 
Governments  to  discontinue  it.  When  it  is  a 
question  of  foreigners  benefiting  us  by  means  of 
bounties.  Ministers  say  that  we  do  wrong  to 
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accept  the  gift ;  whereas,  when  it  is  a  question 
of  henefiting  foreigners  at  our  expenso,  they 
tell  us  that  in  the  *  interest  of  the  puhlio '  the 
sacrifice  should  he  permitted." 

The  other  day  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners) 
said — 

"  The  Railway  Rates  Bill  would  he  introduced 
hy  the  Govemment  in  the  sincerewt  hope  and 
expectation  that  it  would  have  a  most  practical 
effect  in  the  way  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
hounties  which  now  existed  upon  the  introduc- 
tion of  foreign  produce,  and  that  the  agricul- 
turists of  the  country  would  he  relieved,  at  any 
ate,  from  that  unjust  hurden." 

These  words  could  have  but  one  mean- 
ing, and  it  gave  him  great  pleasure  to 
read  them ;  but  how  could  they  be  made 
to  square  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
before  their  Lordships?  If  this  mea- 
sure returned  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  he  ventured  to  anticipate 
that  the  25th  clause  would  be  changed. 
To  apply  a  simile  which  had  been  used 
by  a  noble  Lord  opposite,  he  would  say 
that  the  Railway  Company  had  put  a 
twitch  on  the  nose  of  British  trade,  and 
it  was  high  time  that  Parliament  should 
take  it  off.  Parliament  never  intended 
that  preferential  rates  should  be  charged 
in  the  way  they  had  been,  notwithstand- 
ing the  Act  of  1854.  He  asked  their 
Lordships  to  decide  a  very  simple  issue, 
which  was  whether  they  were  in  favour 
of  the  equal  treatment  of  home  and 
foreign  produce.  Both  the  associated 
Ohambers  of  Commerce  and  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  throughout 
the  country  had  passed  resolutions 
against  preferential  rates,  as  had  also 
the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Lancashire 
and  Cheshire.  There  was  hardly  any 
body  of  persons  interested  in  trade  and 
industry  who  had  not  moved  against 
these  rates.  He  asked  their  Lordships 
to  declare  that  this  system  of  unequal 
treatment  should  no  longer  be  continued, 
and  to  say  that  they  would  not  support 
any  measure  which  authorized  bounties 
upon  foreign  produce  and  placed  a 
burden  upon  trade  and  agriculture. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  movcdf 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  ("  that  ")  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  ("  no  general  measure 
dealing  with  railway  traffic  cau  he  considered 
satisfactory  which  does  not  prohihit  preferential 
rates  in  favour  of  foreign  impoits.")— ( Th€  Earl 
ofJettty*) 

The  JSarl  of  Jcreey 


Lord  BBAMW£LL  said,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  agree  to  this 
abstract  Resolution.  It  was  very  likely 
that  a  Bill  would  not  be  considered  satis- 
factory which  did  not  deprive  Railway 
Companies  of  the  right  they  now 
possessed  to  make  the  charges  that  were 
objected  to,  and  other  rights  as  well; 
but  he  would  warn  their  Lordships  that 
if  they  interfered  with  one  kind  of  pro- 
perty they  would  find  they  were  making 
a  precedent  which  would  be  used  as  an 
argument  why  they  should  interfere  with 
others.  It  would  be  rather  difficult  to 
give  a  good  reason  why  a  man  should 
not  be  deprived  of  his  acres  that  would 
not  apply  to  these  railway  rates.  But 
he  would  not  argue  the  matter  in  the 
interest  of  the  Railway  Companies, 
but  in  that  of  the  consumer.  If 
Railway  Companies  brought  foreign 
cattle  cheaper  than  home  cattle  from 
Newcastle  to  London,  it  was  not  because 
of  the  love  that  the  Railway  Companies 
had  for  the  foreigner  or  because  they 
disliked  the  Northumberland  or  Durham 
graziers,  but  it  was  because  they  had  the 
right  to  make  the  heavier  charge  on  the 
home  cattle,  and  they  could  get  it,  but 
they  could  not  get  that  heavier  charge 
upon  the  foreign  cattle.  If  they  at- 
tempted to  make  that  heavier  charge 
on  foreign  cattle  the  trade  would  be 
diverted,  and  the  cattle  would  be  taken 
by  water  direct  to  London,  at  gpreater 
risk  of  injury  and  at  greater  expense. 
The  lower  rate  paid  the  railways,  because 
they  had  the  lines,  the  engines,  and  the 
staff,  and,  having  these,  they  could  make 
a  small  profit  out  of  the  small  charges 
they  could  make  in  competition  with  the 
steamboats.  But  it  did  not  follow  they 
could  conduct  all  the  traffic  at  the  same 
rates.  If  he  hired  a  cab  to  take  him  to 
Richmond  for  £1.  and  the  driver  then 
let  a  man  ride  on  the  box  for  !«.,  it 
would  be  ridiculous  for  him  to  say  to  the 
driver — '*Tou  can  carry  that  man  for 
\s. ;  why  do  you  charge  me  £1  ?  " 

Thb  EikRL  OF  JERSEY  said,  the  con- 
ditions of  the  two  riders  would  be  dif- 
ferent, as  one  would  be  inside  and  the 
other  outside. 

Lord  BR  AM  WELL:  Yes;  and  some 
would  think  the  outside  place  the  better. 
But  if  the  Railway  Companies  gave  up 
the  profitable  business  they  would  have 
to  give  up  altogether.  Th»  Hconamut 
asserted  that  these  differential  rates  put 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  foreign 
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producer ;  but  they  did  nothing  of  the 
sort.  If  they  taxed  a  foreign  product 
it  was  the  country  into  which  it  was  im- 
ported that  paid  the  tax,  and  not  the 
country  from  wl^ich  it  came.  The  im- 
porter bought  an  article  at  its  market 
price  in  a  foreign  country  and  bore  the 
expenses  of  importation,  and  it  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  a  light  railway 
charge  put  money  into  the  pocket 
of  the  foreign  producer.  Both  the 
reasons  given  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  were  thoroughly  bad  ones. 
As  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
against  foreign  bounties,  which  practi- 
caJly  gave  £2,000,000  to  the  consumers 
of  sugar,  he  was  not  sure  that  that 
action  was  due  to  dislike  of  bounties. 
There  might  be  other  considerations, 
such  as  the  interests  of  our  Colonies  as 
sugar  producers  and  those  of  the  manu- 
facturers and  refiners  in  this  country. 
The  bounties  on  sugar  were  a  good 
thing  for  us  as  consumers,  but  un- 
wise for  the  people  who  paid  the 
bounty.  What  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
by  the  Amendment  would  positively  be 
Protection,  for  it  would  be  Protection  to 
say  that  foreign  cattle  should  be  sent  by 
an  expensive  rate  as  compared  with  a 
cheaper  rate.  It  was  as  sheer  a  case  of 
Protection  as  could  be.  If  the  present 
state  of  things  could  be  described  as 
being  an  objectionable  system  of  boun- 
ties, which  it  was  not,  then  the  Motion 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  proposed  was 
open  to  the  reproach  that  it  would  give 
Protection  to  the  home*  grazier.  It  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  consumer  that  he 
should  get  the  articles  he  required  at  as 
low  a  rate  as  possible,  and  if  it  was  de- 
clared that  cattle  should  not  come  by 
railway  from  the  port  at  a  low  rate  the 
consequence  would  be,  not  that  other 
rates  on  the  line  would  be  lowered — if 
that  were  done  a  gross  injustice  would 
be  inflicted — ^but  that  the  cattle  would 
be  carried  to  London  by  other  means, 
and  thus  the  price  would  be  raised  and 
the  cattle  injured.  He  hoped  that  in  the 
interests  of  the  consumers  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  agree  to  the  noble 
Earl's  Motion. 

The  Eael  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  made  use  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary argument.  He  said  that  these 
preferential  rates,  or,  in  other  words, 
practically  giving  a  bounty  to  the  fo- 
reigner, did  not  bring   any    practical 


advantage  to  the  foreigner.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  further  said 
that  it  was  admitted  by  all*  poli- 
tical economists  that  in  a  case  where 
import  duties  were  levied,  the  importing 
nation  paid  the  tax.  In  his  opinion 
this  was  not  the  case.  In  the  United 
States  the  import  duties,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, perhaps  to  the  greatest  extent, 
were  paid  by  the  exporter.  If  they 
asked  an  American,  whether  statesman 
or  working  man,  how  it  was  that  there 
was  a  large  surplus  accumulated  in  the 
American  Treasury,  he  would  say — "Be- 
cause the  people  of  England  are  kind 
enough  to  pay  us  a  large  tax  in  order 
to  get  into  our  markets."  That,  how- 
ever, was  an  academical  matter,  and  did 
not  bear  on  the  case  before  their  Lord- 
ships. What  he  wanted  to  point  out, 
with  all  deference  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  was  that  it  was  almost 
absurd  to  argue  that  the  giving  of  a 
large  preference  to  the  foreign  producer 
was  of  no  benefit  to  him.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  imagined  himself 
going  down  to  dine  at  the  ''Star  and 
Garter,"  Hichmond  —  a  very  pleasant 
occupation  —  and  suggested  that  he 
having  himself  paid  £1  for  the  vehicle, 
it  would  be  hard  not  to  allow  the  coach- 
man, if  he  chose,  to  take  up  somebody 
on  the  box  for  Is.  That  had  nothing  at 
all  to  do  with  the  case  in  point ;  but  he 
would  give  a  better  metaphor.  If  he 
himself  were  anxious  to  go  to  Hich- 
mond, and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
was  also  anxious  to  go,  it  would  be 
rather  hard  upon  him  if  he  were  charged 
30«.  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
only  £1.  He  should  consider  that  some- 
what unjust;  moreover,  owing  to  agri- 
cultural depression  and  other  reasons, 
it  was  exceedingly  probable  that  the 
extra*  charge  would  prevent  him  from 
going  at  all.  That  was  what  had  been 
done.  The  foreign  producer  had  been 
able  to  send  goods  to  our  markets  in 
consequence  of  the  preferential  rates  in 
his  favour,  while  the  home  producer,  in 
consequence  of  high  rates,  had  not  been 
able  to  reach  the  markets.  The  noble 
Earl  had  made  out  a  strong  case.  Even 
if  the  consumer  benefited  by  these 
foreign  goods  coming  into  the  markets, 
he  could  not  think  that  the  people  would 
hold  that  it  was  advantageous  to  the 
whole  community  that  such  a  state  of 
things  should  exist.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  did  not  believe  that  equalizing 
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the  charges  would  increase  the  general 
price  of  articles,  and  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  Eesolution  of  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  agreed  to  by  their  Lordships. 

Eabl  FOETESCUE  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  preferential  rates  were  both 
unjust  and  impolitic.  The  natural  means 
of  transport  from  a  foreign  country  was 
by  ship  to  the  nearest  port;  but  the 
Bail  way  Companies  had  diverted  a  great 
deal  of  the  traffic  by  underbidding  the 
shipowners,  and  the  amount  of  that  un- 
derbidding was  a  distinct  bounty  given, 
at  the  expense  of  the  home  producer,  to 
the  owner  of  the  foreign  goods,  which 
had  been  placed  in  our  markets  at  a 
thus  artificially  lowered  price.  As  an 
old  Free-Trader  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
matter  of  bounties ;  they  seemed  to  him 
to  be  unsound ;  but  if  bounties  were  to 
be  given  at  all,  it  would  be  more  rea- 
sonable to  give  them,  as  they  were  given 
by  many  of  our  own  colonies  as  well  as 
foreign  nations,  in  favour  of  their  own 
fellow-citizens  against  foreigners,  than, 
as  we  gave  them,  to  foreigners  against 
our  own  countrymen. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
ORETAEY  OF  STATE  for  POEEIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  SAusBuaT) : 
My  Lords,  I  shall  not  venture  to  inter- 
pose in  this  pitched  battle  between 
jS*ree  Traders  and  Protectionists.  Pre- 
vious declarations  that  I  have  made  on 
this  subject  have  not  been  received  by 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville) 
in  a  spirit  that  is  calculated  to  encourage 
further  declarations.  I  do  not  rise  to 
pronounce  any  sentiments  or  doctrines 
upon  Free  Trade  or  Protection,  lest  the 
noble  Earl  should  tie  a  tin  kettle  to  me 
and  send  me  forth  with  the  cry  **  Pro- 
tectionist ! ''  I  want,  however,  to  sug- 
gest the  question  whether  or  not  we  have 
selected  precisely  the  most  convenient 
time  and  season  for  this  very  important 
controversy.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill,  and  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Jersey)  selects  one 
single  clause  in  that  Bill  and  lays  down 
an  abstract  proposition  with  respect  to 
it.  That  abstract  proposition  states  that, 
practically,  preferential  rates  ought  to 
be  forbidden  by  the  Bill.  Now,  we  do 
believe  that  we  are  forbidding  preferen- 
tial rates  by  this  Bill.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  we  forbid  all  preferential  rates, 
because  there  is  a  certain  kind  of  pre- 
ferential rate  that  must  be  admitted — 
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such  a  rate,  for  example,  as  is  given  in 
favour  of  a  man  who  imports  a  great 
deal  as  against  the  man  who  imports 
very  little ;  a  preference  generally  ad- 
mitted in  all  trades.  But  we  do  forbid 
by  this  Bill  undue  preference,  and  we  do 
our  best  to  forbid  it  completely ;  and  we 
have  no  doubt  that,  whether  we  forbid 
it  completely  or  not,  at  all  events  when 
this  Bill  is  passed  the  home  producer 
will  be  in  a  very  considerably  better 
position  than  he  is  now.  My  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Jersey)  says  that 
our  Bill  does  not  achieve  our  object, 
that  it  does  not  forbid  undue  prefer- 
ences, and  he  criticizes  our  wording  very 
severely.  He  is  very  angry  that  in  re- 
ferring the  matter  to  a  tribunal  they  are 
directed  to  consider  the  facts  of  the  case. 
He  seems  to  think  that  the  facts  of  the 
case  are  precisely  the  things  that  ought 
not  to  be  considered  by  the  tribunal 
which  is  to  be  the  judge  of  the  case. 
But  criticisms  of  that  kind  are  very  much 
out  of  place  in  a  discussion  on  the  second 
reading.  When  we  get  into  Committee, 
if  our  draughtsman  has  been  unskilful 
and  our  thoughts  have  been  confused, 
it  will  be  open  to  my  noble  Friend  to 
move  words  that  will  effect  his  object, 
and  the  House  will  then  be  called  upon 
to  decide  between  the  two.  We  believe 
that  undue  preferences  are  completely 
excluded  by  this  Bill.  What  would  my 
noble  Friend  do  supposing  that  he 
carried  his  Eesolution  ?  He  would  kill 
the  Bill  and  we  should  have  no  further 
railway  legislation  this  Session,  and  the 
result  of  his  valiant  endeavour  on  behalf 
of  the  British  farmer  would  be  that  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  which  we  have 
brought  in  to  promote  the  interests  of 
the  British  trader  will  be  rendered  abso- 
lutely impossible,  and  we  shall  have  to 
go  on  for  another  12  months  under  the 
present  unjust  system.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  the  House  wUl  adopt  a  pro- 
ceeding so  much  at  variance  with  their 
usual  course  of  conduct,  or  that  they  will 
take  the  occasion  of  the  second  reading 
in  order  to  lay  down  an  abstraet  pro- 
position with  a  view  to  effect  an  object 
which  we  believe  is  effected  already  by 
this  Bill.  By  so  doing  the  House  would 
undoubtedly  effect  this  further  object, 
the  prevention  of  legislation  and  the 
postponement  of  the  removal  of  griev- 
ances altogether  for  another  year. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  noble  Marquess  was 
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somewhat  sensitive  on  the  subject  of  his 
priDciples  with  regard  to  Free  Trade 
and  Protection.  But  the  declarations 
made  the  other  night  were  more  agree- 
able to  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Dunraven)  than  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell).  The 
noble  Marc^uess,  however,  was,  he 
thought,  quite  right  in  what  he  had 
just  said  with  respect  to  the  inconveni- 
ence of  this  time  for  dealing  with  the 
question  raised  by  the  present  Resolu- 
tion. It  appeared  to  him  quite  pre- 
mature at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  before 
the  House  had  got  into  Committee,  to 
attempt  the  consideration  of  a  clause 
that  would  have  the  effect  desired  by 
the  noble  Earl  opposite. 

Thb  Easl  of  JEBSEY  said,  that  the 
reason  why  he  brought  forward  the  Be- 
Bolution  was  that  he  wished  to  affirm  its 
principle.  If  the  noble  Marquess  would 
say  that  when  the  Bill  got  into  Commit- 
tee they  would  so  word  the  clause  bear- 
ing on  that  point  as  to  secure  that 
foreign  preferential  rates  would  be  pro- 
hibited, there  would  be  no  occasion  for 
him  to  press  his  Resolution.  But  t]^e 
question  at  issue  was  a  question  of 
principle.  Were  they  going  to  affirm 
the  principle  that  foreign  preferential 
rates  should  henceforth  be  sanctioned 
by  Parliament,  or  that  they  thought 
that  foreign  goods  should  be  treated  in 
the  same  manner  and  under  the  same 
conditions  by  the  railway  companies  as 
iEnglish  produce  ? 

Eabl  stanhope  trusted  that  his 
noble  Friend  would  press  his  Motion  to 
a  Division.  Though,  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, he  did  not  think  that  the  Motion 
would  be  carried,  still  it  was  of  great 
importance  to  make  a  protest  as  to  the 
preference  given  to  foreign  produce  in 
the  25th  clause  of  the  Bill.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  that  the  clause  could 
be  amended  in  Committee,  but  such  a 
course  was  attempted  last  Session,  and 
proved  an  utter  failure.  As  a  protest 
m  favour  of  an  equal  rate  for  foreign 
and  home  produce,  he,  for  one,  intended 
to  follow  his  noble  Friend  into  the 
Lobby. 

LoKD  QRIMTHORPE  said,  that  for 
many  years  past  undue  preference  on 
the  part  of  tne  railways  had  been  pro- 
hibited. No  one  could  determine  djprtori 
^whether  it  was  an  undue,  that  was  to 


say  ^  an  unjust,  preference  to  carry 
foreign  cattle  under  certain  circum- 
stances cheaper  than  English  cattle.  If 
the  Company  in  a  given  case  did  not 
establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court 
that  they  were  acting  justly,  the  onu9 
prohandi  resting  upon  them,  the  deci- 
sion would  go  against  them.  But  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Jersey)  wanted 
something  more  than  that.  He  wanted 
to  provide  that  under  no  circumstances 
whatever  should  it  be  allowed  that 
foreign  goods  should  be  carried  cheaper 
than  English  goods.  If  that  was  not 
Protection  he  did  not  know  what  was. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  everybody  was  a 
Protectionist  for  what  he  had  to  sell  and 
a  Free  Trader  for  what  he  wanted  to 
buy. 

Thb  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  what  was  objected  to  was  not  low 
rates  but  unequal  rates.  However,  he 
appealed  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess  and  from  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  not  to  take 
a  Division  on  that  occasion,  as  that  was 
not  a  convenient  opportunity  of  raising 
the  question.  At  the  present  stage 
they  ought  not  to  risk  the  loss  of  the 
Bill. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  thought 
the  argument  as  to  the  loss  of  the  Bill 
if  the  Resolution  were  passed  did  not 
possess  so  much  weight  as  seemed  to  be 
supposed.  They  were  now  at  a  period 
of  the  Session  when  there  need  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  getting  an  amended 
Bill  introduced.  No  one  would  per- 
suade him  that  it  was  in  the  interests  of 
the  consumers  of  this  country  that  the 
agricultural  produce  and  cattle  trade 
should  be  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage 
by  the  present  charges  made  by  the 
Railway  Companies.  The  interests  of 
the  consumers  required  that  such  un- 
just treatment  should  not  be  inflicted  on 
the  ag^ricultural  interest  of  this  country. 
He  hoped  a  Division  would  be  taken. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Motion?" 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents 
72 ;  Not-Oontents  45  :  Majority  27. 
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LoBD  HENNIKEB  said,  th&t,  with 
their  Lordships'  permission,  he  should 
be  glad  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  ques- 
tion, as  he  took  a  great  interest  in  it. 
He  was,  besides,  the  Ohairman  of  an  im- 
portant representative  Committee  which 
was  formed  some  time  ago  to  deal  with 
this  subject.  The  question  was  tho- 
roughly threshed  out  in  that  House  last 
year,  and  he  had  had  several  oppor- 
tunities of  addressing  their  Lordships 
upon  it.  There  was,  however,  one  point 
which  he  thought  it  most  important  to 
bring  before  the  House.  It  was  a  part 
of  the  question  which  traders  and  agri- 
culturists felt  to  be  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible importance.  He  spoke  of  terminal 
charges.  What  traders  wanted  was  that 
the  practice  of  Parliament,  the  decisions 
of  Courts  of  Law,  and,  in  fact,  the  sys- 
tem on  which  terminals  had  always  been 
hitherto  charged,  with  very  few  excep- 
tions, should  be  that  of  the  future.  He 
meant  that  maximum  rates  should  in- 
clude terminals,  not  extra  work  done, 
but  terminals  properly  so  called.  Un- 
fortunately the  Bill  of  last  year  and  the 
measure  before  the  House  were  based 
on  a  decision  of  a  Divisional  Court  of 
Law.  He  should  be  glad  if  he  might  be 
allowed  to  repeat  to  the  House  what 
that  decision  was,  and  to  tell  their  Lord- 
ships what  had  passed  since  last  Session. 
A  decision  was  given  by  the  Bailway 
Commissioners  in  a  well-known  case — 
<'  Hall  against  the  London  and  Brighton 
Bailway'' — in  accordance  with  all  pre- 
vious decisions.  The  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners  was  appealed  against, 
and  reversed  by  the  Divisional  Court. 
Of  course,  traders  were  not  contented 
that  the  practice  of  former  years  should 
bo  entirely  reversed  without  an  appeal 
to  a  higher  tribunal.  They  were  anxious 
to  carry  the  case  further.  However, 
when  they  tried  to  do  so,  it  could  not  be 
done;  and  for  the  following  reasons: — 
The  Judicature  Act  was  passed  in 
August,  1873,  and  was  to  come  into 
force  at  once.  The  Bailway  Bill  creating 
the  Commissioners'  Court  was  passed  in 
Jul^,  1873,  but  was  not  to  come  into 
force  till  the  September  of  that  year. 
The  45th  clause  of  the  Judicature  Act 
gave  an  appeal  to  the  higher  Courts 
from  any  inferior  Court  then  in  existence. 
The  Judicature  Act  was  afterwards 
not  brought  into  force  at  once,  but  its 
operation  was  postponed  until  Novem- 
ber, 1875.  This  Act  was  passed  at  first  to 
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come  into  force  before  the  Railway  Act. 
It  was,  therefore,  held  that  the  Com- 
missioners' Court  was  not  a  Court  in 
existence.  So  there  was  an  inferior 
Court  set  up  and  in  full  work  long 
before  the  Judicature  Act  came  into 
force,  and  yet  it  was  decided  that  no 
appeal  would  lie  from  its  decisions  to  a 
higher  tribunal.  In  fact,  it  was  the 
only  inferior  Court  from  which  an 
appeal  to  the  higher  tribunals  would 
not  lie.  All  the  decisions  of  years,  all 
the  practice  of  Parliament,  were,  there- 
fore, upset  by  a  Divisional  Court.  He 
must  say  that  he  thought  this  state  of 
things  most  unsatisfactory.  Of  course 
it  was  claimed  that  this  was  a  decision 
on  the  merits.  He  ventured  to  think, 
however,  that  it  was  nothing  of  the 
sort,  but  that  it  was  a  decision  on  a 
purely  technical  point.  Surely  it  was 
most  unsatisfactory  that  a  most  import- 
ant clause  in  the  Bill  should  be  based 
as  it  was  on  this  decision.  But  to  carry 
the  matter  further,  the  traders  deter- 
mined to  make  another  effort  to  test  the 
point  in  a  higher  tribunal.  The  only 
way  this  could  be  done  was  to  take  a 
case  to  the  County  Court  from  which  an 
appeal  lay.  Two  cases  were  taken  into 
Court  with  a  view  to  break  down  the  for- 
mer decision,  and  the  Eailway  Company 
in  both  oases  paid  the  claim.  Of  course  the 
Oompanies  might  say,  ''  These  are  small 
cases ;  they  are  not  worth  fighting ;  we 
are  content  with  the  decision  in  our 
favour ; "  but  he  thought  he  was  quite 
justified  in  putting  another  construction 
upon  their  action.  He  sent  a  letter  to 
the  newspapers  challenging  the  Railway 
Oompanies  on  this  point  at  the  instance 
of  the  Committee  over  which  he  pre- 
sided; but  they  treated  the  challenge 
on  the  part  of  the  traders  much  in  the 
same  way  as  they  did  the  test  cases 
before  the  County  Court.  They  never 
took  it  up  or  replied  to  it  in  any  way. 
They  probably  had  no  answer  to  give. 
He  maintained,  therefore,  that  the 
success  of  the  traders  in  these  actions 
in  the  County  Court  was  just  as  import- 
ant as  the  decision  of  the  Divisional 
Court ;  in  fact,  more  important,  as  the 
Baiiway  Companies  gave  way  on  the 
merits.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  the 
cases  were  small ;  the  principle  involved 
was  the  same,  and  he  thought  he  might 
fairly  say  that  the  action  of  the  com- 
panies showed  that  they  feared  to  go  to 
a  higher  tribunal,  not  because  of  ex- 


pense, for  every  one  knew  that  the  ex- 
pense of  legal  proceedings  was  much 
less  to  a  Railway  Company  than  to  a 
private  suitor,  or  even  to  any  body  of 
traders.  They  had  their  own  counsel, 
solicitors,  and  so  on,  regularly  employed. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  he  might 
fairJy  appeal  to  the  House  and  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
to  reconsider  the  decision  of  last  year — 
namely,  that  this  clause  should  not  be 
based  on  the  decision  of  last  year.  If 
the  decision  of  last  year  was  not  a  fair 
and  just  basis  to  go  upon,  surely  what 
had  happened  since  greatly  strengthened 
his  contention.  He  was  sure  no  clause 
framed  as  this  clause  was  could  be 
satisfactory  to  the  traders,  and  he  would 
point  out  that  this  part  of  the  question 
was  considered  to  be  second  to  no  other 
part  of  it  in  importance  by  the  large 
traders  of  the  country.  There  were 
other  parts  of  the  Bill  which  he  would 
gladly  see  altered,  but  they  had  been 
discussed  before  and  would  no  doubt  be 
fully  discussed  in  '^  another  place."  He 
warmly  sympathized  with  the  Motion 
made  by  his  noble  Friend.  Another 
point  of  great  importance  to  his  mind 
was  that  the  Court  set  up  should  not  be 
so  expensive  as  to  prohibit  traders  from 
appealing  freely  to  it.  He  could  not 
help  thinking,  however,  that  it  would 
not  be  as  accessible  as  he  would  like  to 
see  it.  However,  his  object  in  rising 
was  to  call  attention  to  the  question  of 
terminals,  and  he  earnestly  hoped  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  consider  what 
the  traders  put  forward,  and,  if  not, 
then  that  the  House  would  entertain  an 
Amendment  which  he  should  venture  to 
bring  forward  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House  in  Committee. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday 
the  9^^  instant, 

VIVISECTION. 

MOTION  FOB  PAFERS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  moving  for 
Correspondence  between  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment and  the  Anti- Vivisection  Society  in 
reference  to  two  recent  cases  in  which 
the  law  relating  to  vivisection  appeared 
to  have  been  contravened,  said,  there 
were  certain  conditions  annexed  to  the 
granting  of  certificates  under  the  Vivi- 
section Act  to  the  efiPect  that  the  experi- 
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ments  should  not  be  performed  in  pub- 
lic. In  consequence  of  that  and  other 
circumstanoea  it  was  extremely  difficult 
to  obtain  convictions  under  the  Act. 
The  administration  of  the  Act  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Home  Office.  One 
or  two  oases  had  recently  occurred  which 
appeared  to  him  and  to  those  for  whom 
he  spoke  to  call  for  prosecution.  In 
both  those  cases  the  Home  Office  had 
refused  to  prosecute  on  one  ground  or 
another,  and  it  was  for  the  Oorrespond- 
ence  which  took  place  in  reference  to 
those  two  oases  that  he  now  moved.  He 
thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
that  it  was  right  and  proper  that  some 
example  should  be  made  of  those  who 
openly  contravened  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  unless  the  Home  Secretary 
would  interfere  and  order  a  prosecution, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  say  how  the  law 
was  to  be  enforced. 

Movtd^  *'  That  mi  bamble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  oorrespondenoe  between  Her 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partmcnt  and  the  Anti-Viviseotion  Society  in 
reference  to  two  recent  cases  in  which  the  law 
relating  to  Tiviseoiion  appears  to  have  been  con- 
trareoed."— (2%0  VUemLnt  Sidmouth.) 

Eaal  DE  la  WARB  said,  he  was 
deeply  interested  in  this  matter,  and 
hoped  the  law  would  be  enforced. 

Thb  FBIME  MINISTER  Aim  SE- 
ORETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Sausbubt) 
said,  that  in  the  absence  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Brownlow)  he  would  an- 
swer the  question  on  his  behalf.  But 
he  should  only  answer  by  asking  a 
question — To  what  oases  did  the  noble 
Viscount  refer?  The  names  were  not 
given,  and  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Home  Office  to  say  whether  the  Corres- 
pondence asked  for  could  be  produced 
until  it  was  known  to  what  cases  the 
noble  Viscount  referred. 

VisooTOT  SIDMOUTH  mentioned 
the  names  of  the  two  cases,  which  were 
inaudible. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
if  the  noble  Lord  repeated  his  question 
it  would  be  answered. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth" 
drawn. 

ART1ZAN8'  AND  LABOUBEBS* 
DWELLINGS. 

HOTION  FOB  PAPBRS. 

Thb  SBOBBTABY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Oboss),  in  moving 
£or  a — 

Viscount  Sidmouih 


'*  Return  from  the  Commissioners  of  Seven 
from  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  from 
such  Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  as  ha^e  re- 
ceived official  representations  under  the  Artisans* 
and  Labourers'  Dwellings  ImproTcment  Acts, 
1875-85,  of  the  number  of  official  representations 
made  to  them  ;  of  the  numbers,  sise,  and  localities 
of  the  areas  regarding  which  resolutions  under 
section  three  have  been  passed  or  for  which  im- 
proTement  schemes  have  been  made ;  of  the 
stage  which  each  improTement  scheme  has 
reached  ;  and  of  any  moneys  borrowed  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Acts ;  showing  the  estimated 
and  actual  cost  of  each  scheme  ;  also  giving  the 
date  of  each  official  representation,  and  of  each 
improTcment  scheme :  copy  of  any  offloial  corre- 
spondence which  has  taken  place  between  the 
confirming  authority  and  any  local  authority 
since  the  date  of  the  last  Return  in  cases  where 
resolutions  hare  been  passed  but  no  improTcment 
scheme  has  been  proceeded  with ;  similar  Re- 
turns from  Ireland  and  Scotland ;  and  also  show- 
ing the  number  of  persons  that  may  be  housed  on 
ground  cleared  since  the  passing  of  the  Acts," 

said,  it  was  satisfactory  to  know  that  22 
schemes  had  already  been  passed  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  under  which  25,850 
persons  were  housed,  and  there  were 
other  schemes  under  consideration  which 
would  house  6,800  more.  If  to  these 
were  added  the  schemes  passed  by  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  a 
total  of  33,600  persons  was  reached  as 
the  number  now  enjoying  the  benefits 
of  these  Acts.  Many  plots  of  ground 
had  been  taken  by  the  Peabody  trustees 
and  built  upon.  He  saw  the  Ohairman 
of  the  trustees  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  pre- 
sent. It  would  be  interesting  if  the 
noble  Earl  would  inform  the  House  how 
much  money  had  been  expended  in 
building  under  the  trust,  how  many 
persons  were  accommodated,  and  what 
were  the  average  wages  of  the  persons 
who  resided  in  these  buildings.  For 
there  had  been  some  idea  prevalent  that 
they  were  not  being  occupied  by  the 
class  whom  the  trust  was  established  to 
benefit.  It  had  also  been  said  that  a 
notion  prevailed  that  the  inmates  were 
subject  to  supervision,  and  that  the  fear 
of  this  supervision  kept  artizans  away. 
It  would  be  well  if  the  noble  Earl  could 
give  the  House  some  information  on  this 
point  also. 

Moved  tor — 

"  Retarn  from  the  Commiuioners  of  S«wors, 
from  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
and  from  such  Urban  Sanitary  Authoritiee  as 
have  receifed  ofBcial  representations  under  the 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Improvement 
Acts,  1876-85,  of  the  number  of  oflBoial  repre- 
sentations made  to  them  ;  of  the  number,  nice, 
and  locality  of  the  areas  regarding  which  reaolu- 
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needlewomen,  311;    charwomen,  282; 
tailors,   105;   carmen,  210;  and  other 
occupations  were  represented  in  smaller 
proportions.       They    all    appeared    to 
belong  to  the  working  classes,  and  not 
as  a  rule  to  the  highly-  paid  section  of 
that    class.     The    Peabody    Trust,    it 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  was  not  estab- 
lished to  provide  a  kind  of  modified 
almshouses.    He  had  been  one  of  the 
original  trustees  consulted  by  Mr.  Pea- 
body  himself,  and  he  could  say  this  of 
his  own  knowledge.    In  the  early  days 
of  the  trusts,  Mr.  Peabody  consulted 
with  his  then  trustees;  the  present  plan 
was  then    adopted  with    his  personal 
sanction,  and  it  had  been  adhered  to 
ever  since.    In  one  of  their  reports  there 
was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Peabody  which 
showed  that  he  approved  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  trusts.      Reference  had 
sometimes  been  made  to  the  supposed 
large  profits  which  the  trust  was  maMng. 
The  object  of  the  trustees  throughout 
had  been  to  secure  neither  more  nor 
less  than  a  return  of  3  per  cent,  and 
taking  the  whole  working  of  the  trusts 
until  now,   the  net  returns  had  been 
rather  below  than   above  that  figure. 
If  any  other  statement  should  be  re- 
quired, he  would  have  much  pleasure  in 
making  it  on   behalf  of  the  trustees. 
He  could  not    help    saying  that  the 
trustees  were  greatly  assisted  by  the 
Government,  of  which  the  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Gross)  was  a  Member,  for  en- 
abling them  to  enlarge  the  amount  of 
their  capital.      The  trustees  had  ex- 

g ended  the  whole  of  their  money,  and 
ad  borrowed  between  £300,000  and 
£400,000,  the  greater  part  of  it  from 
the  Government,  and  that  money  had 
been  of  very  material  assistance  to  them 
in  enabling  them  to  carry  out  their  plans 
— while  in  that  transaction  there  was 
absolutely  no  risk  to  the  State — indeed, 
it  was  a  gainer  to  a  small  extent,  and  the 
security  was  ample  to  cover  the  debt. 

LoBB  NOETCXN'  said,  as  nothing  was 
more  undesirable  than  that  almost  all 
the  poor  people  in  London  should  fall  into 
arrear  for  rent  and  contract  bad  debts, 
it  would  be  interesting  to  know  from 
the  noble  Earl  how  far  successful  the 
Peabody  Trustees  had  been  in  intro- 
ducing and  enforcing,  as  they  had  a 
great  opportunity,  a  better  habit  of 
short  and  punctual  payments  of  rent, 
and  so  preventing  that  unfortunate 
practice. 


tiona  aoder  section  three  have  been  pused  or  for 
which  improvement  Bchemea  have  been  made  ;  of 
the  stage  which  each  improvement  scheme  has 
reached ;  and  of  any  moneys  borrowed  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Acts;  showing  the  estimated 
and  the  actual  cost  of  each  scheme  ;  also  giving 
the  date  of  each  oflSoial  representation  and  of  each 
improvement  scheme : 

Copy  of  any  oflScial  correspondence  which  baa 
taken  place  between  the  confirming  authority 
and  any  local  authority  since  the  date  of  the  last 
Return  in  caaea  where  resolutions  have  been 
passed  but  no  improvement  scheme  has  been  pro- 
ceeded with : 

Similar  Return  from  Ireland  and  Scotland : 
And  also  showing  the  number  of  persons  that 
may  be  housed  on  ground  cleared  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  AcU."— ( The  ViicmiU  Cross.) 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  give  such  information  as 
lay  in  his  power  respecting  the  working 
of  the  Peabody  Trusts,  but  he  had  very 
little  more  to  g^ve  than  appeared  in 
their  report  now  being  circulated.    The 
trusts  had  existed  nearly  25  years  since 
their  original  inception.     During  that 
time  the  trustees  had  expended  some- 
thing more  than  £1,200,000,  of  which 
between   £300,000  and  £400,000  was 
borrowed  money.    The  accommodation 
provided  amounted  to  11,151  rooms,  and 
they  were  occupied  by  20,279  persons, 
and  the  rooms  included  5,014  separate 
d  wellings  —  speaking    roundly    1 1 ,  000 
rooms  and  20,000  persons  were  accom- 
modated in  them.     He  was  asked  whe- 
ther there  had  been  any  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  classes  for  whom  the  build- 
ings were  intended,  on  the  ground  of 
undue  supervision.     He  believed  that 
when  lodging  houses  were  erected  by 
public  companies  there  was  some  sus- 
picion of  too  much  supervision,  but  he 
did  not  know  that  it  was  ever  felt  in 
regard  to  the  Peabody  Trustees'  build- 
ings, though  if  there  ever  was  any  such 
feeling  it  did  not  exist  now,  because 
they  had  not  a  single  vacancy  in  any 
building,  and  there  were  always  many 
competitors  for   any  vacancy  when  it 
occurred.    As  regards  the  class  of  per- 
sons who  inhabited  the  buildings,  he 
might  state  that  the  average  earnings  of 
heads  of  families  was  a  little  over  2d«. 
per  week,  while  the  average  rent  per 
room  was  a  little  under  2«.  2d.  per  week, 
and  the  average  rent  per  dwelling  a 
little  over  4s,  9d.  per  week.    As  to  the 
occupations  of  the  tenants,  the  report 
gave  a  table    of   every  family.     The 
largest  class   to  which  the    heads  of 
families  belonged  was  that  of  labourers. 
These   numbered   667;    porters,   524; 
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The  Earl  of  DEEBY  said,  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
doctrine  he  had  laid  down,  and  so  also 
did  his  colleagues.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  any  exaggeration  to  say,  on  behalf 
of  the  Feabody  Trust,  that  there  were 
no  bad  debts  and  no  arrears  of  rent. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HooBO  adjourned  at  half  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkureday,  Ut  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.;]— New  Mbmbbr  Swobn— Charles 
John  Darling,  esquire,  Q,.G.,for  Deptford. 

SUPPLY — eonsidered  in  Committee— Civil*  Seb- 
tice8  (supplbmbntart  estimates,  1887-8)  ; 
Glass  IV.—Education,  Sciexcb,  and  Abt, 
Vote  7 :  Class  Y. — Forbion  and  Colonial 
Sbryices,  Vote  5;  Class  YII.^Miscbl- 
LANBous,  Votes  1  and  2. 

Public  Bill  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Trawling  (Scotland)  •  [166]. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


LOCAL  AND  IMPERIAL  FINANCE-IN- 
CIDENCE OF  IMPERIAL  TAXATION. 

Sir  BIOHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  Mr.  Clianeellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
proposals  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech,  ''for  adjusting  the 
relations  between  Local  and  Imperial 
finance,"  and  in  order  to  assist  the 
House  in  arriving  at  a  just  conclusion 
as  to  the  relative  incidence  of  Imperial 
taxation  on  real  and  personal  property, 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  continuation  of 
the  Beturn  (varied  so  as  to  exhibit  the 
current  rate  of  Income  Tax)  of  ''Im- 
perial Taxation  exclusively  borne  by 
Keal  and  by  Realised  Personal  Property 
respectively,"  presented  by  the  Treasury 
in  August,  1885,  and  in  the  concluding 
paragraph  of  which  it  is  stated  that — 

*'  It  is  quite  certain  that  the  figures  which 
have  been  adopted  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Betnm  must  approximate  yery  closely  to  the 
truth?" 

The  oh  ANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gobohsk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 


agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  in  thinking 
that  it  would  assist  the  House  in  arriving 
at  a  just  conclusion  as  to  the  relative 
incidence  of  Imperial  taxation  on  real 
and  personal  property  if  I  were  to  grant 
a  continuation  of  the  Return  in  question. 
The  words  he  quotes  from  the  end  of 
the  Memorandum  annexed  to  the  Return 
of  1885  as  to  the  trustworthiness  of  the 
figures  applied  only,  I  am  informed,  to 
the  figures  relating  to  the  Death  Duties, 
and  not,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  appears  to 
think,  to  the  Return  generally.  I  have 
studied  the  Return  with  some  care,  and 
I  have  consulted  its  compilers  as  to  its 
value.  They  tell  me  that  even  in  the 
less  conjectural  parts  there  was  much 
division  of  opinion  among  them,  and 
they  had  considerable  difficulty  in  coming 
to  any  agreement;  and  I  need  not 
remind  the  hon.  Baronet  of  the  severe 
criticisms  passed  upon  it  at  the  time. 
To  me,  the  figures  given  in  the  Return 
are  very  interesting,  though  I  cannot 
help  recognizing  their  conjectural  and 
speculative  character ;  but  I  think  that 
Tables  in  which  this  conjectural  element 
enters  so  largely  should  be  published 
rather  by  private  statisticians  than  on 
the  authority  of  the  Qt)vemment — ^an 
authority  which  is  apt  to  be  misunder* 
stood. 

POST   OFFICE,    DUBLIN    (TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTMENT) -MISS  M,  A.  GOUGH. 

Me.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  Miss  Mary  Agnes  Gough, 
a  clerk  who  was  employed  for  over  14 
years  in  the  Telegraph  Department  of 
the  General  Post  Office,  Dublin,  was 
called  upon  by  the  Head  of  the  Dublin 
Department  to  resign  her  position  in 
October,  1886,  and  was  reluctantly 
obliged  to  leave  her  employment  with- 
out pension  for  having  married  some 
short  time  previously,  no  other  com- 

glaint  having  ever  been  made  against 
er ;  whether  it  is  a  Rule  in  the  Postal 
Service  to  discharge  ladies  after  such 
long  terms  of  service  as  14  years,  and 
against  whom  no  complaint  can  be  ad- 
vanced, except  getting  married,  with* 
out  pension ;  whether  he  can  say  if  there 
are  any  ladies,  late  clerks  in  the  Dublin 
Postal  or  Telegraph  Departments^  now 
in  receipt  of  pensions,  who,  like  Miss 
Gough,  retired  in  consequence  of  having 
married;  and,  if  so,  why  was  Miss 
Gough  differently  treated;  and,  whe- 
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ther,  taking  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  health  of  this  lady  has  been 
undermined  by  her  long  and  faithful 
labours  in  the  Public  Service,  he  will 
consider  her  case,  with  a  view  to  allow- 
ing her  a  pension  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL^Mr. 
Haikes)  (Cambridge  University):  It  is 
a  Hule  of  the  Post  Office  that  any  single 
woman  holding  an  appointment  on  the 
Establishment  must  resign  on  marriage. 
In  October,  1886,  there  being  reason  to 
believe  that  Miss  Gough  had  married, 
she  was  asked  to  state  whether  this  was 
so  or  not,  and,  on  denying  the  fact,  she 
was  requested  to  put  her  denial  in 
writing.  Her  reply  was  to  send  in  her 
resignation.  I  regret  that  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  grant  Miss  Gough  a  pen- 
sion. If  other  ladies,  formerly  holding 
situations  similar  to  hers,  are  now  mar- 
ried and  yet  in  receipt  of  pensions,  these 
pensions  must  have  been  granted  before 
marriage  and  under  medical  certificate 
as  prescribed  by  Statute.  Miss  Gough, 
on  the  other  hand,  according  to  the 
certificate  of  the  medical  officer,  who 
was  intimately  acquainted  with  her  case, 
was  before  her  marriage  in  good  health. 

THE  ANTHROPOMETRICAL  SYSTEM. 

Mb.  salt  (Stafford)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  any  decision  has  been  arrived 
at  as  to  the  use  and  advantage  of  the 
anthropometrical  system  in  this  country? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
BfATTHEWs)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Careful 
inquiry  has  been  made  into  this  subject, 
and  Reports  have  been  obtained  from  the 
French  Government  showing  the  work- 
ing of  the  system  in  France.  I  have 
consulted  the  Prison  and  Police  Au^io- 
rities  in  this  country ;  and  they  are  of 
opinion  that,  under  the  present  system, 
the  proportion  of  prisoners  who  are  not 
recognized  is  so  small  that  the  necessity 
for  any  change  is  not  by  any  means 
established.  The  proportion  is  esti- 
mated at  2i  pei:  cent.  I  am  still  con- 
tinuing my  inquiries  into  the  matter. 
Legislation  would  probably  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  any  change  into  effect. 

POST    OFFICE  —  ANOLO- AUSTRALIAN 
MAIL  CONTRACT. 

MR.HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
When  will  the  Anglo-Australian  Mail 


Contract  be  submitted  for  the  approval 
of  the  House  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Three 
of  the  Australian  Colonies  being  practi- 
cally parties  to  the  new  Mail  Contracts, 
and  having  agreed  as  such  to  contribute 
their  share  of  the  subsidy,  it  has  beeu 
considered  proper,  before  submitting  the 
Contracts  to  Parliament  for  approval,  to 
obtain  from  the  Colonies  in  question  a 
formal  confirmation  of  the  Agreement  in 
this  connection  made  on  their  behalf  by 
their  Agents  General  in  London.  When 
that  confirmation  has  been  given,  the 
usual  course  will  be  taken  in  laying  the 
Contracts  before  Parliament. 

BRITISH    GUIANA  —  ECCLESIASTICAL 

AFFAIRS. 

Me.  CROSSLEY  (York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Wether  the  Ordi- 
nance (No.  5,  of  1887)  passed  by  the  Court 
of  Policy  of  British  Guiana  for  the  estab- 
lishment  of  a  town  at  Bartica,  has  been 
approved  by  the  Crown  without  any 
modification  of  the  provision  for  tho 
payment  to  the  Bishop  of  Guiana  abso- 
lutely of  one-third  of  the  sums  received 
for  the  lands  formerly  held  by  the  Bishop 
at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown ;  whether, 
in  that  case,  the  grant  has  been  converted 
into  a  permanent  endowment  of  the 
Bishopric,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  unendowed  Religious  Bodies  in  the 
Colony ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  Papers  containing  the 
objections  of  such  Bodies,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Crown  has  been 
advised  to  confirm  the  Ordinance  with- 
out alteration? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Hbitbt  Be  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  Li  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  Ordinance  has  been  allowed  without 
any  modification  of  the  provision  re- 
ferred to.  One  Religious  Body — the 
Congregational  Union  of  British  Guiana 
— petitioned  the  Colonial  Legislature 
against  the  provision  alluded  to,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  increase  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Church  of  England ; 
but  the  Legislature  considered  that  the 
Bishop,  as  representing  the  Church,  had 
a  vested  interest  in  the  land  at  Bartica, 
which  had  been  held,  first  by  the  Church 
Missionary  Society  and  afterwards  by  the 
Bishop,  for  a  long  period,  and  upon  the 
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improvemetit  of  which  large  sums  of 
money  had  been  expended  ;  and  they 
are  of  opinion  that  the  pro^sion  made 
by  the  Ordinance  was  an  equitable  com* 
pensation  on  the  resumption  of  the  land 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  town.  The 
Secretary  of  State  saw  no  reason  for 
differing  from  this  Tiew.  There  are 
yery  few  Papers  on  the  subject,  and  it 
scarcely  seems  one  of  sufficient  public 
interest  to  warrant  the  expenditure  that 
would  be  incurred  in  printing  them ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  see 
them  I  shall  have  much  pleasure  in 
showing  them  to  him. 

THE  EC0LE8IASTICA.L  COMMIS- 
SIGNERS  AND  THE  PADDINGTON 
TEUSTEE8-SALE  OF  LAND. 
Mb.  AIED  (Paddington,  N.)  asked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Essex  (West  or  Epping  Division),  as 
one  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners 
for  England,  Whether  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  England,  being  in- 
terested to  the  extent  of  one-third  of 
nearly  100  acres  of  land  in  Paddington 
now  unutilized,  the  Trustees  of  the  Pad- 
dington Estate  being  interested  as 
owners  of  the  remaining  two-thirds,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners  decline  to 
concur  in  any  sale  or  lease  thereof  un- 
less they  receive  the  equivalent  of  one- 
half  of  the  proceeds ;  and,  whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  their  joining  in  a 
special  case  for  the  opinion  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  with  a  view  to  the  de- 
termination of  the  respective  rights  of 
the  parties  ? 
Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 

S Essex,  Epping) :  The  Question  is  in  a 
orm  whicn  is  misleading  as  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  interest  which  the  Com- 
missioners have  in  the  land  referred  to. 
That  interest  comprises  a  dormant  value, 
not  limited,  as  implied,  to  one-third  of 
its  proceeds.  What  would  be  an  equit- 
able apportionment  of  that  dormant 
value  is,  according  to  the  drd  section  of 
the  Act  of  1875,  a  matter  for  voluntary 
agreement ;  and  the  Commissioners  have 
on  several  occasions  offered,  and  are 
still  willing,  to  refer  this  question  to 
arbitration,  suggesting  as  arbitrators  the 
Earl  of  Selborne,  Lord  Herschell,  or 
Lord  Bramwell.  Last  year  the  Com- 
missioners, when  there  was  a  prospect 
of  a  sale  of  the  property,  were  prepared 
to  concur  in  the  sale  on  certain  con- 
ditions stated  by  me  in  this  House  on 
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March  15  ;  and  should  any  such  sale  be 
in  contemplation  now  they  would  adhere 
to  that  offer. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  {SCOTLAND)— CASE 
OP  JOHN  AULD,  A  BANKRUPT. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  OoUege) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
John  Auld,  a  bankrupt  in  Aberdeen^ 
who  was  sent  to  prison  on  the  4th 
November  last  for  contempt  of  Court, 
and  has  been  kept  there  ever  since ; 
whether  the  said  contempt  consisted  in 
the  debtor's  having,  after  having  sworn 
that  he  had  disclosed  everything  in  his 
power  with  regard  to  his  effects,  alleged 
that  he  could  not  tell  what  he  had  done 
with  one  particular  sum  of  money  which 
he  had  received  a  year  before ;  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Court  of  Session  has 
decided  that  the  Sheriff  acted  within  his 
powers  in  committing  Auld  for  contempt, 
and  that  the  Sheriff  has  declared  that  it 
is  not  competent  for  him  to  consider 
whether  Auld  has  been  sufficiently 
punished  by  any  amount  of  imprison- 
ment, but  that  he  should  be  **  stultifying 
past  decisions ''  were  he  to  release  Auld 
without  any  appreciable  change  in  his 
position;  and,  whether,  seeing  that  if 
the  bankrupt's  inability  to  answer  the 
question  is  genuine  he  may  be  im- 
prisoned for  life  unless  the  Crown  in- 
terferes, he  will  order  Auld's  release 
and  have  him  tried,  if  the  facts  seem 
to  warrant  prosecution,  for  perjury  or 
fraudulent  bankruptcy  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case.  The  bankrupt 
uplifted  about  £170  from  the  bank,  and 
professed  to  account  for  the  disappear- 
ance of  a  large  part  of  this  sum — some 
£60 — by  pretending  it  had  been  stolen 
by  someone  who  broke  open  a  locked 
drawer  in  his  house.  Of  this  alleged 
theft  he  never  informed  the  police.  He 
further  gave  no  explanation  of  what  he 
had  done  with  the  other  sums  of  £50, 
£10,  £10,  and  £20,  admittedly  in  his 
possession.  After  repeated  warnings  by 
the  Sheriff  he  was  committed  to  prison. 
The  statement  in  the  Question  regarding 
the  Court  of  Session's  decision  is  correct. 
The  Sheriff  stated,  when  the  case  came 
before  him  again,  that  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  him  to  liberate  the  bankrupt 
unless  he  complied  with  the  order  for 
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disobedience  to  whicli  he  was  oommitted, 
and  used  the  words  quoted  in  the  Ques« 
tion.  It  is  not  in  my  power  to  order  the 
release  of  the  prisoner,  nor  do  I  intend 
at  present  to  raise  a  prosecution.  I 
must  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
there  may  be  quite  sufficient  ground  for 
confining  a  bankrupt  who  wimholds  in- 
formation which  by  Statute  he  is  bound 
to  disclose,  while  there  may  be  no  suf- 
ficient evidence  in  a  criminal  prosecution 
in  which  the  accused  is  entitled  to  with- 
hold all  information. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked,  why  the  man 
had  been  detained  without  any  evidence? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
man  is  detained  for  refusing  to  answer 
questions  which  he  is  bound  to  answer. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  — THE  PRO- 
CLAIMED MEETING  AT  DROMORE— 
SENTENCE  ON  A  BALLAD  SINGER. 
Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  (SUto,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  M.  J.  Ejbnnt)  (Tyrone,  Mid)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  on  the  6th  January, 
the  date  of  the  proclaimed  meeting  at 
Dromore,  Oounty  Tyrone,  a  ballad 
singer  was  summarily  sentenced  by  two 
Besident  Magistrates  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment for  singing  some  verses  in 
the  street  to  an  audience  chiefiy  com- 
posed of  members  of  the  Constabulary 
Force ;  if  he  -can  state  the  grounds  on 
which  the  proceeding  was  taken;  if 
the  conduct  of  the  ballad  singer  con- 
stituted a  breach  of  the  Proclamation  ; 
and,  will  the  Qt>Ternment  order  an  in- 
vestigation into  the  matter  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SEOEETABY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  man  referred  to  was  not  pro- 
oeeded  against  until  after  he  had  been 
frequently  cautioned  by  the  police.  The 
ballad  was  of  an  inflammatory  character, 
and  calculated  to  incite  a  breach  of  the 
peace.  The  audience  was  not  chiefly 
composed  of  members  of  the  Royid 
Irish  Constabulary,  but  of  the  public. 
The  two  Besident  Magistrates  before 
whom  he  was  summarily  tried  ordered 
him  to  find  sureties  to  be  of  good  be- 
haviour, or  in  default  to  be  imprisoned 
for  one  month.  Failing  to  give  sureties, 
he  was  oommitted.  He  was  not  charged 
with  a  breach  of  the  Proclamation.  The 
Oovemment  see  no  ground  for  making 
a  further  inyestigation  into  the  matter. 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked,  if 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman 
could  inform  them  whether  all  the  ballad 
singers  of  Ireland  were  to  have  a  censor 
to  whom  they  must  submit  their  ballads 
before  they  could  singthem  in  the  street  ? 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  asked,  if  the 
right  hon .  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
lay  the  incriminating  ballad  on  the 
Table  ? 

CoLOKBL  KING-HABMAN :  No,  Sir. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
MISS  DONNELLY,  AUGHIOGAN  NA- 
TIONAL SCHOOL. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  state 
the  period  which  elapsed  between  the 
appointment  of  Miss  Donnelly  as  tem- 
porary assistant  teacher  at  Aughiogan 
National  School,  County  Tyrone,  and 
her  examination  by  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education ;  if  the 
delay  is  usual ;  and,  if  so,  why ;  and, 
if,  in  the  eyent  of  the  non-success  of 
candidates  under  such  circumstances, 
they  are  entitled  to  any  part  of  the  salary 
for  the  period  during  which  they  are 
employed  as  teachers  ? 

The  PAKLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  inform  me  that  a  period  of 
about  1 1  weeks  elapsed  between  the  date 
of  the  appointment  of  Miss  Donnelly  and 
her  examination.  The  delay  appears  to 
hare  been  due  to  the  absence  of  some 
information  in  the  case  which  was  not 
received  from  the  manager  until  about 
fire  weeks  after  his  notification  of  the 
appointment.  Miss  Donnelly  has  passed 
the  examination,  and  is  entitled  to  re- 
ceire  pay  on  the  usual  conditions  from 
the  date  of  her  original  appointment. 
Unsuccessful  candidates  are  not  entitled 
to  salary  for  the  interval  between  ap- 
pointment and  examination.  Examina- 
tions of  candidates  are  held  by  the  In- 
spectors with  the  least  possible  delay ; 
and  it  is,  of  course,  the  duty  of  a 
manager  not  to  employ  an  incompetent 
teacher. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  STORE  DEPART- 
MENT) —  EXAMINATION  AND  AC- 
CEPTANCE OF  LEATHER. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
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quirements  of  the  Statute  by  giving  up 
all  personal  connection  with,  or  interest 
in,  the  bosiness  of  the  firm  of  which  he 
was  formerly  a  partner. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  firm  had  issued 
a  Circular  to  the  effect  that — 

<<  We  beg  to  inform  you  that  our  Mr.  Finlay 
has  been  appointed  Register  of  Sasines,  and 
that  we  have  assumed  as  our  partner  Mr.  John 
iShaw.  The  business  will  be  carried  on  under 
the  old  name  ?  " 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  fact ;  but 
it  was  quite  common  to  retain  the  name 
of  an  old  firm,  even  though  all  the 
partners  might  be  changed. 

PRISON  COMMISSIONERS  (SOOTLAND)- 
OLOSING  OF  CUPAR  COUNTY  PRISON. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's, 
&c.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  the  County  of  Fife,  and  the 
Town  Council  of  Cupar,  and  those  of 
other  neighbouring  burghs,  have  peti- 
tioned the  Secretary  for  Scotland  against 
the  Order  of  the  Prison  Commissioners 
for  Scotland  closing  the  county  prison 
in  Cupar  on  and  after  the  3 1  st  of  March ; 
and,  whether,  in  yiew  of  these  strong 
protests  by  the  Local  Authorities 
against  the  proposal  of  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners, Her  Majesty's  Gt>Temment 
will  consent  to  postpone  the  operation 
of  this  Order,  as  regards  Cupar  Prison, 
until  an  opportunity  has  arisen  to  raise 
the  question  in  this  House  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities):  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  after  careful  consideration 
of  the  Petition  of  the  Local  Authorities, 
is  unable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service,  to  alter  the  decision  he  has 
come  to. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART- 
SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM- 
LOANS  OF  WORKS  OF  ART. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  pictures  and  other  works  of 
art  have  been  lent  to  Duncombe  Hall, 
North  Islington,  by  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  is  not  a  public  Institution  under 
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public  management,  but  a  private  ad* 
venture,  at  the  sole  cost  and  risk  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Hartley),  the  so-called  Museum  (the 
charge  for  admission  to  which  is  Id.) 
being  a  concert  room  in  connection  with 
a  coffee  and  refreshment  room ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  for  some  time  after  the 
Museum  was  opened  admission  was  only 
obtainable  by  tickets  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  such  an  application  of  public  property 
to  the  private  hall  of  a  Member  in  his 
own  oonstitaency  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
UAM  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  A 
loan  was  made  in  1886  to  a  temporaiy 
exhibition  at  Duncombe  Hall,  which,  it 
was  understood,  had  been  organised 
with  the  view  to  the  establishment  there 
of  a  permanent  Museum  under  local 
management,  an  undertaking  being 
given  that  any  profits  from  the  tempo- 
rary exhibition  would  be  devoted  to  that 
object.  When  it  was  found  that  a 
permanent  Museum  under  local  man- 
agement was  not  established,  the  loan 
was,  in  accordance  with  the  Rules,  with- 
drawn in  July,  1887. 

Me.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  The  grounds 
on  which  the  loan  was  asked  for  turned 
out  not  to  be  well  founded. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE :  The 
purpose  in  view  was  not  realized. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman, 
whether  it  is  not  a  common  practice  to 
lend  works  of  art  to  promote  Science 
and  Art  Museums  in  different  parts  of 
the  country;  and,  whether  this  is  not 
one  of  the  objects  which  the  Department 
have  in  view  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  I 
think  my  answer  to  the  Question  is  con- 
clusive. It  was  an  attempt  in  that 
direction ;  but  it  was  not  oonsom- 
mated. 

Mb.'t.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Is  there  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  Department 
has  made  a  loan  of  this  kind  to  the 
Member  for  a  constituency,  the  admiB- 
sion  to  the  Museum  being  in  the  hands 
of  that  Member  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  I 
cannot  answer  that  Question  offhand. 
The  loan  was  made  before  I  entered 
upon  my  present  Office. 

Mb.  BARTLEY :  Might  I  ask,  whe- 
ther it  is  not  true  that  a  Committee  was 
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appointed  to  carry  out  that  object,  and 
that  a  Local  Committee  is  being  estab- 
lished at  the  present  time  with  the 
object  of  establishing  a  Museum  in  that 
part  of  London  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE :  That 
do%s  not  affect  my  original  reply,  that 
these  objects  were  withdrawn  because 
the  necessary  conditions  had  not  been 
complied  with. 

POST  OFFICE— CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE— DEDUCTIONS  FROM  PAY. 

Ma.  CABEW  (KDdare,  N.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Why  clerks  em- 
ployed at  the  Central  Telegraph  Office, 
when  absent  from  duty  owing  to  illness, 
incur  a  deduction  of  one-third  from  their 
pay ;  whether  no  deduction  was  made 
previous  to  the  date  of  the  transfer  of 
the  telegraphs  to  the  Government  in 
1870 ;  whether  the  present  deduction  is 
only  made  from  the  salaries  of  the  main 
body  of  the  staff,  the  higher  paid  ad- 
ministrative officers  retaining  full  pay ; 
and,  whether  he  will  restore  the  earlier 
Bule,  and  so  place  them  on  a  footing  of 
equality  with  other  Civil  servants  ? 

The  P0STMA8TEE  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
Where  large  bodies  of  persons  are  con- 
cerned, it  is  found  to  be  necessary,  as  a 
matter  of  administration,  that  some 
deduction  from  their  pay  should  be  made 
during  absence  from  illness  in  order  to 
check  absence  on  false  or  insufEcient 
pleas.  This  has  not  been  considered 
necessary  where  the  more  highly  paid 
administrative  officers  are  concerned. 
Prior  to  the  acquisition  of  the  telegraphs 
by  the  State,  I  understand  that  some  of 
the  Companies  allowed  full  pay  during 
absence  from  illness  and  that  others  did 
not.  On  the  whole,  the  Companies' 
Bules  on  the  point  were  less  favourable 
than  those  of  the  Post  Office. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uzbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
theBoyal  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments will  commence  their  inquiries  into 
the  Bevenue  Departments  of  the  Cus- 
toms, the  Post  Office,  and  the  Inland 
Bevenue  ? 

The  SECfiETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed   by  the  Commissioners   that 


they  see  no  prospect  of  being  able  to 
enter  upon  an  examination  into  the 
Departments  referred  to  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  Parliament. 

FISHERY    BOARD    (SCOTLAND)— PUR- 
CHASE OF  BOATS. 

Mr.  ES8LBM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  in  regard  to 
the  purchase  of  new  or  second-hand 
boats  for  Highland  fishermen,  Whether 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  intends  to 
place  any  restrictions  as  to  where  boats 
are  bought  or  built  in  making  advances 
for  the  purchase  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  No,  Sir;  no  re- 
strictions are  contemplated  such  as  those 
referred  to  in  the  Question. 

CUSTOMS   ESTABLISHMENT— OUT- 
PORT  WRITERS. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  When 
he  will  be  able  to  announce  the  decision 
of  the  Qovernment  in  the  case  of  the 
outport  writers,  employed  under  the 
Board  of  Customs,  who  have  been  re- 
commended to  the  Treasury  for  promo- 
tion ? 

The  SECEETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Treasury  have  before 
them  the  case  of  the  copyists  at  the  out- 
ports  recommended  for  promotion ;  but 
other  points  of  organization  are  con- 
nected with  it  which  have  to  be  settled 
before  a  decision  can  be  given. 

CUSTOMS(STATISTICAL  DEPARTMENT) 
—REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  carrying  out 
the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
the  Statistical  Department  of  the  Cus- 
toms ;  and,  whether,  in  the  retirements 
which  may  be  necessary  in  carrying  out 
the  recommendations  of  that  Report, 
the  same  Rule  will  be  applied  as  laid 
down  by  the  Treasury  for  the  recent 
changes  in  the  Inland  Revenue  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Report  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers  is  a  confidential 
document,  and  I  do  not  know  how  he 
became  possessed  of  it.  I  am  certainly 
not  in  a  position  to  make  any  statement 
with  regard  to  it. 
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WAR  OFFICE— ISLAND  BRIDGE, 
DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  (for  Mr.  Muephy)  (Dublin, 
St.  Patrick's)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  **  Mansfield 
stone/'  brought  from  the  middle  of 
England,  is  being  used  for  the  out  stone 
dressings  of  the  barrack  works  at  Island 
Bridge,  Dublin;  whether  the  best  de- 
scriptions of  various  kinds  of  stone  suit- 
able for  such  work  can  be  had  in  Ire- 
land, and  even  in  the  vicinity  of  Dublin ; 
and,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  pro- 
vide that  Irish  stone,  and,  as  far  as 
practicable,  other  Irish  materials  shall 
be  used  for  the  extensive  barrack  works 
at  Grangegorman,  Dublin,  which  are 
now  about  to  be  erected  ? 

The  financial  SEOEETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodkiok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  quantity  of  stone  used  for  dressings 
at  the  Island  Bridge  Barracks  is  insigni- 
ficant ;  but  it  is  the  red  Mansfield  stone 
from  England.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  advised  that  there  is  no  stone  in  Ire- 
land which  can,  from  an  architectural 
point  of  view,  take  its  place.  As  far  as 
practicable,  the  Grangegorman  Barracks 
will  be  constructed  of  Irish  stone  and 
other  building  materials  ;  but  unless  a 
stone  of  the  same  colour  and  quality  as 
Mansfield  stone  can  be  obtained  in  Ire- 
land the  dressings  must  be  obtained 
elsewhere. 

INDIA-GOVERNMENT  PUBLICATIONS. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken,  in  accordance  with 
previous  suggestions,  to  render  the 
publications  of  the  Indian  Government 
more  accessible;  whether  they  are  made 
available  for  sale  at  a  reasonable  price 
anywhere  in  London,  or  how  they  are 
to  be  got  at ;  whether  they  are  sent  to 
the  British  Museum,  or  any  of  them  are 
presented  to  any  important  Libraries 
and  Institutions ;  and,  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  now  take  steps 
to  make  the  more  important  and  in- 
teresting of  these  publications  more 
aocessible  in  this  country  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  agents  for  the  sale  of  publications 
of  the  Indian  Government  are— Messrs. 


Allen,  Waterloo  Place ;  Messrs.  Trubner 
&  Co.,  Ludgate  Hill;  Quaritch,  Picca- 
dilly; Stanford,  Charing  Cross;  Whit- 
tington,  Ghraoechurch  Street ;  where 
they  can  be  procured  at  a  reasonable 
price.  They  are,  also,  sent  to  the 
British  Museum  and  other  Oopyright 
Libraries  in  the  United  Eongdom. 
Scientific  works  and  others  of  general 
interest  are  widely  distributed  to  In- 
stitutes and  individuals  at  home  and 
abroad. 

INDIA— THE  ANNUAL  REPORTS-STA- 
TISTICS  OF    CRIME. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Why  statistics  of 
crime  (as  distinguished  from  judicial 
statistics)  are  not  given  in  the  Annual 
Report  regarding  India  presented  to 
Parliament;  and,  whether  such  statistics 
are  in  any  form  presented ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  see  that  they  are  in 
future  presented,  so  as  to  enable  the 
House  to  judge  of  the  suocess  or  non- 
success  of  the  present  police  system  ia 
keeping  down  crime  in  the  various  Pro- 
vinces f 

The  under  SECRETARY  o? 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham): 
Table  153  of  the  Statistical  Abstract 
gives  the  number  of  offences  reported 
as  well  as  of  persons  brought  to  trial 
More  detailed  information  is  contained 
in  the  Provincial  and  Departmental 
Administration  Reports,  which  are  ao- 
cessible at  the  India  Office  to  persons 
engaged  in  the  line  of  research  indi- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— INCREASE  OF 
THE  SALT  TAX. 
SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretair 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  while  in  all 
other  respects  the  increased  Indian  Salt 
Duty  is  Drought  into  immediate  opera- 
tion, in  acoordanoe  with  the  practice 
of  this  country,  an  exception  is  made 
in  favour  of  British  merchants  whose 
cargoes  afloat  on  the  way  to  India  are 
exempt,  so  that  they  will  pay  the  lesser 
duty  while  they  reach  the  profit  of  the 
increased  price  resulting  from  the  new 
duty? 

The  under  SECRETARY  o? 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham): 
Yes ;  in  compliance  with  Section  37  of 
the  Sea  Customs  Act  (YIII.  of  1878). 
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LAW  AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND) -MRS. 
RYAN,  A  PRISONER  FOR  CONTEMPT. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leiceeter)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  hia  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Mrs.  Ryan, 
kept  a  prisoner  in  Limerick  Gaol  since 
June  last  for  contempt  of  Oourt; 
whether  her  offence  consisted  in  neglect 
to  pay  over  to  the  Beoeiver  of  the  Oourt 
of  Ohanoery  the  proceeds  of  a  quantity 
of  hay  valued  at  £80 ;  and  whether  she 
excused  herself  by  a  difficulty  in  real- 
izing, caused  by  the  interference  of  the 
Oonrt,  with  the  mode  of  sale;  whether 
her  husband  suffered  14  months'  im- 
prisonment for  contempt  arising  out  of 
the  same  transaction;  whether  Mrs. 
Byan,  when  arrested,  was  separated 
« from  an  unweaned  infant  to  the  danger 
of  mother  and  child ;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necesaary 
to  secure  Mrs.  Ityan's  immediate  re- 
lease? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kikg-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Mrs.  Ryan.  The  facts 
are  as  follows: — An  ejectment  decree 
was  obtained  in  the  County  Court 
against  John  Ryan,  this  woman's  hus- 
band, for  one  and  a-half  year's  rent — 
about  £45— in  July,  1884.  The  Re- 
ceiver then  made  every  effort  to  bring 
about  an  amicable  settlement  with  him» 
but  failed  to  succeed,  and  was  ultimately 
obliged  to  put  the  decree  into  force,  the 
12  months  limit  being  about  to  expire. 
In  July,  1885,  possession  was  obtained 
through  the  Sheriff;  Ryan  and  his 
family  re-took  possession  of  the  farm, 
and,  among  other  things,  saved  30  tons 
of  hay.  Notwithstanding  the  exertions 
of  the  Receiver  to  prevent  it,  this  hay 
was  removed  and  sold  by  Ryan.  Its 
value  was  at  least  £60.  The  Receiver 
then,  with  a  view  to  take  up  the  farm, 
obtained  a  conditional  order  of  attach- 
ment against  Ryan,  who,  however,  was 
such  a  reckless  and  desperate  character 
that  it  could  not  be  served  personally. 
It  was  eventually  served  through  the 
post,  and  Ryan  was  arrested  in  June, 
1886,  and  imprisoned  for  12  months. 
Notwithstanding  this,  Mrs.  Ryan  and 
her  sons  and  daughters  remained  in 
possession  of,  and  continued  to  crop,  the 
lands.    An  attachment  was  then  issued 


against  Mrs.  Ryan  and  a  son  aged  18  or 
19  years.  The  latter  evaded  arrest; 
Mrs.  Ryan  was  arrested  and  committed 
to  prison  in  June,  1886,  for  12  months. 
It  has,  of  course,  been  all  along  open  to 
the  Ryans  to  purge  their  contempt  by 
surrendering  the  farm  or  coming  to  some 
settlement.  This  they  not  only  failed  to 
do,  but  in  a  letter  written  by  a  member 
of  the  family  to  the  local  Press  expressed 
their  intention  of  continuing  in  the 
possession  of  the  farm,  and  that,  aided 
by  the  League,  they  should  conquer. 
The  Executive  Government  had  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  PICTON  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
Mrs.  Ryan  was  prevented  from  disposing 
of  this  hay  as  she  might  have  done ;  and 
was  not  it  insisted  that  it  should  be  sold 
by  auction  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  No,  Sir. 
Mrs.  Ryan,  in  defiance  of  the  Receiver, 
sold  about  30  tons  of  hay,  which  must 
have  been  worth  at  least  £60. 

Mr.  PICTON :  One  part  of  my  Ques- 
tion has  not  been  answered  at  all.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  Mrs.  Ryan  was  nursing  a 
baby,  which  was  not  yet  weaned,  when 
she  was  arrested,  and  which  was 
separated  from  her  to  the  danger  of  both 
mother  and  child  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  did 
not  see  that  in  the  Question.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "]  I  see  it  now.  There  was  a 
young  child.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  weaned  or  not. 

WALE8-THE    TITHE    AGITATION- 
EMPLOYMENT  OF  MILITARY. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  will  inform  the  House 
at  whose  request  the  military  were 
called  to  attend  tithe  sales  in  Flintshire  ; 
what  were  the  representations  which  in- 
duced the  authorities  to  consent  to  their 
being  sent;  upon  whom  will  the  cost 
of  the  military  ultimately  fall ;  and, 
whether  the  cost  is  a  legal  charge  on  the 
county  rate  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
military  were  called  out  at  the  request 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  Chief  Constable  that 
their  presence  was  necessary  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  peace  and  good  order  of 
the  county.  The  cost,  if  any,  will  fall 
upon  the  police  rate.  I  cannot  under- 
take to  give  an  opinion  on  a  question  of 
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law ;  but  I  am  advised  that  the  rate  may 
properly  be  applied  to  this  purpose. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked,  was  not  the  Local  Authority  the 
Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  not 
aware  whether  it  was  the  Oourt  of 
Quarter  Sessions  or  a  Oommittee  of  the 
Court. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  asked,  was  there 
any  resolution  of  the  Local  Authority, 
or  was  action  taken  on  the  word  of  the 
Ohief  Oonstable  alone  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  in- 
formed it  was  done  on  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Chief  Constable,  addressed 
to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
thereupon  the  latter  made  application 
to  the  Military  Authorities. 

TBE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  AP- 
POINTMENTS UNDER  THE  CRIMINAL 
LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1887. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  Whether  the  Ooyernment  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  list  of  the  Kesident 
Magistrates  "of  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  legal  experience  "  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  satisfied  himself,  as  required 
by  Section  1  of  ''The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 ; ''  and, 
also,  a  list  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
''  of  the  sufficiency  of  whose  legal  know- 
ledge "  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  satisfied 
himself,  as  required  by  Section  1 1  of  the 
same  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  A  Return  is  being  prepared 
by  the  Government,  which  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  which  will  furnish  the 
information  required  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 
THE  TOWBR  HAMLETS  ENGINEER 
VOLUNTEERS-BURGESS  SHORT. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  as  stated  in  the 
eveniug  journal  The  Star,  Mr.  George 
Short,  a  retired  printer,  who  in  1886 
adopted  the  name  of  Burgess  Short,  was 
in  tnat  year,  on  the  recommendation  of 
Colonel  Kirby,  commanding  the  Tower 
Hamlets  Engineer  Volunteers,  appointed 
lieutenant  in  that  corps,  being  at  the 
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time  some  48  years  of  age,  and  never 
having  handled  a  rifle ;  whether  Colonel 
Kirby  recommended  him  in  1887  for  a 
captaincy,  and  whether  the  War  Office 
refused  to  promote  him,  on  the  ground 
that  such  promotion  would  involve  the 
supersession  of  four  officers  equally  or 
better  qualified ;  whether  he  was  intro- 
duced in  December  last  by  Mr.  Morton, 
of  the  War  Office,  to  General  Lyon 
Freemantle  as  <'  the  Editor  of  The  Broad 
Arrow  ;  "  whether,  in  2%«  Gaxetie  of  9th 
December,  1887,  he  was  appointed  cap- 
tain in  the  3rd  and  4th  Battalion  of  the 
Manohester  Regiment  of  Militia,  passing 
over  the  heads  of  11  lieutennnts  and 
six  second  lieutenants ;  and,  whether  he 
had  previously  served  in  the  Militia  ? 

Thb  financial  SECRETARY. 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  B&odrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said: 
Nothing  is  known  at  the  War  Office  as 
to  the  former  name  or  profession  of  Mr. 
Burgess  Short.  He  was  appointed  a 
lieutenant  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  En- 
gineers in  1886,  being  then  about  47 
years  of  age.  His  promotion  to  captain 
in  May,  1887,  was  refused,  as  he  was 
not  qualified,  though  he  did  subse- 
quently qualify  in  August  of  that  year. 
He  called  upon  General  Freemantle  in 
November ;  but  was  not  introduced  by 
Mr.  Morton,  nor  was  General  Freemantle 
aware  that  he  was  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  Press.  Upon  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Commanding  Officer  of 
the  regiment  and  the  General  of  the 
District,  he  was  appointed  captain  in 
3rd  and  4th  battalions  Manchester  Regi- 
ment, on  the  10th  December,  1887.  He 
passed  over  the  subalterns,  none  of 
whom  had,  or  have  since,  qualified  for 
promotion,  although  there  are  still  four 
vacancies  for  captains  in  the  regiment 
which  cannot  be  filled  up.  He  had 
never  previously  served  in  the  Militia, 
though  he  had  been  attached  for  in- 
struction to  a  battalion  of  the  Guards 
and  to  the  Ist  Manchester  Regiment. 

MERCHANDISE  MARES  ACT,  1887— 
SALE  OF  FOREIGN  MEAT. 

Mb.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maldoo) 
asked  the  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  ofifering  for  sale  and 
ticketing  foreign  meat  as  British  meat 
is  an  inmngement  of  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act  under  Clause  3  (b)  relating 
to  ''  the  country  in  which  any  goods 
were  produced  ?  " 
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Thb  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  give  an  authoritative 
opinion  upon  the  construction  of  an  Act 
01  Parliament;  but  I  might  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  which  enacts  that  every  person  who 
applies  any  false  trade  description  to 
goods  is  guilty  of  an  offence  against  the 
Act,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  expression 
'^ trade  description"  includes  any  de- 
scription, statement,  or  other  indication, 
direct  or  indirect,  as  to  the  place  or 
country  in  which  any  goods  were  made 
or  produced;  and  that  the  expression 
''  goods  "  is  defined  as  meaning  anything 
which  is  the  subject  of  trade,  manufac- 
ture, or  merchandise. 

INLAND  REVENUE-SALE  OF  JUDICIAL 
STAMPS  FOR  INDIA. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  contract 
tor  the  supply  of  judicial  stamps  for 
India  expires  in  the  course  of  the  next 
few  months ;  whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  report  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Eevenue,  acting  for  the  Secretary 
of  State,  are  desirous  of  continuiug 
the  employment  of  the  present  con- 
tractors without  any  competition;  and 
whether,  some  months  since,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  decided  upon  calling  for 
tenders  for  the  supply  of  these  judicial 
stamps;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  sending  out  the  conditions 
of  tenders,  and  does  it  in  any  way  arise 
out  of  any  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Inland  Bevenue  or  their  Comptroller  of 
Stamps? 

Mb.  king  (Hull,  Central)  also  asked, 
Whether  hitherto  it  has  always  been 
the  practice  of  the  Director  General  of 
Stores  for  India  to  send  out  all  invi- 
tations to  tender  lor  Indian  stamps  (as 
in  the  case  of  all  other  articles)  and  to 
receive  such  tenders  to  be  finally  de- 
cided upon  by  the  Stores  Committee  of 
the  Council;  whether,  in  the  case  of 
the  judicial  stamps,  for  which  the  con- 
tract is  about  to  expire,  this  practice  has 
been  departed  from,  and  the  invitations 
sent  out  by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Bevenue  on  the  part  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State;  whether  the  tenders 
to  be  submitted  are  to  be  decided 
upon  by  the  Commissionets  of  Inland 
Bevenue;    whether  it  is  intended   by 


the  Secretary  of  State  that  the  Stores 
Committee  and  the  Director  General 
shall  in  future  abdicate  their  functions 
in  the  matter  of  stamps  in  favour  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue  and 
their  officers;  and,  whether,  in  the 
matter  of  contracts,  anything  more  is 
required  from  the  officers  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Department  as  against  the 
salaries  paid  them  by  the  Indian  Office 
for  the  general  supervision  of  the  manu- 
facture, than  that  their  technical  know- 
ledge shall  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Stores'  Committee  and  the  Director 
General,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  arrive 
at  a  proper  decision  upon  purely  tech- 
nical points  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  contract  for  judicial  stamps  for  India 
expires  in  a  short  time,  and  the  further 
supply  will  be  open  to  competition 
among  a  limited  number  of  selected 
firms.  In  1886  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  made  an  arrangement  with  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue,  by  which  the 
latter  were  to  act  as  his  agents  in,  among 
other  things,  the  renewal  of  such  con- 
tracts for  the  supply  of  stamps  as  might 
expire  from  time  to  time.  It  is  in  pur- 
suance of  this  arrangement  that  invi- 
tations to  tender  for  the  supply  of  judi- 
cial stamps  for  India  have,  since  the 
Question  was  placed  on  the  Paper, 
been  sent  out  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Bevenue.  The  Board,  however, 
acting  in  this  matter  as  the  agents  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  will  take  no  step 
of  importance  without  consulting  him. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— SAMOA. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  (Leicester) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  any  arrangement 
has  been  arrived  at  with  Germany  and 
the  United  States  for  the  settlement  of 
the  affairs  of  Samoa;  and,  whether  he 
can  give  any  information  as  to  the  fate 
of  King  Malietoa,  who  was  deported 
from  Samoa  in  a  German  man-of-war  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferottsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E. ) :  No  fresh  arrangement 
has  been  arrived  at  with  Germany  and 
the  United  States  for  the  settlement  of 
affairs  in  Samoa.  The  Conference  which 
met  at  Washington  last  June  adjourned 
for  the  consideration  of  the  several 
proposals  submitted  by  the  Governments 
concerned.    In  the  meantime,  the  rights 
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of  BriiiBh  subjects  in  Samoa  remain 
unimpaired.  We  haye  no  official  infor- 
mation where  Malietoa  now  is.  He 
surrendered  himself  to  a  German  man- 
of-war,  on  board  of  which  he  l^ft  the 
Island.  It  is  stated  in  The  Morning  Post 
of  yesterday  that  he  has  arrived  at  the 
Oameroons. 

WAR  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)— DEFAULT 
FOR  TENDERS. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  it  an  absolute  Bule  that, 
when  contractors  and  others  deliver 
goods  according  to  tender,  and  those 
goods  are  found  not  equal  to  sample,  the 
names  of  the  said  contractors  and  others 
shall  be  struck  off  the  list  of  those  to 
whom  tenders  are  sent  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
oastle) :  It  is  seldom  that  each  and  eveiy 
article  of  a  contract  is  sent  in  up  to  the 
standard.  Looking  to  the  necessity  of 
insuring  ample  competition,  it  is  not 
possible  to  go  beyond  the  Rule.  I  have 
already  stated  that  contractors  who  per- 
sistently disregard  the  standard  will  be 
excluded  from  the  list. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  STORE 
DEPARTMENT)-.RECENT  APPOINT- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  after  the  remarks  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  in  his  Report  con- 
cerning the  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment at  Woolwich,  as  regards  the  ap- 
pointment of  Messrs.  Hunt  and  Engles- 
ton,  over  the  heads  of  Messrs.  Dunn, 
Chase,  and  Orr,  steps  will  be  taken  to 
promote  the  latter,  or  give  them  some 
compensation  for  being  passed  over; 
whether,  after  the  statement  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  that  Sergeant  Haw- 
kins' '*  evidence  is  a  tissue  of  false- 
hoods," and  the  declaration  of  ''his 
extraordinary  inability  to  tell  the  truth," 
Sergeant  Hawkins  will  be  continued  as 
a  viewer  on  the  establishment ;  whether, 
after  the  threatening  letter  sent  by 
Messrs.  Boss  and  Company  to  Mr. 
Moody  and  Mr.  Dunn,  the  two  com- 
plainants in  the  Department,  and  the 
statement  of  the  Judge  Advocate  (Gene- 
ral "  that  the  letter  was  a  very  improper 
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one,  and  there  is  no  foundation  whatever 
for  the  charges  therein  made,"  the  said 
firm  of  contractors  will  be  further  dealt 
with  by  the  Government;  whether,  of 
the  11  specimens  of  hides  selected  for 
examination,  eight  of  them  contained 
glucose  of  from  20  per  cent  to  3d'20  per 
cent ;  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  glu- 
cose is  a  well-known  method  of  leather 
adulteration;  and,  whether  Inspectors 
and  Viewers,  who  are  admittedly  inca- 
pable of  detecting  this  mode  of  leather 
adulteration,  will  any  longer  be  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  in  that 
capacity  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAifHOFB)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  have  most  carefully  considered  the  re- 
sponsibility attaching  to  all  the  indivi- 
duals named  in  the  inquiry  before  the 
Judge  Advocate  Genend,  audi  am  quite 
prepared  to  state  my  decision.  But  I 
am  sure  that  the  House  will  see  that  a 
statement  dealing  with  transactions  ex- 
tending over  many  years,  and  g^vely 
affecting  numerous  individuals,  cannot 
be  made  in  answer  to  a  Question.  When 
I  do  80,  I  will  deal  with  all  the  in- 
dividualB  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  amount  of  glucose  in  hides  is 
one  upon  which  experts  appear  to  differ 
very  widely.  The  most  recent  Beport 
puts  the  glucose  at  10  or  12  per  cent.  It 
is  a  modem  method  of  loading  leather 
which  seems  to  me  to  have  been  clever 
enough  to  deceive  the  Government  In- 
spector. In  the  re-organization  of  the 
Inspection  branch  every  effort  shall  be 
made  to  make  it  thoroughly  efficient. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  any  information  as  to  the  adul- 
teration by  a  material  which  added 
nearly  double  the  weight  to  the  goods  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  afraid 
that  is  a  new  point,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  particulars  I  will 
give  him  the  mformation  I  have. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  will  do  so, 
and  furnish  a  sample. 

WAR  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS) -RETURNS. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.R) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  grant  the  Betam, 
standing  on  the  Notice  Paper  for  Friday, 
relating  to  Army  Contracts  f 

Teb  SEOBETASY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stuvhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
castle) :  I  am  afraid  we  oaanol 
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Betnnii  because  the  material  for  it  is 
not  in  our  poflsession.  I  am  exceedingly 
Borry  that  this  is  the  case ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  confer  with  me  again, 
as  he  did  the  other  day,  I  will  explain 
my  difficulty  to  him,  and  will  give  him 
every  information  which  is  possible  on 
this  point. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-NUMBERS. 

Mr.  PIGEERSGILL  (Bethnal  Qreen, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  What  is  the 
number  oi  constables,  and  what  is  the 
number  of  officers  of  each  grade,  who 
have  been  added  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  since  the  17th  of  Septem- 
ber last  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E. ) :  The 
hon.  Member  is  aware  that  the  strength 
of  the  London  Police  Force  constantly 
fluctuates.  Comparing  the  strength  of 
the  Force  now  and  on  the  17th  of  Sep- 
tember, it  is  now  greater  by  292  men, 
of  whom  157  are  Inspectors,  111  ser- 
geants, and  24  constables.  The  numbers 
in  the  ranks  of  Inspector  and  sergeant 
were  at  that  time  under  the  required 
strength. 

WAR  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)— TENDERS 

FOR  TWEED. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  a 
firm  named  Messrs.  Colbeck,  having  sent 
in  tenders  for  the  supply  of  tweed  at 
prices  varying  from  5«.  6} J.  to  5«.  llji. 
a-yard,  and  the  tenders  having  been 
accepted,  that  at  the  highest  price  being 
for  7,000  yards  only,  the  firm  neverthe- 
less were  paid  that  highest  price  for  the 
whole  amount  of  73,000  yards ;  whether 
a  contract  was  entered  into  with  Messrs. 
Wilson  and  Son  to  supply  tartan  at 
2«.  A^d.  a^yard.  Messrs.  Smith  and  Son, 
former  contractors  for  this  article, 
applied  to  be  relieved  of  some  surplus 
stock,  leaving  the  price  to  be  settled  by 
the  War  Office.  Their  request  was 
complied  with,  but  the  price  paid  was 
not  that  of  the  current  contract  with 
Messrs.  Wilson,  but  the  higher  price  of 
2#.  M.  under  the  expired  contract  with 
Messrs.  Smith  and  Son ;  whether  a  firm 
named  Messrs.  Davies  were  paid  20«., 
16«.  Zd.^  10«.  6i.,  and  27«.,  for  the  same 
articles,  which  another  firm,  Messrs. 
Thorp,  had  already  contracted  to  supply 


at  14«.,  \U,  Hi.,  10«.,  and  17«.  6</., 
respectively;  and,  whether  the  War 
Office  accepts  the  view  of  his  duties  taken 
by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
in  his  correspondence  with  them  on  these 
payments — namely,  that  his  control  ex- 
tends to  these  and  similar  cases  in  which 
administrative  action  appears  to  involve 
a  loss  to  the  public  ? 

thb  financial  secretary, 

WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Beodbiok) 
(Surrey,  Ouildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  hon.  Member  has  misread  the  Re- 
port of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General.  Messrs.  Colbeck  tendered  only 
at  the  prices  of  5«.  \\d.  and  bs,  W^d. 
The  tender  at  5«.  6}tf.  was  by  another 
firm,  to  whom  an  order  for  the  quantity 
with  which  they  could  safely  be  en- 
trusted was  given.  All  the  doth 
Messrs.  Colbeck  offered  at  5«.  \\d,  was 
taken  before  the  price  of  5«.  11}<^. 
was  paid.  When  an  order  for  73,000 
yards  supplementary  to  the  original 
supply  contracted  for — namely,  107,000, 
became  necessary,  it  was  given  to  Messrs. 
Colbeck  as  tried  and  responsible  con- 
tractors at  the  price  then  in  force ;  the 
other  contractors  at  lower  rates  having 
failed  on  a  previous  occasion  to  carry 
out  their  contracts  satisfactorily  for  this 
tweed.  As  regards  the  tartcms,  an  effort 
had  been  made  to  break  down  what  was 
practically  a  monopoly  by  Messrs. 
Wilson ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  had  been  to 
a  great  expense  in  carrying  out  very 
satisfactorily  a  triennial  contract  for 
9,000  yards  per  annum,  at  a  price  lower 
than  that  of  Messrs.  Wilson.  When, 
however,  the  contracts  came  to  be  re- 
newed in  1885,  the  latter  tendered  at  a 
Srice  still  lower,  and  were  accepted, 
[essrs.  Smith  then  applied  to  have  3,000 
yards  taken  off  their  hands ;  and,  as  there 
was  every  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
way  in  which  they  had  done  their  work, 
this  was  permitted,  according  to  many 
precedents,  at  the  price  governing  their 
contract.  The  contract  of  Messrs.  Thorp 
was  comparatively  an  unimportant  one 
for  forage  cap  ribbons.  They  were  new 
contractors,  and  their  tender  was  much 
below  all  other  competitors;  but  dis- 
putes arose  as  to  measurements  and 
other  matters,  and  their  contract  was 
cancelled  instead  of  being  enforced 
against  them.  This  is  the  usual  course 
as  regards  new  contractors,  the  object 
being  not  to  deter  firms  from  widening 
the  area  of  competition  as  regards  future 
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supplies.  The  ribbons  were  obtained 
under  another  contract  at  rates  higher 
than  those  of  Messrs.  Thorp ;  but  lower 
than  those  which  had  obtained  before 
they  entered  the  field.  The  whole  ^f 
these  facts  will,  no  doubt,  be  investi- 
gated by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
It  is  clearly  shown  by  the  correspondence 
at  page  208  of  the  Army  Appropriation 
Account  that  the  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  accept  the  claim  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Department  to  control  his 
discretion  in  matters  of  administration ; 
and  that  correspondence  will  be  laid 
before  the  FubHc  Accounts  Committee. 

INDIA— GRAVING   DOCK  IN    BOMBAY 

HARBOUE. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  What  steps  are  being  taken  to 
provide  paving  dock  accommodation  in 
Bombay  Harbour  for  iron-dads  and  large 
mercantile  steamers  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
Estimates  and  plans  are  being  prepared, 
and  schemes  have  been  submitted  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Admiralty. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by 
Mr.  Streeter  at  a  meeting  of  the  Royal 
Geographical  Society  on  Monday  night, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  has,  by  re- 
fusing to  carry  out  the  concession 
entered  into  by  the  Earl  of  Dufiferin  for 
the  lease  of  the  Ruby  Mines  in  Burmah, 
caused  a  loss  to  the  Indian  Revenues  in 
one  year  of  3f  lakhs  of  rupees,  or 
£37,600  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Oobst)  (Chatham) : 
It  is  impossible  to  state  the  exact  loss  to 
the  revenues  of  the  year  by  the  working 
of  the  Ruby  Mines  having  been  post- 
poned. On  the  other  hand,  the  exhaus- 
tion of  the  mines  has  not  commenced, 
and  the  revenue  lost  in  the  present  year 
will,  in  ordinary  course,  be  realized  in 
years  to  come. 

INDIA- LICENSING  OF  IMMORALITY- 
WORKING     OF     THE     CONTAGIOUS 

DISEASES  Acrrs. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditob, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 

Mr.  Brodriok 


State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  in  the  cantonment  of  Muttra  the 
medical  officer,  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Acts,  reports  complaining  that — 

'*  The  regimental  matron  lacks  energy,  and 
does  not  tiUEe  trouble  to  attract  good -looking 
women," 

and  suggests  that — 

"  She  should  be  got  rid  of,  and  a  nfbre  suit« 
able  woman  appointed ;  *' 

whether  he  further  reports  that — 

''  If,  as  a  precaution  against  venereal  diseases, 
women  are  necessary  to  be  entertained,  steps 
should  be  taken  to  ensure  that  attractire  women 
are  kept  ;** 

and,  whether  similar  recommendations 
have  heen  made  by  the  medical  officers 
of  any  other  cantonments  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  to  him  on  Taeeday, 
when  I  informed  him  that  I  had  already 
stated  last  week  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  which  cor- 
roborates such  statements  as  that  implied 
in  the  Question;  but  that  he  was  in 
communication  with  the  Gh>yemment  of 
India  on  the  subject. 

WALES— THE     TITHE      AGITATION- 
TITHE  SEIZURES  AND  SALES. 

Mb.  J.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  &o.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that, 
at  every  tithe  seizure  and  tithe  sale 
which  has  taken  place  in  Flintshire  dur- 
ing the  last  six  weeks,  the  "  Emergency 
men"  attending  the  solicitor  to  the 
Clergy  Defence  Association  have  invari- 
ably been  armed  with  cutlasses  and  re- 
volvers ;  whether  the  solicitor  himself 
did,  at  a  tithe  sale  held  at  Nanneroh,  in 
the  said  county,  on  Thursday,  the  28rd 
February  last,  draw  out  a  revolver, 
which  he  displayed  to  the  people ;  and, 
whether  he  approves  of  such  a  body- 
guard, who  have  not  been  sworn  in  as 
special  constables,  and  who  are  so  armed, 
following  an  irresponsible  individual 
among  excited  people  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birminffham,  E.):  I  have 
no  information  on  wis  subject  beyond 
that  which  I  gave  to  the  House  on 
the  23rd  of  February  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Bir.  8. 
Smith),  and  have  nothing  to  add  to  what 
I  then  said. 
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METROPOLITAN  POLICE— CROSSING 

SWEEPERS. 

Mb.  PICEEESOILL  (Betbnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
at  Glerkenwell  Police  Court  on  Tuesday 
two  crossing  sweepers  were  charged  by 
the  police  with  begging,  and  that  tbey 
were  both  discharged  by  the  learned 
magistrate,  who  remarked,  in  the  first 
case,  that— 

"  The  prisoner  seemed  to  get  his  Hying  in  a 
legitimate  way  as  a  crossing  sweeper,  and  he 
did  not  see  why  the  constable  had  taken  him 
into  custody;"' 

whether  these  prosecutions  were  under- 
taken with  his  sanction  or  knowledge ; 
whether  the  defendants  were,  or  either 
of  them  was,  detained  one  night  in 
custody ;  and,  whether  provision  is  made 
for  sweeping  crossings  by  the  Vestries, 
or  any  other  Public  Authority ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
the  interference  of  the  police  for  the 
future  with  crossing  sweepers  plying 
their  occupation  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  As  to 
one  of  the  boys  alluded  to,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  any  information. 
As  to  the  other,  the  Commissioner  of 
Police  informs  me  that  he  was  charged  I 
because,  although  he  had  a  broom,  he  j 
was  seen  begging  and  receiving  money 
away  from  any  crossing,  and  at  a  place 
where  the  roadway  had  not  been  swept. 
I  had  no  knowledge  of  these  prosecu- 
tions. I  understand  that  the  boy  was 
detained  all  night  in  custody,  no  bail 
being  offered.  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  have  power,  under  the  Metro- 
polis Local  Management  Act,  to  appoint 
and  pay  crossing  sweepers ;  but  1  am 
not  aware  that  they  have  acted  on  this 
power.  The  instructions  to  the  police, 
given  in  1881,  are  that  crossing  sweepers 
who  do  not  beg  or  run  after  people  are 
not  to  be  intenered  with ;  but  that  if 
they  annoy  passengers  by  begging  they 
may  be  charged. 

LAW  AND  JQSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  -  THE  ASaiZRS  —  NORTH 
EASTERN  CIRCUIT. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE 
(Leeds,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 


has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  the  North 
Eastern  Circuit  tbe  Assize  business  has 
been  commenced  at  Leeds  instead  of 
at  Newcastle ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Her  Majesty's  Judges  have  been  unable 
to  finish  the  civil  business  at  Leeds  and 
have  proceeded  to  York,  it  being  stated 
that  they  will  return  to  Leeds  at  a  future 
date  to  finish  the  civil  business;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  an  arrangement  by  which 
great  inconvenience  is  caused  to  the 
public  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Judges 
arranged  to  go  to  Leeds  first,  instead  of 
to  Newcastle  this  Circuit.  The  Lord 
Ohancellor  informs  me  that  he  has  no 
official  intimation  as  to  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  Question.  If  it  should  be 
found  at  Leeds,  or  elsewhere,  that  in- 
convenience has  been  caused  by  the 
recent  attempt  to  discontinue  the  group- 
ing of  counties  for  criminal  business 
without  unduly  prolonging  the  Circuits, 
the  Judges  will,  no  doubt,  carefully 
consider  the  matter,  and,  if  possible, 
remedy  it,  if  that  can  be  done  without 
causing  still  greater  inconvenience  to 
other  places. 

ARMY— PURCHASE  OF  ARTILLERY 

HORSES. 

Mh.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
as  stated  by  the  Auditor  General  in  his 
Report,  the  authorized  charge  for  Artil- 
lery horses  purchased  in  England  is 
£45,  and  for  Oavalry  £40  ;  whether  an 
ofifer  was  received  from  a  Mr.  Patterson, 
of  Toronto,  to  land  400  to  600  suitable 
Canadian  horses  at  Liverpool  at  a  cost 
of  £40  each;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  cost  of  the  horses  and  mules 
procured  in  Canada  amounted  to  over 
£52  each,  in  addition  to  the  expenses  of 
the  Committee  despatched  to  purchase 
them ;  or,  if  not,  what  was  the  cost  f 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  authorized  charge  for  horses  is  as 
stated  in  the  Question.  Mr.  Patterson 
did  make  the  oflfer  quoted ;  but  the  offer 
in  itself  was  no  guarantee  that  the 
horses  would  prove  suitable  for  military 
requirements.  As  the  purchase  was  of 
an  experimental  nature,  it  was  con- 
sidered preferable  that  the  purchasing 
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officers  should  themRelves  yiew  the  con- 
ditions obtaining  in  the  Canadian 
markets.  Including  all  expenses,  the 
horses  purchased  in  Canada  haye 
reached  £64,  and  their  ages  averaged 
4  ll-12th  jears.  Those  bought  in  the 
United  Kingdom  averaged  £43,  with 
an  average  age  of  3  9- 12th  years.  A 
horse  is  useless  for  military  purposes 
till  five  years  old,  and  costs  about  £36 
a-year  for  maintenance.  Consequentiy 
the  Canadian  horses,  when  they  become 
available  for  service,  will  have  cost  £66 
each,  while  those  of  home  growth  will 
have  cost  £74.  The  Canadian  horses 
have  given  great  satisfaction.  Pending 
inquiries  into  their  cost  and  other  cir- 
cumstances, I  have  stopped  the  further 
purchase  of  Canadian  horses;  but  my 
military  advisers  now  press  me  to  decide 
whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
keep  touch  with  the  Canadian  horse 
supply  by  purchasing  from  there  a 
limited  supply  annually. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT— AGRI- 
CULTURAL AND  DAIRY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Departmental  Commission  on  Agricul- 
tural and  Dairy  Schools,  that  a  central 
normal  school  of  agriculture,  provided 
and  maintained  by  tne  State,  should  be 
established  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Rugby  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  A  sum 
of  £5,000  has  been  inserted  in  the  Esti- 
mate of  the  Agricultural  Department  as 
a  g^ant  in  aid  for  giving  effect  to  such 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Depart- 
mental Commission  on  Agricultural  and 
Dairy  Schools  as  may  be  adopted  by 
the  Government.  The  details  are  still 
under  discussion,  and  the  above  amount 
is  not  intended  to  represent  the  final 
amount  of  the  grant. 


BOARD  OF  INLAND  REVENUE— POLI- 
TICAL SERVANTS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasuxy,  Whether  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  last  year  addressed  to  a  Civil 
servant  in  their  Department  a  letter 
containing  the  following  sentence : — 

"Ton  cannot  be  permitted  by  them  (the 
Botfd)  to  lecture  on,  publicly  ipeak  on,  or  take 

Ifr.  E.  Stanhope 


any  public  part  in  the  discussion  of  Home 
Rule ; " 

and,  whether  Sir  Alfred  Slade,  Reoeiver 
General  of  Inland  Revenue,  was  at  that 
time  a  prominent  member  of  the  Prim- 
rose League  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
words  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  addressed  to  an  officer  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  Service,  and  only  gave 
expression  to  a  Rule  which  is  general 
throughout  the  Civil  Service,  in  regard 
to  all  shades  of  politics.  Sir  Alfred 
Slade,  Receiver  General  of  Inland 
Revenue,  is  a  Trustee  of  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  funds  of  the  Primrose 
League ;  but,  as  such,  I  do  not  consider 
that  he  can  be  regarded  as  a  prominent 
member  of  the  League. 

CUSTOMS   DEPARTMENT  — POLITICAL 

SERVANTS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  following  Rule 
is  in  force  in  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment : — 

"  You  are  not  to  hold  any  corporate  office, 
nor  are  yon  in  any  way  to  inf erf  ere  in  the 
election  of  Memben  to  serye  in  Parliament, 
beyond  recording  yonr  Yote,  should  you  be  so 
entitled,  nor  are  you  to  be  a  Member  of  any 
Orange  Lodge,  nor  to  take  part  in  any  Party 
procession,  nor  belong  to  any  Political  Society, 
nor  are  you  to  subscribe  to,  or  to  be  a  member 
of,  or  attend  any  meeting  of  any  Association 
for  a  political  purpose,  nor  to  subscribe  to  funds 
raised  for  such  purposes,'* 

Thb  FIE8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
hon.  Member  quotes  a  Bale  which  was 
altered  hy  the  Board  of  Customs  in 
1874,  when  the  Bevenue  Officers  Elec- 
toral Disabilities  Bemoval  Act  was 
passed.  Since  that  time  the  restriction 
as  to  ''  non-interference  in  the  election 
of  Members  of  Parliament  beyond  re- 
cording your  vote"  has  been  removed 
from  the  Rule. 

D£EDS  OF  AEBANGEMENT  ACT,  1887— 
CHARGES  FOR  SEARCUING. 

Mb.  0.  Y.  MORGAN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  Treasury,  Why  the  sum  of  2«.  6ii. 
is  charged  for  searching  the  Registers 
under  Section  12  of  '*The  Deeds  of 
Arrangement  Act,  1887,"  whilst  only  1«. 
is  charged  for  a  similar  search  in  the 
same  office  under  "The  BiUs  of  Sale 
Act,  1882;  "  and,  whether, 
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that  the  Act  was  passed  for  the  better 
knowledge  and  benefit  of  the  trading 
classes,  and  that  the  sum  of  ]«.  is  speci- 
fically mentioned  in  the  Act,  it  is  pos- 
sible to  reduce  the  charge  to  1«.  f 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
fee  under  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act 
differs  from  that  imder  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Act,  because  it  is  imposed,  not  only  for 
the  search,  but  also  for  the  extract  taken 
from  the  Begister.  Under  the  latter 
Act  there  is  one  fee  for  search  and 
another  for  extract;  under  the  former 
Act  one  fee  covers  both. 

ARMY  — CIVIL  APPOINTMENTS  FOR 
RESERVE  AND  DISCHARGED  SOL- 
DIERS. 

CoLONHL  DUNOAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether,  to  encourage  recruiting 
and  to  reward  faithful  service,  a  propor- 
tion of  suitable  minor  appointments  in 
the  various  Gh>vemments  Departments 
can  be  allotted  to  reserve  and  discharged 
soldiers;  and,  if  so,  what  that  proportion 
will  be  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
question  of  the  employment  of  reserve 
and  discharged  soldiers  in  the  Oivil 
Service  is  one  that  has  been  frequently 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who,  as  their  Predecessors  have 
done,  admit  the  desirability  of  such 
employment  being  found,  when  prac- 
ticable, for  both  soldiers  and  sailors. 
Whenever  it  is  possible,  the  Rules  for 
entiy  into  the  Oivil  Service  have  been 
relaxed,  so  far  as  regards  the  age  limit, 
in  favour  of  soldiers  and  sailors ;  but  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  while  such  relaxation  should  be 
granted  in  regard  to  age,  no  such  in- 
aulgenee  should  be  given  with  respect 
to  other  qualifications.  The  qualifica- 
tions required  for  the  minor  posts 
iJluded  to  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  are  not  of  a  high  order,  and  are 
only  those  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  attached 
to  the  situations.  Constant  progress  has 
been  made  in  the  direction  of  the  more 
frequent  employment  of  these  men ;  and 
I  think  Members  of  thu  House  would 
recognize  such  progress  if  they  looked 
at  the  Rules  governing  entry  into  the 
Oivil  Service  and  noted  the  number  of 
posts  which,  by  relaxation  of  the  age 


limit,  have  been  thrown  open  to  soldiers 
and  sailors. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  progress,  if  any,  has  been 
made  in  the  Public  Departments  towards 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  which  sat  in  1876  and 
1877,  on  the  Oivil  Employment  of 
Meritorious  Discharged  and  Reeerve 
Soldiers ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
desirability  of  further  popularising  re* 
oruiting  for  the  Army,  he  can  hold  out 
hopes  Uiat  the  question  will  be  further 
practically  developed  this  year  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANHOFE)(Lincolnshire,  Homcastle  j, 
in  reply,  said,  they  had  not  made  so 
much  progress  as  they  had  hoped  for 
in  osurrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee.  He  had  lately 
circulated  a  letter  addressed  to  himself 
by  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  strongly 
urging  on  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  giving  effect  to  those  recommenda- 
tions. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Thb  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  moving — 

'*  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  sabseqaent  to 
Sapply  be  postponed  until  after  the  Notioe  of 
Motion  relating  to  PabHo  Meetings  in  the 
Metropolis,*' 

said :  I  think  that,  in  all  probability,  this 
will  be  the  last  occasion  on  which  it 
will  be  necessary  to  make  such  a  Motion, 
as  under  the  new  Rules  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  put  Motions 
on  the  Paper  in  the  order  in  which  they 
will  be  taken. 

Motion  agrcBd  to, 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  T. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SEaVICBS  (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  1887-8). 

SiTBTLY^eonsidergd  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Glass  IV. — Education,  Soibitob,  and 

Abt. 

(1.)  £130,  Supplementary,  London 
University.  — 
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Class  Y. — Fobbign  and  Colonial 
Sebyices. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£6,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1888,  for  the  Expenses  of  Special 
Missions  Abroad." 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  need  not  say  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  into  the  merits  of  the  Treaty  which 
has  been  signed  by  Mr.  Chamberlain  in 
the  United  States.  I  assume  for  the 
sake  of  argument  that  the  yery  best 
man  was  sent  out.  I  will  assume  that 
the  Treaty  is  the  veiy  best  Treaty  that 
could  possibly  have  been  signed,  and  I 
will  auo  assume  that  the  time  chosen 
for  sending  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
out  for  the  signing  of  the  Treaty  was  the 
yery  best  time,  although  it  used  to  be  a 
rule  of  diplomacy  in  regard  to  the  United 
States  that  it  was  a  radical  mistake  to 
treat  with  that  country  just  before  a 
Presidential  Election,  when  the  Ministry 
would  probably  not  haye  a  majority  in 
the  Senate  to  ratify  the  Treaty.  I 
assume  all  this.  My  objections  are 
entirely  of  a  financial  character.  Diplo* 
macy,  I  find,  costa  this  country  £241,000 
per  annum,  besides  what  we  pay  for  the 
Consular  Seryice,  and  these  diplomatists 
are  engaged  in  political  matters,  and 
political  matters  alone.  In  the  United 
States  we  haye  an  eminent  gentleman 
as  our  Minister,  who  has  a  large  staff, 
and  a  salary  in  excess  of  that  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  I  should  like  to  know, 
then,  why  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment 
should  haye  considered  it  necessary  to 
send  out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
special  Mission,  instead  of  entrusting 
the  negotiations  of  the  Treaty  to  a 
gentleman  of  such  high  authority  and 
character,  which  is  obviously  the  fact 
seeing  that  our  Representative  receives 
so  high  a  salary  ?  I  maintain  that  if  it 
is  necessary  to  send  out  special  Missions, 
we  ought  do  away  with  our  permanent 
Legation,  which  in  the  United  States 
costs  us  £8,000  a  year,  or  make  use  of 
it  when  it  is  found  necessary  to  enter 
special  Treaties.  We  haye  had  many 
special  Missions — that  special  Mission 
of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  a  matter 
which  came  on  for  repeated  discussion 
during  the  last  two  years.     The  objec- 


tion taken  against  that  Mission  was  not 
that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  not 
an  eminent  diplomatist,  but  that  he  was 
sent  to  Constantinople  and  Egypt,  and 
that  at  both  places  we  had  a  permanent 
Bepresentatiye  of  the  highest  class  who 
could  have  done  the  business.  I  am 
opposing  this  grant  not  only  because  I 
object  to  these  Missions  as  being  alto- 
gether unnecessary,  but  also  on  the 
ground  of  their  excessive  cost.  The 
House,  no  doubt,  was  surprised  to  find 
that  so  large  a  sum  as  £3,900  was  put 
down  as  the  cost  of  the  special  Mission 
to  Washington ;  but  the  House  will  be 
more  surprised  to  learn  that  this  is  not 
the  whole  of  the  expenditure.  It  will 
be  found  that  the  sum  taken  generally 
for  special  Missions  last  year  also  in- 
cluded part  of  the  expenditure  upon  the 
Washington  Mission. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  f Sir 
James  Febousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) : 
That  was  a  mistake.  The  Vote  of  £3,900 
covers  the  whole  expenditure. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  can  easily 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
jumping  up  to  correct  that  statement, 
because  in  itself  it  is  so  monstrous  that 
it  would  haye  been  too  outrageous  to 
ask  for  more.  It  appears  that  this  sum 
of  £3,900  is  the  cost  of  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's Mission. 

The  chairman  op  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtwet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
Order,  order !  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  entitled  to  allude  to  a  Member  of 
this  House  by  his  name,  but  must  con- 
fine himself  to  the  place  which  that 
Member  represents. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  I  thought  I 
was  in  Order,  because  I  was  only 
quoting.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  went  out  to  the  United 
States  to  undertake  this  Mission.  The 
journey  to  America  would  cost,  there 
and  back,  £180.  [An  hon.  Mbmbeb: 
Second-class.]  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  that  would  be  second-class ;  but  it 
is  not  so  ;  it  would  be  first-class.  Sup- 
posing that  the  sum  amounted  to  £190, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  account  for  the 
i^est  of  the  money  we  are  asked  to  yote. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  started  on  his 
Mission  on  the  29th  of  October,  and  re- 
turned on  the  1  st  of  March.  That  would 
be  123  days.  Reducing  it  further  by 
the  14  days  during  which  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  was  at  sea,  about  109  will 
be  left.  I  think,  if  hon.  Members  will 
make  an  estimate  of  what  the  cost  of 
this  Mission  has  been  during  those  109 
days,  it  will  be  found  that  it  amounts  to 
something  like  £33  or  £34  a-day.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spent  at 
Washington  more  than  £30  per  diem. 
Now,  in  Washington,  as  everybody 
knows,  there  are  fixed  charges.  I 
appeal  to  any  hon.  Member  who  has 
been  there,  whether  at  Washington  the 
charge  is  not  about  5  dollars  per  diem — 
or  £l — for  lodging,  and  the  same  for 
bed?  Then,  allowing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  £1  a-day  for  wine,  and  £2 
a-day  for  incidental  expenses,  the  total 
would  come  to  about  £5  a-day.  Well, 
here  we  have  an  excessive  charge  of 
more  than  £30  a-day,  exclusive  of  clerks. 
Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  spend  even  more  than 
that  if  it  is  to  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  public.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  hospitable ; 
but  we  have  a  Minister  there — Sir 
L.  Saokville  West — who  receives  a 
salary  which  is  intended  to  be  expended 
in  hospitality,  and  there  was  no  reason 
why  a  Special  Commissioner  should  also 
indulge  in  hospitality.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  was  sent  by  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment ;  but  I  should  be  very  much 
surprised  to  learn  that  his  expenses 
amounted  to  £30  a-day. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  He  had  10  or  12  fol- 
lowers. 

Ma.  LABOnCHEHE :  I  am  speaking 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  himself,  and  not 
of  his  followers ;  and  I  want  to  know 
whether  that  gentleman  put  in  his  pocket 
£30  per  diem?  I  certainly  thinlc  that 
the  charge  is  far  too  much,  and  that 
when  we  send  out  a  gentleman  on  a 
special  Mission  it  is  not  necessary  that 
he  should  live  like  a  Prince,  and  prac- 
tise princely  hospitality  at  our  expense. 
I  may  be  asked  why  I  do  not  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Vote.  I  do  not  take 
that  course,  although  I  object  entirely  to 
special  Missions.  My  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind me  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings),  who  also 
comes  from  Birmingham,  voted  against 
the  cost  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission  last  year ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
he  will  vote  with  me  on  this  occasion. 
When  a  gentleman  goes  out  on  a  special 
Mission,  we  are  always  told  that  he  is 
making  noble  sacrifices  for  his  country. 


That,  I  am  bound  to  say,  is  all  clap- 
trap. Gentlemen  are  glad  to  go  out  on 
special  Missions,  and  obtain  some  sort 
of  political  position  by  negotiating 
Treaties,  spending  the  country's  money, 
and  enjoying  themselves.  I  trust  that 
the  Committee  will  refuse  to  sanction 
this  expenditure,  not  only  because  the 
expenditure  is  excessive,  but  because 
this  House  ought,  once  and  for  all,  to 
set  down  its  foot  upon  special  Missions 
for  the  discharge  of  duties  which  ought 
to  be  performed  by  our  permanent  Mi- 
nisters. I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Yote  by  the  sum  of  £3,900,  the  cost 
of  the  special  Mission  to  the  United 
States. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,000,  be  granted  for  the  said  Ser- 
vice."— {^Mr,  Zabouchere.) 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  directed  his  remarks 
chiefly  to  the  question  of  special  Mis- 
sions. I  think  that  course  is  greatly 
to  be  approved,  inasmuch  as  he  has 
not  introduced  any  material  topics  be- 
yond those  of  broad  policy;  and  it 
is  very  right  that  the  House  should 
be  informed  of  the  reasons  why 
these  special  Missions  are  employed. 
When  the  hon.  Member  spoke  to  me 
the  other  day  in  the  Lobby  about  this 
Mission,  as  far  as  I  can  remember,  I 
said  that  this  Supplementary  Estimate 
must  be  considered  as  in  excess  of  the 
sum  already  provided  by  Parliament, 
but  that  there  might  be  some  balance 
from  the  general  Vote  which  had  not 
been  absorbed.  But,  looking  at  the 
particulars,  I  find  that  that  is  not  the 
case,  and,  as  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
the  total  expenses  of  the  Mission  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  will  be 
covered  by  the  Vote  now  presented  to 
the  Committee.  The  hon.  Member  has 
said  that  the  expense  of  this  Mission  is 
monstrous.  Those  who  are  acquainted 
with  the  usual  expenses  on  these  occa- 
sions will  consider  it  a  moderate  amount ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  expenses  of 
any  Mission  was  ever  covered  by  so  low 
a  sum.  It  was  the  special  wish  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  numbers 
of  the  Mission  should  be  kept  within 
the  narrowest  limits  compatible  with  its 
efficiency.  He  was  accompanied  by  the 
able  head  of  the  Treaty  Department  in 
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the  Foraign  Offloe,  and  a  very  effident 
olerk  also  from  that  Department.  That 
was  all.  Bat  I  should  like  to  show  how 
small  this  Vote  really  is.  Since  1880, 
it  is  very  much  the  smallest  Yote  under 
this  head,  by  a  oom^arison  between  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  for  special 
Missions  during  the  past  10  years. 
The  yearly  average  has  been  £27,000, 
whereas  this  year  it  is  only  £6,500; 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  Mission 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  those 
of  Mr.  l^ortal  to  Abyssinia  and  Sir 
Frederiok  Weld  to  Borneo,  no  Vote  at 
all  would  have  been  necessary.  No 
doubt,  it  is  very  inconvenient  to  have 
Supplementary  Estimates  at  all.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  when  we  have 
a  Representative  at  any  foreign  Court 
it  cannot  be  necessary  to  send  out  a 
special  diplomatist,  and  that  we  have 
already  a  very  able  diplomatist  at 
Washington.  But  that  has  not  been 
found  in  former  years  to  obviate  the 
neoessity  of  special  Missions.  The  spe- 
cial Mission  of  the  Marquess  of  Ripon 
bridged  over  a  very  serious  international 
difficulty.  Special  Missions  are  resorted 
to  only  after  long  negotiations  of  the 
ordinary  character,  when,  for  various 
reasons,  such  as  national  sentiment, 
matters  have  not  been  brought  to  a 
conclusion.  It  is  then  only  right,  and 
highly  desirable,  that  fresh  minds  should 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject, 
and  that  a  special  conference,  partaking 
somewhat  of  the  nature  of  arbitration, 
should  be  brought  together,  by  which  a 
compromise  and  a  settlement  should  be 
arrived  at.  In  some  cases  serious  diffi- 
•ulties  have  been  avoided  between 
nations  by  such  means.  In  the  pre- 
sent case,  for  a  great  many  years 
differences,  now  happily  brought  to  a 
conclusion,  were  the  source  of  a  great 
amount  of  friction  between  this  country 
and  America;  and  they  had  only  re- 
cently threatened  severe  complications 
by  Acts  passed  by  Oongress  giving  dis- 
cretionary powers  to  the  President  to 
stop  Canadian  iniports.  It  appeared  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
occasion  was  one  for  a  special  effort  to 
be  made  in  order  to  bring  these  unfor- 
tunate difficulties  to  a  conclusion.  The 
time  chosen  for  the  Mission  was  simply 
that  at  which  the  negotiations  were  ripe. 
The  negotiations  had  been  going  on  for 
years ;  but,  happily,  last  autumn  they 
arrived  at  that  sts^e  when  they  were 
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ripe  for  a  conference;  it  was  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  the  matter  to  an  end  at  the  earliest 
possible  time;  and  it  would  not  have 
been  right  to  have  put  off  the  conference 
because  a  Presidential  Election  would 
take  place  before  it  was  completed.  It 
was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take  up  the  matter  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  The  hon.  Member 
said  he  'was  not  going  to  discuss  the 
nature  of  the  arrangement  which  had 
been  arrived  at,  and  I  certainly  do  not 
propose  to  enter  into  any  details  with 
regard  to  it,  and  the  Papers  which  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Taole  this  evening 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
immediately.  I  believe,  however,  it 
will  be  found  to  be  a  juat  and 
honourable  settlement,  and  its  nego- 
tiation to  have  been  marked  by  the 
most  gratifying  features.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  conducted  the  negotia- 
tions on  the  part  of  this  country  with 
very  great  ability  and  patience ;  and  he 
was  met  by  the  Eepresentativea  of  the 
United  States  in  amostoondliatory  apiii. 
The  Canadian  Representatives  ana  Go- 
vernment have  seconded  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  giving  up  some  thinas 
long  considered  as  their  imdienaUe 
rights,  and  all  parties  have  exhibited  a 
sincere  desire  to  bring  about  a  satisfac- 
tory settlement.  The  Treaty  requires 
ratification  in  America,  and,  I  hope^  will 
be  ratified;  but  in  the  meantime  a 
modus  Vivendi  has  been  established  by 
which  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  will 
come  into  operation  at  once  and  remain 
in  force  for  two  years,  until  it  is  ratified. 
It  would  be  most  unfortunate  that  a 
nation,  than  whom  there  is  none  we 
more  desire  to  live  on  friendly  terms 
with,  should  suffer  itself  in  any  way  to 
be  suided  by  Party  spirit  in  reference 
to  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty.  It  is  a 
matter  of  international  rejoicing  and  of 
congratulation  for  all  who  have  the  good. 
of  this  country  at  heart  that  we  have 
arrived  at  a  settlement  of  this  matter,  and 
that  the  cordial  relations  which  should 
always  subsist  between  this  country  and 
the  United  States  will  continue  unim- 
T)  aired 

Sin  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  was  in  America  and  in 
Washington  while  the  Oonfermnee  was 
sitting,  and  I  certainly  do  not  agvee 
with  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
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(Mr.  Laboaobere).  I  therefore  feel 
bound  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  have  nothing  to  say  in  deprecia- 
tion of  the  diplomatic  talent  of  Sir 
Sackville  West.  I  think  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's OoYernment  were  well  advised 
in  sending  to  America  as  their  special 
Commissioner  the  best  man  they  could 
lay  their  hands  upon.  Again,  I  say, 
apart  from  the  wider  and  more  diffi- 
cult political  considerations  to  which 
the  Mover  has  alluded,  in  my  opinion 
the  Oovernment  did  send  about  the  best 
man  that  could  be  found.  They  could 
not  have  selected  a  man  more  grateful 
to  the  Americans  than  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  The 
Americans  have  recognized  his  tact, 
talent,  and  ability,  and  I  believe  he  has 
achieved  a  success  in  the  matter  which 
few  men  in  the  country  could  have 
accomplished.  No  doubt  there  are 
some  political  considerations  which  still 
stand  in  the  way ;  but  it  is  an  agreeeble 
surprise  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  has  succeeded 
as  well  as  he  has.  He  had  to  conciliate 
in  these  matters  not  only  the  United 
States,  but  also  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
I  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  country  are  very  much  to  be 
congratulated  on  the  measure  of  success 
which  has  been  obtained .  It  is  a  matter 
of  great  congratulation  that  a  modus 
vivindi  has  been  arrived  at,  and  that  so 
much  has  been  done  under  the  circum- 
stances. I  would  not  feel  inclined  to 
criticize  too  narrowly  the  expenditure 
which  has  been  incurred.  Nor  am  I  in 
a  position  to  criticize  that  expenditure. 
Those  who  are  acquainted  with  America 
know  that  Washington  is  an  extremely 
expensive  city.  The  Americans  them- 
selves do  these  things  handsome,  and  it  is 
only  right  and  proper  that  our  Bepresen- 
tative  should  do  the  handsome  luso.  I 
presume  that  this  Vote  does  not  include 
any  part  of  the  expenditure  incurred  by 
Canada,  and  with  regard  to  the  expense 
of  the  Mission  the  personnel  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  numbered  two  or 
three  persons  only,  was  nothing  com- 
pared to  the  splendid  Mission  which 
came  from  Canada,  and  which  consisted 
of  10  or  12  Canadian  officials.  The 
following  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  humility  itself  compared  with  the 
Mission  from  Canada.  I  think  that 
what  has  been  achieved  is  very  well 
worth  £3,900  and  a  great  deal  more. 

VOL,  CCCXXn.    [tihrd  series.] 


If  it  has  unfortunately  happened  that 
the  treaty  has  not  been  immediately 
ratified,  that  has  been  due  to  wider 
considerations  not  immediately  con- 
nected with  this  fishery  dispute.  I  can 
testify  to  this  fact,  that  999  out  of  every 
1000  of  the  population  of  the  United 
States  do  not  care  two  straws  for  the 
Fisheries  Question,  but  the  interest  in 
that  question  is  confined  to  a  single 
County  in  New  Eugland.  No  doubt 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  consider  the  inter- 
ests of  that  Country;  but  if  ultimate 
success  does  not  succeed  the  labours  of 
the  Conference,  it  will  be  due  to  other 
causes.  I  would  suggest  that  there 
should  be  some  standing  system  of 
arbitration  upon  questions  of  this  nature, 
and  I  wish  that  the  Mission  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  United  States 
had  been  in  the  character  of  Arbitra- 
tor. I  trust  that  the  Committee  will 
pass  the  Vote  and  that  steps  will  be 
taken  to  make  it  impossible  that 
difficulties  of  this  kind  should  hereafter 
arise  between  ourselves  and  the  United 
States. 

Me.'  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  rBdin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  There  can  oe  no 
doubt,  Sir,  of  two  thinga.  In  the  first 
place,  I  think  that  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government  selected  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  as  their  nego- 
tiator with  the  United  States  on  the 
Fisheries  Question,  they  chose  a  man  of 
very  eminent  abilities  and  of  very  great 
competence,  indeed,  for  the  particular 
case  with  which  they  desired  him  to 
negotiate.  Secondly,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  also  that  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  accepted  that  Mission,  he  did  an 
act  which  the  whole  country  recognizes 
as  an  act  of  public  duty  and  public 
spirit.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has 
brought  forward  two  points  on  which  he 
desires  the  rejection  of  this  Vote.  He 
has  argued  in  part  that  the  cost  of  the 
Mission  is  excessive.  Upon  that  subject 
I  was  very  glad  to  hear  what  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
without  reference  to  the  general  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  find  myself  in  a  position 
to  say  whether  the  precise  sum  in  the 
Vote  is  singularly  moderate  and  eco- 
nomical, or  whether  it  is  in  excess  of 
what  was  absolutely  necessary.    We  are 
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relieved  very  much  from  the  difficulty 
which  there  would  be  in  undertaking  to 
pronounce  precisely  upon  it  by  the  fact 
that  my  hon.  Friend  did  not  found  his 
main  argument  upon  it,  as  he  felt  we 
were  really  not  competent  to  discuss  it, 
as  we  could  not  tell  what  the  causes  of 
the  expenditure  were.  For  my  own 
part,  I  find  myself  entirely  unable  to 
enter  into  that  question ;  but  my  hon. 
Friend  has  founded  himself  mainly  upon 
the  objection  to  special  Missions  taken 
broadly  and  taken  altogether.  In  oppo- 
sition to  these  Missions  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  propoimded  the  doctrine  that 
as  we  had  able  Representatives — able 
diplomatists — abroad,  they  ought  to  be 
competent  to  deal  with  every  question 
that  may  arise  in  the  diplomatic  arrange- 
ments with  the  Oourts  of  the  countries 
to  which  they  are  accredited.  I  own  I 
am  not  able  to  adopt  that  proposition. 
It  involves  a  strong  interference  with 
the  traditions  of  this  country.  The  Com- 
mittee is  aware  that  these  special  Mis- 
sions have  been  by  no  means  unusual. 
Questions  have  arisen  which  were  en- 
tirely outside  the  ordinary  business  of 
the  diplomatist,  and  it  was  desired  that 
this  oountiy  should  be  represented  not 
only  with  particular  capacity,  but  with 
particular  authority.  What .  I  would 
further  desire  to  point  out  is  this — that 
the  practice  of  sending  these  special 
Missions,  so  far  as  I  recollect,  has  been 
particularly  favoured  by  Parliament  and 
the  Gountrv  in  the  case  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  Allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  most  recent  case,  that  of 
Lord  Bipon  and  his  coadjutors,  among 
whom  was  the  late  lamented  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh.  Going  f  c i  ther  back,  I  may  remind 
my  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  a  case  of 
great  interest,  that  of  Lord  Ashburton, 
which  took  effect  in  the  Ashburton 
Treaty.  That  Treaty  was  made  the  sub- 
ject of  a  debate  and  a  Vote  in  this 
House,  and  it  was  criticized  upon  its 
merits.  I  am  not  now  discussing  the 
merits  of  this  arrangement,  though  I  am 
alive  to  the  beneficial  character  of  it.  I 
am  undoubtedly  disposed  to  believe  that, 
whatever  happens  in  America,  some 
progress  has  been  made  towards  the 
nnsd  adjustment  and  settlement  of  this 
question  by  the  proceedings  which  have 
taken  place.  When  Lord  Ashburton's 
Treaty  was  made  the  subject  of  discus- 
sion in  this  House  it  was  objected  to. 
The   most    decided  Bepresentative    of 
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economy  in  this  House  at  that  time,  Mr. 
Joseph  Hume,  whose  mantle  has  since 
fallen  upon  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  so 
far  from  objecting  to  the  proceedings 
with  regard  to  it,  made  a  Motion^  which 
was  carried  by  the  House  in  distinct 
approbation  of  that  Treaty.  I  think 
that  that  is  an  important  precedent  as 
far  as  regards  the  general  discussion  by 
Parliament  of  these  questions.  Un- 
doubtedly, I  bear  testimony  to  the 
general  reasonableness  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  sending  a  special 
Mission  on  this  occasion,  because  I 
believe  unquestionably,  and  without  the 
smallest  disparagement  of  the  abilities 
and  experience  of  Sir  Saokville  West^ 
that  it  was  in  the  power  of  a  special 
Envoy  to  represent  this  country  with 
greater  efficacy  and  greater  authority 
on  an  occasion  of  this  kind  than  could 
have  been  done  by  the  unaided  exertions 
of  our  ordinary  Bepresentative.  There- 
fore, I  am  afraid  that  I  am  not  able  to 
adopt  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton,  although  I 
am  glad  to  think  that  on  this  and  on 
every  other  occasion  he  has  proved  him- 
self to  be  a  very  vigilant  guardian  of  the 
public  purse. 

The  FIBST  LOBD  op  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  only  propose  to  say  a 
few  words.  I  also  must  congratulate 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  on  his  vigilant  guardian- 
ship of  the  public  purse.  That  is  a  duty 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  below  the 
Gangway  very  efficiently  discharge.  I 
wish  to  express  my  opinion  of  the  ser- 
vices rendered,  not  to  the  Government 
alone,  but  to  the  country,  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  under* 
taking  of  a  task  of  this  character  in  the 
middle  of  the  winter  was  not  the  most 
agreeable  to  a  Gentleman  who  had 
spent  the  greater  part  of  the  Session 
in  attending  Parliament.  I  desire, 
therefore,  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
and  on  behalf  of  the  country,  to  express 
our  deep  acknowledgment  to  him  for 
the  services  which  he  has  rendered  to 
the  State  in  bringing,  as  we  hope,  to  a 
termination  a  dispute  which  threatened 
at  one  time  serious  consequences  to  the 
amicable  relations  of  this  country  with 
a  great  and  neighbouring  people,  with 
whom  we  desire  to  be  upon  &e  most 
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intimate  and  cordial  terms.  It  is  un- 
fortunate that  dififerences  of  this  cha- 
racter should  have  arisen  to  render  a 
Mission  of  this  kind  necessary ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Olad- 
stone)  has  observed,  with  very  great 
force,  that  a  Mission  undertaken  by  a 
statesman  of  known  ability  and  high 
position  in  this  country  with  the  object 
of  arriving  at  a  settlement  of  a  question 
of  this  character  was  far  more  likely  to 
attain  success  than  if  it  had  been  under- 
taken by  an  ordinary  Representative  at 
Washington.  I  wish  to  join  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  testifying  to 
the  great  ability  of  Sir  Sackville  West ; 
but  negotiations  had  been  in  progress 
for  a  long  period,  and  had  been  spread 
over  many  years,  which  Sir  Sackville 
West  was  unable  to  bring  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion.  We  believe  that  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
brought  about  a  settlement  which  pro- 
bably could  not  have  been  attained  in 
any  other  way.  If  that  settlement  is  not 
made  a  permanent  one  at  once,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  secured  an 
arrangement  by  which  the  causes  of  diffi- 
culty will,  at  all  events,  be  removed  for 
at  least  two  years.  That  is  a  result 
upon  which  we  may  congratulate  the 
people  of  this  country  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  our  neighbours  and 
friends,  and  also  the  people  of  Canada. 
I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  Committee 
will  at  once  agree  to  the  Yote ;  and  I 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  lor  North- 
ampton will  not  press  his  Amendment 
to  a  Division. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE:  I  am  en- 
couraged by  what  has  fallen  from  the 
lioader  of  the  House  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  take  a  Division  upon 
this  Vote,  because  they  have  congra- 
tulated me  on  my  vigilant  guardianship 
of  the  public  purse.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, I  think  I  can  do  no  less 
than  take  a  Division,  in  order  that  I 
may  carry  my  argument  to  some  prac- 
tical conclusion.  My  feelings  are  in 
favour  of  special  Missions,  and  I  can 
well  understand  that  they  may  be  made 
a  good  system ;  but  I  think  that  if  we 
go  to  the  expense  of  sending  out  special 
Missions,  we  ought  not  to  continue  the 
expense  of  £241,100  per  annum,  which 
is  the  present  cost  of  our  Diplomatic 
Service.  My  contention  is  that  if  you 
are  to  pay  these  large  amounts  for  spe- 


cial diplomatic  duties  performed  abroad, 
you  ought  to  reduce  the  permanent  ex- 
penditure of  the  Diplomatic  Service. 
Why  should  you  have  special  Missions 
at  all  if  you  are  satisfied  with  the  men 
you  have  as  your  permanent  officials, 
and  to  whom  you  give  these  large 
salaries  ?  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
I  am  afraid  that  I  shall  have  to  put  the 
Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  I 
congratulate  the  Government  on  the 
success  of  the  Treaty  which  has  been 
obtained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  I 
should  like  to  ascertain  the  departure  in 
the  new  Treaty  from  that  of  1818,  and 
also  of  the  difference  between  the  new 
Convention  and  those  since  1818.  There 
have  already  been  four  treaties  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Fisheries  Question,  the  last  of 
which  was  in  1 87 1 .  What  I  wish  to  know 
is  how  far  the  arrangements  which  have 

i'ust  been  made  at  Washington  are  in 
larmony  with  either  one  or  the  other 
of  these  treaties,  and  whether  the  whole 
treaties  are  to  continue  in  operation  or 
to  remain  in  abeyance.  I  should  also 
like  to  have  some  information  from  the 
Gt)vemment  upon  another  point  — 
namely,  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  authorized  to  settle  the  Alaska 
dispute  which  has  arisen  between  this 
country  and  the  United  States  ?  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  Government  ought 
to  have  given  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
full  power  to  enter  into  that  dispute, 
and  I  wish  to  know  whether,  as  that  was 
not  the  case,  all  questions  with  regard 
to  the  Alaska  fisheries  are  to  remain  in 
abeyance,  or  whether  they  are  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  mixed  Commission  said  to 
form  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  new 
Treaty.  I  want  to  know  precisely  what 
the  arrangement  is  which  has  been  ar- 
rived at  between  America  and  this 
country  with  regard  to  all  the  questions 
that  were  in  dispute  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham was  sent  out  to  America,  and 
also  what  is  intended  to  be  done  in  re- 
gard to  the  Alaska  question. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  There  are  two  questions 
mixed  up  in  the  subject  now  before  the 
Committee.  One  is  the  success  or  failure 
of  the  Mission  which  has  been  unneces- 
sarily mixed  up  with  another  question — 
namely,  the  cost  of  the  Mission.  Hon. 
Members  may  have  been  pleased  to  hear 

3  0  2 


1863    Supply^  Civil  80rvic$9,        {OOliiMONS}        4*^.  J^t^tM/M,  1887-8.    1864 


the  speech  of  ihe  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
It  vras  only  one  of  the  many  instances 
of  the  magnanimity  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  displayed  in  his  attitude 
towards  the  worst  and  most  venomous 
of  his  political  opponents.  I  should  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
magnanimity  had  any  chance  of  being 
reciprocated;  but,  judging  from  past 
experience,  I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
prospect  of  that.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  have  been,  to  use  an  Ameri- 
canism, "  a  little  too  previous  "  in  the 
speeches  they  have  used  this  evening. 
They  have  spoken  as  if  the  Treaty  was 
already  ratified.  Does  the  Under  Se- 
cretary make  it  his  business  to  read  the 
telegrams  which  come  over  here  from  the 
United  States  ?  If  not,  I  would  advise 
him  to  spend  10  minutes  every  morning 
in  studying  the  cablegrams  which  appear 
in  The  Daily  News  or  some  other  trust- 
worthy paper.  Lately  I  have  been 
reading  The  Daily  New%  with  very  great 
attention,  and  I  find  that  according  to 
the  cablegrams  of  the  correspondent  of 
that  newspaper  there  that  this  Treaty, 
which  the  correspondent  most  strongly 
advocates,  stands  in  great,  if  not  of 
supreme,  danger  of  being  rejected  by 
the  Senate.  I  will  not  venture  to  pro- 
phesy, but  if  I  were  a  betting  man  I 
should  be  disposed  to  enter  into  a  wager 
with  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  Treaty  being 
ratified.  I  think  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  exercise  his  own  intelli- 
gence in  the  matter  he  will  arrive  at 
exactly  the  same  opinion  as  I  have. 
Why  do  I  allude  to  that  matter  ?  It  is 
for  this  reason — that  it  is  most  evident 
the  Treaty  will  not  be  ratified.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  eulogized 
the  right  hon.  Member  fur  West  Bir- 
mingham for  his  services ;  but  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  be  mainty 
responsible  for  the  failure  of  the  Treaty, 
if  failure  there  be.  Why?  Because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have 
made  a  more  grotesque  selection  of  a 
Representative  than  when  he  selected 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  It  is  one  of  the  ele- 
mentary principles  of  diplomacy  that 
you  should  not  send  as  your  representa- 
tive a  person  who  is  obnoxious  to  a  large 
portion  of   the  people  of   the  country 
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to  which  it  is  proposed  to  send  him. 
In  France  there  is  a  large  Party  who  do 
not  conceal  their  intention  of  waging 
war  on  the  first  opportunity,  in  order  to 
restore  to  France  Alsace  and  Lorraine. 
At  the  head  of  that  Party  is  M.  Fad 
Delarain.  What  would  be  thought  if, 
in  settling  a  dispute  with  GFermany,  the 
French  Sepublic  were  to  select  M. 
Delarain,  the  Preudent  of  flie  Anti- 
German  League,  to  negotiate  the  matter? 
Yet  that  selection  would  not  be  more 
absurd  than  the  selection  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  to 
conduct  the  Mission  to  the  United  States 
of  America.  Anyone  who  knows  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows  his 
infirmity  of  temper.  There  is  no  man 
who  has  a  gpreater  power  of  making 
enemies  and  making  himself  personally 
obnoxious.  Just  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  America  he  added  \o 
his  original  sin  by  making  two  or  three 
speeches  which  were  most  insulting  and 
offensive  to  a  large  number  of  persons  of 
great  influence — namely,  those  persons 
who  are  Irish,  either  by  birth  or  extrac- 
tion. Possibly  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  thinks  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  flout  the  Irish  people  of 
America,  but  he  will  find  himself  mis- 
taken. The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  has  spoken  of  hu 
experiences  in  America.  Let  me  ask  him 
if  he  did  not  find  that  in  that  country 
one  of  the  most  potent  forces  was  the 
Irish- American  element.  As  I  have  said, 
it  is  one  of  the  most  grotesque  infringe- 
ments of  all  the  rules  of  diplomacy  to 
select  a  man  for  a  special  Mission  who 
is  personally  obnoxious  to  the  people  of 
the  country  to  which  he  is  sent.  But  it 
is  not    merely  to  the  Irish-American 

Eeople  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  made  himself  obnoxious.  He  is  dis- 
liked in  America  by  a  large  section  of 
Native  Americans,  because  of  his  action 
towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  his  own  Party,  towards  his 
Colleagues,  and  towards  the  Party  to 
which  he  formerly  belonged.  Nothing 
has  disgusted  large  masses  of  native 
American  opinion  more  than  the  return 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  made  for  such  magna- 
nimity on  the  part  of  the  Leader  of  tiie 
Opposition  as  we  have  seen  displayed  to- 
night. Then,  if  the  Treaty  should  be  re- 
jected by  the  Senate,  the  responsibility 
will  rest,  in  the  first  place,  on  the  right 
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hon.  Menober  for  West  Birmingham, 
and,  secondly,  on  the  GK>yemment  who 
were  foolish  enough  to  appoint  him.  I 
believe  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  thinking  more  of  their 
own  political  interests  and  of  damaging 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham when  they  selected  him,  than  of 
settling  this  great  question  between  the 
two  countries.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  spoken  of  the  great  fitness 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  task  of 
negotiator.  If  I  had  to  choose  between 
the  two,  I  think  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  himself  have  been  10 
times  preferable  to  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 1  will  prophesy  that  the  treaty  will 
not  be  ratified,  and  I  will  lay  the  whole 
blame  on  the  obnoxious  character  of  the 
negotiator  and  the  o£fensiye  speeches  he 
has  made.  And  now  as  to  the  expendi- 
ture. I  do  not  know  whether  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ever  reads  the 
American  papers.  I  read  them  nearly 
every  night,  and  I  have  been  dazzled 
and  astounded  by  the  almost  Belshazzar- 
like  splendour  of  the  feasts  which  have 
been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.  AH  the  fashion , 
all  the  statemanship,  all  the  wealth,  and, 
though  last  not  least,  all  the  beauty  and 
luxury  of  America  seem  to  have  been 
invited  to  the  bounteous  and  hospitable 
board  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
I  could  have  known  that  this  diecussion 
would  have  been  prolonged,  I  would 
have  armed  myself  with  a  few  extiacts 
from  the  fashionable  newspapers  of 
America  which  depicted  that  Belshazzar- 
like  splendour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's banquets.  His  hospitable  turn  of 
mind  and  his  admiration  for  the  wealth, 
fashion  and  beauty  of  America  does 
credit  to  his  taste.  But  at  whose  ex- 
pense was  all  this  done?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  care  to  advertize 
that  in  addition  to  his  other  claims  to 
public  distinction,  he  is  a  very  wealthy 
man.  [Laughter.']  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings)  laughs.  We 
all  know  how  much  importance  to  attach 
to  anything  which  proceeds  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  is  the  Jidei  Achates  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham. I  would  as  soon  go  to  Sancho 
Fanza  for  the  character  of  Don  Quixote. 
Whether  the  wealth  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  advertised  by  himself 
ornot^  we  all  know  that  he  is  a  man  of 


very  large  means.  Why,  then,  did  he 
not  give  these  banquets  out  of  his  own 
pocket  ?  What  are  we  to  think  of  the 
niggardliness  of  a  man  of  such  splendid 
wealth  who,  at  the  expense  of  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country,  spreads  a  boun- 
teous banquet  for  every  American  who 
chooses  to  attend  it  ?  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  frequently 
makes  proposals  for  diminishing  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  and  he  is 
generally  supported  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bordesley  Division  and  the 
Hadical  Party.  At  any  rate,  he  has 
always  had  my  vote,  and  I  want  to  ask 
the  Radicals  with  what  face  they  can 
vote  against  grants  to  Members  of  the 
Eoyal  Family,  who  are  not  men  with 
large  business  arrangements,  who  have 
no  great  means  or  fortunes  of  their  own, 
and  who  are  unable  to  support  those 
emblems  of  vast  wealth  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
always  displayed  ?  Then  how  can  they 
vote  for  giving  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man this  extravagant  sum  of  £3,900  be- 
cause he  had  been  making  a  big  man  of 
himself  at  Washington  at  the  expense 
of  the  ratepayers  of  this  country?  I 
was  in  America,  and  went  all  over  that 
country  for  seven  months ;  I  addressed 
meetings  in  more  than  100  towns,  and 
I  did  it  all  for  £350,  and  I  enjoyed 
myself  very  well. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness): 
Before  we  proceed  to  a  Division  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  who  brought 
forward  the  subject  why  it  is  that, 
though  he  objects  in  toto  to  every  kind 
of  special  Mission  in  every  shape  and 
form,  when  there  is  a  Vote  which  con- 
tains three  special  Missions,  he  selects 
one,  and  one  only,  for  dividing  the  Com- 
mittee against.  Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  object  to  all  three  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Perhaps  I 
ought  to  have  explained  that  my  objec- 
tion is  to  special  Missions  where  we  have 
Envoys  Extraordinary.  In  the  other 
two  Missions  we  had  no  Envoys  Extra- 
ordinary. 

Mb.  GAINE  :  I  regret  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  not  challenged  a  Division 
on  the  whole  of  these  Missions,  but  has 
selected  one  particular  item  in  the  Vote. 
The  hon.  Member  certainly  made  no 
attack  on  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  but  his  speech  was 
followed  up  by  one  of  the  most  vitriolic 
and  disgraceful  attacks  upon  that  right 
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hon.  Member  which  I  ever  heard  made 
in  this  House. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Gourley),  that  the  Papers  to 
which  I  referred  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  to-day  and  will  be  found  in  the 
Library  to-morrow  afternoon. 

Mb.  GOURLEY:  I  also  asked  a 
Question  in  regard  to  the  Alaska  dis- 
putes. 

SiE  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  There 
have  been  negotiations  on  that  subject, 
and  we  have  good  reason  to  hope  that 
they  will  come  to  a  satisfactory  result. 

^  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divitUd: — ^Ayes  68; 
Noes  314:  Majority  246.—(DiT.  List, 
No.  24.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  Sapplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£18,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1888,  in  aid  of  Colonial  Local 
Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Allowances 
of  Ghovemors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Charges  con- 
nected with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses 
incurred  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protection 
Act,  1876/" 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  ( Wolrer- 
hampton,  E.):  I  rise  to  ask  for  some 
explanation  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  in  reference  to  the  g^ant  in 
aid  to  New  Guinea,  which  amounts  to 
£18,500;  and,  also,  why  this  item 
appears  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates, 
instead  of  forming  part  of  the  ordinary 
Estimates  for  the  Colonies  in  the  coming 
financial  year  ?  Let  me  call  attention  to 
the  phraseology  of  a  note  which  de- 
cribes  the  arrangements  come  to  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.      It  says — 

<'In  the  course  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Colonial  Conference  Her  Majesty's  Government 
undertook  to  provide,  as  a  grant  in  aid  on  the 
first  establishment  of  British  Sovereignty,  a 
suitable  steam  vessel  for  the  service  of  the 
territory  as  soon  as  satisfactory  arrangements 
were  made  for  the  administration  of  New 
Guinea  by  Queensland." 

I  see  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies  in  the  House,  and  he  will, 
perhaps,  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong. 
My  impression  is  that  the  arrangements 
made  at  the  Colonial  Conference  was 
that  the  Oolonies  were  to  pay  £1 6, 000 
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a>year  towards  the  administration  ex- 
penses of  New  Guinea,  and  I  apprehend 
that  the  ordinary  course  of  procedure 
would  have  been  to  wait  until  the 
necessary  Statutes  granting  this  payment 
had  been  passed  by  the  Oolonial 
Parliament.  One  would  have  thought 
that  it  was  certainly  better4o  wait  until 
the  guarantee  came.  The  note  appended 
to  the  Vote  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  It  is  proposed  to  pay  over  this  amount  to  the 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies,  to  the  credit  of 
the  Administration  of  New  Guinea,  and  to 
arrange  for  the  purchase  of  the  vessel  as  soon 
as  the  arrangements  are  completed.'* 

That  is  to  say,  that  we  are  going  to  pay 
over  £18,600  to  the  Grown  Agent  who 
is  not  going  to  spend  it  on  the  vessel 
I  want  to  know  what  evidence  the 
Government  would  have  to  show  that 
all  these  arrangements  will  be  completed, 
and  that  the  vessel  will  be  bought  and 
paid  for  before  the  3 1st  of  Mftroh?  I 
am  speaking  in  the  presence  of  four 
right  hon.  Members  of  this  House  who 
have  filled  the  Office  of  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  I  would  ask  whether 
the  bringing  forward  of  a  Vote  in  this 
way  is  not  in  direct  contradiction  to  the 
principle  on  which  our  financial  arrange- 
ments have  hitherto  been  oondactedf 
I  contend  that  this  sum  of  £18,500 
ought  not  to  have  been  asked  for  in  the 
shape  of  a  Supplementary  Estimate, 
but  that  it  should  have  been  included 
in  the  ordinary  Oolonial  Vote  next  year. 
The  under  SEORETAET  or 
STATE  POR  THB  OOLONIES  (Baron 
Henbt  De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  EastTox* 
teth) :  In  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  submit  that  he  has  him- 
self supplied  the  real  answer  to  the 
question  he  put,  because  I  observe  that 
tilie  words  in  the  Estimate  are  *'  as  soon 
as  satisfactory  arrangements  were  made 
for  the  administration  of  New  Guinea 
by  Queensland."  That  is  preoiaely  the 
reason  why  the  Government  ask  for  this 
Supplementary  Estimate,  because  thej 
believe  that  satisfaotory  arrangements 
have  now  been  made  for  the  administra- 
tion of  New  Guinea.  The  sum  stated 
in  this  Estimate  is  required  now,  and 
therefore  could  not  be  made  the  subject 
of  the  Estimates  for  next  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
the  arrangement  agreed  upon  at  the 
Oolonial  Oonference.  All  I  have  to 
say  is.  that  the  agreement  then  en- 
tered into  is  being  satiafaotorilj  on- 
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ried  out.  The  Queensland  GovernmeDt 
have  fulfilled  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
the  Act  of  last  year ;  and,  that  beiog  so, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  that 
it  is  expedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  should  perform  their  part  of 
the  contract  and  provide  the  necessary 
sum  for  this  steamer.  It  is  essential  to 
vote  this  sum  of  £18,500,  which  is  re- 
quired in  the  current  year.  I  hope  this 
explanation  will  be  satisfactory. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  desire  to  know  if  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  undertaking  of 
Queensland  does  not  depend  on  the 
assent  of  the  other  Australian  Govern- 
ments, some  of  which  have  declined  to 
accept  the  arrangement  ? 

Babon  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  agreement  has  not 
been  carried  out.  The  Act  sets  forth 
that  the  Colonies  of  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria  should  join  with  Queens- 
land in  a  guarantee  for  the  expenses  of 
the  administration  of  New  Guinea,  and 
the  Goyemment  believe  that  satisfactory 
arrangements  have  been  made. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  S.):  I  have  no  great  de- 
sire to  intervene  in  this  discussion, 
because  we  are  all  of  us  anxious  to  pass 
on  to  another  matter ;  but  I  must  say 
that  the  explanation  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  is 
very  unsatisfactory.  In  the  first  place, 
Parliament  has  not  been  consulted,  and 
when  I  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
I  absolutely  refused  to  give  one  sixpence 
towards  these  Colonization  schemes.  I 
am  of  the  same  opiuion  now.  If  the 
Colony  of  Queensland  likes  to  embark 
upon  such  schemes,  and  is  desirous  of 
Colonizing  New  Guinea,  by  all  means 
let  her  do  so;  but  I  object  to  the 
British  taxpayer  being  made  to  pay  for 
it.  There  has  been  no  discussion  in 
Parliament  as  to  the  desirability  of 
making  this  expenditure.  This  is  an 
Estimate  which  professes  to  be  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate,  but  which  is  not 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  in  the  true 
sense  of  the  term.  It  is  an  Estimate 
which  the  Goyemment  seek  to  obtain 
before  the  Estimates  of  the  year  are 
submitted  to  Parliament.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  is 
perfectly  unable  to  say,  as  a  matter  of 
official  knowledge,  whether  the  Colonies 
of  Queenslandi  Victoria^  or  New  South 


Wales  have  ratified  the  agreement 
entered  into  or  not.  He  says  ''he  be- 
lieves  ; "  but  how  can  he  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  to  vote  money  on  his 
belief  ?  We  want  absolute  official  know- 
ledge and  Papers  before  money  can  be 
voted  by  Parliament  in  this  way.  Who 
wants  this  vessel;  is  it  the  Government 
or  the  Crown  Agents,  or  the  Colonies  ? 
What  check  can  you  have  upon  the  ex- 
penditure by  the  Crown  Agents  ?  Have 
you  any  guarantee  that  the  Crown 
Agents  will  render  any  account  of  the 
expenditure?  How  do  you  know  the 
money  will  be  expended  ?  Eeally  money 
should  not  be  voted  in  this  Lugger- 
mugger  way  by  Parliament,  without  any 
inquiry*  I  protest  against  the  whole 
principle  of  the  Vote.  Supplementary 
Estimates  are  bad  enough  in  any  cir^ 
cumstances;  but  here  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  introducing  a  totally 
new  expenditure  into  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  in  order  to  induce  the  House 
of  Commons  unknowingly,  so  to  speak, 
to  vote  the  money.  I  protest,  as  oeing 
contrary  to  eyery  principle  on  which  the 
House  of  Commons  has  previously  acted, 
against  the  Vote  being  brought  before 
the  Committee  as  a  Supplementary 
Estimate. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid-Lothian) :  There  is  some 
force  made  in  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lord.  I  think  it  is  most  unfor- 
tunate that  this  Vote,  although  it  does 
not  involve  any  considerable  sum,  is  of 
so  anomalous  a  character  and  raises  a 
very  nice  and  delicate  matter  of  prin- 
ciple. It  is  inconvenient  that  such  a 
question  should  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  all  in  the  shape  of  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  even  if  the  facts  were 
suffiicently  ripe  to  require  our  immedi- 
ately dealing  with  them.  I  certainly 
am  of  opinion  that  Supplementary 
Estimates,  except  in  the  case  of  grave 
matters,  ought  not  to  be  made  the 
occasion  for  discussing  questions  of 
principle.  I  will  not,  at  the  present 
moment,  give  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  noble  Lord's  decision.  The 
noble  Lord  may  have  been  right  or 
wrong  in  withholding  his  assent  from 
the  proposal  made,  but  at  any  rate  it 
was  a  very  important  subject,  which 
ought  to  have  come  before  Parliament 
without  prejudice  and  without  difficulty, 
and  without  the  Committee  having  now 
to  dispose  of  it  at  the  fag  end  of  the 
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Estimates,  which  everybody  desires  to 
get  rid  of  in  order  to  proceed  with  another 
subject.  That  is  not  the  way  in  which 
questions  of  importance  ought  to  be 
disposed  of.  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  did  not  observe 
in  the  observation  he  made  that  he  was 
speaking  in  flat  contradiction  of  a 
material  part  of  the  official  explanation 
laid  before  the  House  in  which  it  is 
said : — 

"  It  is  proposed  to  pay  OTor  this  Ghrant  to  the 
Grown  Agents  for  the  Colonies  to  the  credit  of 
the  present  Administration  of  Kew  Guinea, 
and  to  arrange  for  the  purchase  of  the  vessel 
as  soon  as  the  arrangements  have  been  com- 
pleted for  the  administeation  of  the  Territory 
by  the  Goyemment  of  Queensland." 

Was  it  proposed  to  do  that  immediately  ? 
—[Baron  Hbkbt  De  Worms:  Yes.]— 
Very  well.  The  official  statement  says 
"  and  to  arrange  for  the  purchase  of  a 
vessel  '* — that  is  not  immediately — *'  as 
soon  as  the  arrangements  have  been 
completed  for  the  Administration  of  the 
Territory  by  the  Government  of  Queens- 
land." It  appears  to  me  first  of  all 
that  the  occasion  for  paying  this  money 
has  not  yet  arrived.  According  to  the 
statement  of  the  Government,  it  has 
not  arrived  because  the  Government 
have  not  stated — that  is  directly  stated — 
that  the  arrangements  are  yet  made  ; 
and  I  did  not  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  he  is  prepared  to 
strike  out  the  latter  part  of  the  official 
note.  If  that  is  so,  surely  it  is  important. 
Nothing  can  be  more  at  variance  than 
that  unless  arrangements  have  been 
actually  made,  we  should,  before  our 
liability  arrives,  and  before  the  time  for 
paying  the  money  has  come,  pay  over 
this  money  to  Gentlemen  over  whom, 
as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  has  undoubtedly  said,  we  have 
no  control. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  :  It  is 
to  be  paid  to  the  Grown  Agents  for  the 
Colonies,  who  are  responsible  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  therefore  respon- 
sible to  the  Government. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Then  if 
he  is  directly  responsible  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  how  in  the  world 
can  he  be  responsible  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  reference  to  the  expen- 
diture of  money  which  is  to  be  paid 
over  to  the  credit  of  the  Administration 
of  New  Guinea.  Is  the  time  come  for 
paying  this  money  or  not  ?  that  is  really 

Mr.  JF.  £.  Gladstone 


the  Question.  If  it  has  come  and  the 
GK>vemment  tell  the  Committee  so,  then 
the  principle  of  the  policy  can  be  de- 
batea ;  but  if  it  has  not  come,  then  the 
proceeding  is  altogether  premature. 

Barow  henry  DE  WORMS :  Allow 
me  to  call  attention  to  the  wording  of 
the  Act  which  was  passed  in  1S87.  One 
of  the  clauses  states— [Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone: What  Act?]— The  Queensland 
Act.  One  of  the  clauses  states  that 
there  shall  be  issued  and  paid  to  Her 
Majesty  out  of  the  consolidated  revenues 
of  Queensland,  for  10  years  alter  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£15,000  in  respect  of  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  the  Administration  of  New 
Guinea.  According  to  the  proposal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  British 
Government  should  provide  a  steam  ship 
which  would  cost  about  £18,000  for 
the  use  of  the  Administrator  of  New 
Guinea. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Was  Hiat 
a  guarantee  on  the  part  of  Queensland 
alone? 

Barow  henry  DE  WORMS:  It 
was  an  arrangement  between  Yictoria 
and  New  South  Wales  and  Queensland, 
but  that  arrangement  as  between  them- 
selves does  not  affect  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  report  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Colonial  Confer- 
ence was  in  the  hands  of  Members  in 
July,  and  a  debate  upon  the  matter  took 
place  in  this  House  in  the  month  of 
September,  when  the  whole  question 
was  thoroughly  ventilated.  I  believe 
that  in  the  event  of  New  South  Wales 
or  Yictoria  not  paying,  Queensland 
would  certainly  have  to  pay.  In  the 
meantime  Queensland,  having  fulfilled 
her  part  of  the  contract,  it  is  incumbent 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
fulfil  theirs.  And  the  time  for  the  pay- 
ment of  this  £18,500  has  arrived. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  0'CONNOR{Donegal, 
E.) :  The  explanation  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  perfectly 
clear  and  satisfactory  to  him,  but  it  is 
not  at  all  clear  to  me.  The  words, 
which  had  been  already  twice  quoted, 
appeared  to  suggest  that  it  should  be  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  payment  of 
this  money  that  a  certain  vessel  should 
be  purchased.  But  they  were  now  given 
to  understand  that  there  was  to  be  an 
agreement  between  three  different  par- 
ties, and  Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
not  appear  at  present  to  be  suffloieatly 
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informed  that  there  was  such  an  aeree- 
xnent.  The  money  was  to  be  paid  at 
once,  and  the  purchase  of  the  vessel 
afterwards  to  be  arranged  for.  After 
what  had  been  stated  it  was  evident 
there  would  have  to  be  a  Correspondence 
between  this  country  and  New  Bonth 
Wales  and  Queensland,  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Colonies  had  agreed  in  any 
common  purpose.  He  asked  whether  it 
was  possible  within  the  financial  year 
that  mis  sum  should  be  voted,  and  if  it 
were  so  voted  how  were  they  to  know 
that  the  money  was  spent  in  accordance 
with  the  statement  laid  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  What  would  be  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  with  reference  to  the  money  if 
it  were  voted  ?  He  could  not  see  how 
the  money  could  be  voted  with  justice  to 
8ir  William  Dunbar  unless  there  was 
before  him  more  information  than  he  had 
at  present. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  history  of  the  case  was  this — the 
Government  promised  that  they  would 
this  year  make  provision  for  the  sum 
of  £18,500,  and  the  Treasury  were 
called  upon  to  present  an  Estimate  for 
that  sum.  The  very  question  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  some  preceding 
speakers  had  raised  had  naturally  oc- 
curred to  his  mind — he  had  asked  what 
security  would  he  get  that  on  parting 
with  this  £18,500,  the  other  portion  of 
the  contract  would  be  carried  out.  And 
it  was  with  that  object  that  these  words 
were  inserted ;  they  were  inserted  at  his 
request  to  insure  that  when  the  money 
was  paid  they  should  not  lose  their  con- 
trol over  it.  The  whole  of  the  arrange- 
ments were  expected  to  be  completed 
within  the  financial  year,  and  it  was  with 
that  distinct  purpose  that  the  Estimate 
had  been  included. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  was  afraid  that  by  the  last  sen- 
tence of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  about  retaining  the 
control  of  the  money  he  had  destroyed 
his  own  case.  The  question  was  whether 
a  certain  ship  would  be  paid  for  before 
the  81st  of  Morch  that  year.  If  it  were 
not,  then  by  no  possibility  under  our 
financial  rules  oould  the  charge  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 
Our  system  of  voting  money  provided 
separately   for    the    services    of    each 


year,  and  in  accordance  with  that  sys- 
tem they  could  only  vote  money  coming 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  finan- 
cial year.  But  this  amount  could  not 
come  within  the  financial  year.  Upon 
this  principle  the  Government  might 
just  as  well  put  into  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  the  pay  for  the  coming  year 
of  officers  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  paying 
the  amount  to  the  Accountant  General, 
and  treating  his  receipt  as  a  final  voucher. 
It  was  true  that  the  Government  might 
in  excuse  say  that  they  retained  control 
over  the  money.  But  the  very  fact  of 
retaining  their  control  excluded  the  idea 
of  a  finalpayment  and  adequate  voucher. 
The  receipt  of  the  Crown  Agents  for  the 
Colonies  would  be  no  receipt  at  all,  for 
they  were  servants  of  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment. This  question  had  become 
rather  more  serious  than  it  at  first  seemed, 
because  it  was  clear  now  that  if  they 
voted  the  money  asked  for  they  went 
against  all  precedents.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  say  that  the  ship  would  be 
paid  for  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year,the  matter  would  stand  upon  quite  a 
different  footing,  but  if  the  money  was  to 
be  paid  to  the  Crown  Agents  it  was  no 
payment  at  all  under  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  and  it  ought  to  be  withdrawn 
from  them  and  put  into  the  Estimates  of 
next  year. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  when  this  Estimate 
was  put  on  the  Paper  the  Government 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  ship 
would  be  paid  for  in  the  course  of  the 
financial  year,  but  looking  to  the  fact 
that  they  were  under  an  obligation  to 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  an  opportunity  of 
making  the  Motion  in  his  name,  and 
having  regard  to  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddinffton  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  he  Uiougnt  it 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  the  Vote 
and  bring  it  forward  at  another  oppor- 
tunity. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  must  express  his  acknowledg- 
ments to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  for  the  very 
handsome  manner  in  which  he  had  met 
his  objection. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  a 
redaced  Bum,  not  exceeding  £300,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service, " — {^Mr, 
W.  S.  Smith,) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Glass  VU. — Miscellareot7s. 

(4.)  £7,500,  Supplementary,  Temporary 
Commissions. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  would  like  to  know  when  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  —  who  had 
been  appointed  to  take  evidence  for  the 
Tolls  Commission — ^would  make  their 
Beport.  Many  months  had  elapsed  since 
the  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
from  the  want  of  this  report  the  work 
was  much  retarded. 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD (Mr.RiroHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  he 
had  no  control  over  the  work  of  the 
Commissioners.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  it,  however,  he  would  mako 
inquiries. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  Snpplementary  Bum,  not  exoeeding 
£6,240,  be  graoted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defny 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 
1888,  for  certain  Miscellaneous  Expenses." 

Mr.  LABGUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  reduction  of 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £5,658  for 
Orders  of  Knighthood,  Medals,  etc.  If 
the  Committee  would  look  at  the  Esti- 
mate they  would  see  that  they  were  now 
asking  for  nearly  double  the  amount  of 
the  original  Estimate.  He  had  no  idea 
who  received  these  distinctions  and  why 
they  were  received.  He  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  no  one  re- 
ceived an  Order  of  Knighthood  who  had 
not  done  something  to  merit  it.  He 
could  not  understand  why  anyone  should 
be  knighted  because  Her  Majesty  had 
reigned  50  years.  The  expenditure 
seemed  to  be  excessive  in  any  case. 
Surely  the  original  Estimate  was  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose  without  doubling 
it,  and  he  would  like  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  to  state  on  what  basis  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate  was  made ;  and  whether 
application  was  made  first  to  the  Trea- 
sury, or  whether  the  medals  were  scat- 


tered about  profusely,  and  application 
to  the  Treasury  made  afterwaids.  He 
should  have  thought  that  a  person  le- 
ceiving  the  insignia  of  knighthood  would 
have  paid  for  the  insignia  himself,  be- 
cause a  piece  of  metal  and  a  piece  of 
ribbon  oould  not  cost  very  mudi,  pro- 
bably not  more  than  30«. ;  indeed,  that 
would  be  rather  an  excessive  price.  He 
had  not  had  one  of  the  medals  conferred 
upon  him ;  but  he  had  seen  them,  and 
they  appeared  to  be  about  the  sise  ol  a 
bs,  piece,  and  their  intrinsic  value  would 
be  about  3«. ;  besides  which  a  large 
number  of  these  medals  were  of  bronze. 
The  medals  were  scattered  in  the  most 
profuse  manner  possible ;  some  on  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  some,  he  under- 
stood, on  Ladies  of  the  Bedchamber, 
and  other  such  ladies ;  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  oooks  and  kitchenmaidshad 
also  received  them.  Surely  it  was  ridi- 
culous for  the  country  to  be  asked  to 
vote  money  for  these  things  at  all,  but 
still  more  ridiculous  that  they  should 
afterwards  be  called  upon  to  double  the 
amount.  For  these  reasons  he  should 
ask  the  Committee  to  support  him  in 
the  Division  he  intended  to  take  on  his 
Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
"That  a  reduced  sum,  not  exceediDg 
£582,  be  granted  for  the  said  Service  " 
— {Mr.  Lahouehere,) 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  entirely  mistaken 
with  regard  to  the  medals  which  he  be- 
lieved had  been  distributed  so  profusely. 
The  medals  were  not  included  in  this 
Vote  at  all,  or  in  any  other  Vote. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  looked  at  the  Vote  he  would 
see  "  Orders  of  Knighthood,  Medals, 
etc." 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  the  title  of 
the  original  Sub-head  of  the  Vote  had 
been'preserved.  The  hon*  Member  asked 
whether  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
had  been  obtained,  to  which  he  repUed 
that  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  was 
first  obtained  to  the  expenditure  and 
the  enlargement  of  the  Orders  given. 
The  occasion  on  which  these  Orders 
were  conferred  was,  no  doubt,  a  veiy 
p;reat  one;  hon. -Members  should  bear 
m  mind  l^at  this  and  the  7ote  asked 
for  in  respect  to   Westminster   Abbey 


1877    Supphf— Civil  8miee9,      {Habob  1,  1888}      ^<^.  ^«^t9M^M,  1887-8.    1878 


were  the  only  sums  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment in  connection  with  the  celebration 
of  the  Jubilee.  He  did  not  think  the 
Committee  wished  to  discuBS  the  details 
of  the  Yote,  and  after  the  explanation 
he  had  given  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  allow  it  to  pass. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  it  was 
almost  amusing  to  observe  the  way  in 
which  these  Estimates  were  presented. 
They  had  here  a  demand  of  £5,658 
for  Orders  of  Knighthood  and  medals, 
but  not  the  slightest  information  was 
conveyed  to  the  Committee  as  to  the 
composition  of  the  Vote.  He  asked 
where  were  the  details  of  those  Orders ; 
who  had  received  them  ;  what  had  been 
done  to  deserve  them ;  could  the  recipi- 
ents not  afford  to  buy  the  insignia  them- 
selves, and  what  was  the  cost  of  the 
particular  insignia  given  to  each  indi- 
vidual ?  He  contended  that  when  Par- 
liament was  asked  to  sanction  these 
payments  there  should  be  full  infor- 
mation as  to  details.  His  experi- 
ence went  to  show  that  what  was  meant 
by  consulting  Parliament  about  the 
expenditure  of  public  money,  was  that 
the  public  money  was  spent  first  and 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  asked  after- 
wards. As  had  been  observed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Jjabouohere),  the  estimate  of  these  in- 
si  gnia  had  been  absolutely  doubled,  and 
he  (Mr.  Picton)  said  that  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Qentlemen  in  that  House  were  very 
m  uch  mistaken  in  supposing  that  Votes 
of  this  kind  were  regarded  as  trivial  by 
the  people  of  the  country.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  closely  watched ;  they 
created  more  irritation  than  they  were 
worth,  as  everyone  would  know  who  had 
had  experience  and  was  able  to  judge  of 
public  opinion.  But  while  these  pay- 
ments were  made  there  were  some  im- 
portant National  Institutions  which  were 
starved.  The  expenditure  on  the  British 
Museum  was  £5,000  below  the  Estimate, 
and  he  said  it  would  be  far  more  worthy 
of  the  dignity  of  that  House  to  bestow 
£5,000  on  the  British  Museum  than 
upon  such  matters  as  were  asked  for  in 
this  Vote.  He  protested  most  earnestly 
that  these  Votes  were  being  regarded 
with  increasing  dissatisfaction  by  a 
large  section  of  the  people,  and  he 
should,  of  course,  feel  it  his  duty  to 
support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  LABOXJOHEEE  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 


has  not  replied  to  my  questions — what 
were  these  insignia  and  what  was  their 
cost? 

Sib  HEEBERT  MAXWELL  (A  Lord 
of  the  Tbeasuby)  (Wigton)  said,  he 
should  not  go  into  the  general  question 
that  had  been  raised,  because,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
^Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  the  occasion  did 
not  arise  for  doing  so  on  a  Supplemen- 
tary Vote,  but  there  were  some  details 
which  he  was  able  to  give.  The  largest 
expenditure  was  connected  with  the 
Military OrderoftheBath,  and  amounted 
to  upwards  of  £4,000 ;  that  on  the  Civil 
Order  amounted  to  £1,900,  and  the  re- 
maining principal  part  of  the  expenditure 
was  almost  entirely  upon  honours  con- 
ferred upon  distinguished  visitors  from 
the  Colonies  who  visited  this  country 
on  the  great  occasion  of  last  year's 
celebration.'  He  reminded  the  Committee 
that  the  insignia  were  returnable  upon 
the  demise  of  the  holder.  Alterations 
in  the  Statute  relating  to  the  different 
Orders  were  being  made,  to  which  the 
Queen  had  given  lier  assent. 

Mb.  LABOTJCHEBE  said,  he  wished 
to  know  what  was  the  cost  to  the  Trea- 
suxT  of  the  insignia  of  the  Military 
Orders  on  which  £4,000  had  been  spent. 
He  had  seen  these  insignia,  but  he  had 
not  seen  the  blaze  of  jewellery  which 
one  would  infer  belonged  to  them.  He 
wanted  to  know  the  absolute  cost  to  the 
Treasury  of  each  of  these  Orders. 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  Ac.) 
asked  if  the  insignia  had  ever  been 
returned  ?  

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
in  almost  every  case,  with  the  exception 
of  certain  foreign  holders,  they  had 
been  returned.  The  explanation  he  had 
given  he  trusted  would  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  he  must 
again  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
particulars.  

Sib  HEEBEET  MAXWELL  s^id, 
the  Collar  of  the  Military  Grand  Cross 
of  the  Bath  cost  £356,  and  was  return- 
able. The  Badge  £38  10«. ;  the  ribbons, 
stars,  and  other  things  came  to  about  £20, 
and  these  latter  were  not  returnable. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  now 
asked,  whether  persons  were  allowed  to 
send  in  contracts  for  these  things  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  when  Gentlemen- 
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were  appointed  to  Offices  under  the 
Grown  as  Cabinet  Ministers  they  had  to 
provide  their  nniforms  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, and  was  it  a  fact  that  a  man  who 
was  made  a  K.C.B.  or  a  O.C.B.  had  to 
be  supplied  at  the  expense  of  the  coun- 
try wiu  the  insignia  of  the  Order  ? 

8iK  HEBBERT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
had  stated  that  these  were  returnable  on 
the  death  of  the  holders,  and  were  not 
the  property  of  the  Knights. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  151 ; 
Noes  238:  Majority  87.— (Div.  List, 
No.  25.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 

PUBUC   MEETINGS  IN  THE  METRO- 
P0LI8.— RESOLUTION. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hack- 
ney, S.):  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Motion  which 
I  have  to  submit  to  the  House  runs  in 
the  following  terms: — 

"That,  haying  regard  to  the  importaaoe  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  open  air 
public  meeting  for  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
the  Metropolis  and  with  a  view  to  prevent  ill- 
will  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  into  the  conditions  snbioot  to  which 
such  meetings  may  be  held  and  the  limits  of 
the  right  of  interference  therewith  by  the 
Executive  Government." 

I  think  I  shall  probably  have  the  general 
assent  of  the  House  if  I  say  it  is  almost 
a  matter  of  course  that  a  debate  on  this 
subject  should  take  place  in  view  of  the 
action  of  the  Executive  Government  and 
of  the  police,  because  that  action  has 
excited  very  considerable  feeling  in  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  of  this 
country,  and  especially  of  this  Metro- 
polis. Rightly  or  wrongly,  a  feeling  is 
somewhat  widely  entertained — a  feel- 
ing of  disquiet— that  there  has  been  a 
serious  invasion  of  the  accustomed  right 
of  public  meeting,  and  that  this  invasion 
has  received  more  importance,  perhaps, 
from  certain  utterances  that  have  come 
from^  those  who  are  charged  with  the 
administration  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemment.  I  recollect  that  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  claimed^ 
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on  behalf   of   the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, the  right  to  interfere  with  any 
meeting  which  the  Gk>vernment  deemed 
to  be  held  for  an  improper  parpoee. 
That,  I  submit,  is  not  the  law ;  and  I 
am  glad  to  recollect  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the   Member    for    Derby    (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  at  once  challenged 
that  statement.    The  Home  Secretary 
also,   in  the  conrse  of  the  discnsaion 
which  took  place  in  reference  to  this 
very  occurrence  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
claimed,  if  I  understood  Ms  language 
correctly,  the  right  to  judge,  acting  for 
the  Executive  Government,  as  to  what 
was  or  was  not  a  bond  fide  political  meet- 
ing ;  and  he  claimed  the  right  to  inter* 
fere  or  not  to  interfere,  according  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Executive  Government, 
as  to  whether  the  meeting  in  question 
was  or  was  not  a  bond  fide  political 
meeting.    Again,   I  enter  my  protest 
against  that  as  being  a  correct  state- 
ment of   the  authority  given   by  the 
law    to    the     Executive    GK>vemment 
With  regard  to  the  particular  trans- 
actions in  Trafalgar  Square,  which  have 
been  the    occasion  of   this  Motion,  I 
understand  that  the  matter  stands  thus 
— ^that  Trafalgar  Square  is  not  within 
the  Royal  Parks  Act  of  1 872,  that  it  is 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  various 
Acts  of  Parliament  giving  authority  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and 
that  it  is  at  this  moment  entirely  with- 
out legal  regulation  in  the  matter  of 
public  meetings  of  any  kind  whatever. 
My    Motion    demands     inquiry     with 
a    view    to     such     legal    regulation. 
Further,  there  is  the  fact  that  for  at 
least  40  years  the  people  of  the  Metro- 
polis have  been  accustomed  to  meet  in 
the  Square  for  the  discussion  of  their 
grievances,  or  what  they  conmder  their 
grievances,   without   interruption    and 
without  challenge  as  to  the  legality  of 
their    action — nay,    declarations    have 
again  and  again  been  made  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Executive  Government  of 
the  day  that  they  were  in  their  legal 
right  in  holding  meetings  there,  so  long 
as  the  right  was  exercised  in  orderly 
conducted  meetings.    I  am  not  exagge- 
rating the  case  in  asserting  that  by  the 
recent  act  of  the  Head  of  the  Police  Force 
of  the  Metropolis  there  is  a  peremptory 
and,  so  far  as  his  will  is  concerned,  a 
perpetual  mandate  proceeding  from  him, 
in  the  exercise  of  a  supposed  authority, 
forbidding  any  persons  to  assemble  in 
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Trafalgar  Square,  however  lawful  their 
objects  or  however  legal  their  conduct 
may  be.  I  will  put  before  the  House 
the  grounds  on  which  I  challenge  that 
act  of  the  Ohief  Oommissioner.  I  am 
aware,  of  course,  that  there  are  very 
marked  divisions  of  opinion  on  this  ques- 
tion of  open-air  meetings  in  the  Metro- 
polis. I  know  that  a  large  and  influen- 
tial class  say  that  meetings  such  as  were 
lately  held  in  that  square  are  in  these 
days  an  anachronism,  that  they  are  no 
longer  needed,  that  they  are  a  nuisance, 
and  that  they  ouffht  be  done  away  with. 
['<  Hear,  hear !  "J  I  quite  expected  that 
that  was  the  opinion  on  ^the  other  side 
of  the  House,  but  to  that  class  I  do  not 
belong.  There  are  others  who  believe 
that  public  meetings  in  the  open  air  may 
be  held  at  any  hour  of  the  day  or  night, 
on  any  day  of  the  week,  and  in  any 

flace.  In  that  opinion  I  do  not  share, 
am  for  preserving  and  protecting  the 
right  of  public  meeting  wherever  it  has 
been  accustomed  to  be  exercised ;  but  I 
am  for  protecting  that  right  by  legal 
means,  and  under  legal  regulations,  and 
so  as  to  cause  a  minimum  of  public  in- 
convenience. A  statement  has  been  made 
by  some  that  this  right  of  public  meet- 
ing is  but  a  Liberal  fiction,  and  that  no 
right  of  public  meeting  in  the  sense  of 
open-air  public  meetings  exists.  As  in- 
terpreting the  spirit  in  which  I  put  this 
Motion  before  the  House,  I  will  read  to 
the  House  the  words  used  by  Mr.  Baron 
Alderson  upon  the  occasion  of  the  trial 
of  the  Ohartist  Vincent  in  relation  to  an 
open-air  meeting.     He  said — 

<<  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  people  of  this 
cotmtryhave  a  perfect  right  to  meet  for  the 
purpose  of  stating  what  are,  or  what  they  con- 
sider to  be,  their  grievances.  That  right  they 
always  have  had,  and,  I  trust,  always  will  have; 
but  in  order  to  transmit  that  right  unimpaired 
to  posterity,  it  is  necessary  it  should  be  regu- 
late by  law  and  restrained  by  reason." 

The  learned  Baron  may  not  have  been 
quite  right  historically  in  his  statement, 
but  in  the  spirit  of  that  statement  I  submit 
this  Motion  to  the  House.  I  may  point 
out  that  if  London  were  a  self-governing 
community  this  question  could  hardly 
have  arisen.  It  certainly  could  not  have 
arisen  in  the  form  and  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  it  has  arisen.  For 
if  London  had  been  a  self-governing 
community,  it  would,  as  owner  of  its  own 
property,  have  framed  regulations  for 
the  use  and  enjoyment  of  it.  All  that 
would  have  been  left  to  the  Executive 


Government  would  be  the  right  which 
the  law  gives  them,  and  which  I  do  not 
seek  to  impair  or  to  diminish  in  the 
slightest,  on  their  own  responsibility  to 
interfere  with  any  meeting  unlawful  in 
its  objects,  or  which  becomes  unlawful 
by  reason  of  the  oiroumstanoes  under 
which  it  is  held.  But  London  is  not  a 
self-governing  community.  In  the  case 
of  London  we  have  as  regards  open 
spaces  a  variety  of  authorities,  some 
of  them  with  overlapping  jurisdiction 
— ^Local  Boards,  Vestnes,  Local  Trus- 
tees, the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
and  the  Home  Office.  In  one  sense 
Trafalgar  Square  was  "No  Man's 
Land,''  for  it  was  neither  under  the 
Royal  Parks  Eegulation  Act  of  1872, 
nor  under  the  Board  of  Works.  It  is 
urged  by  some  persons  that  open-air 
meetings  are  matters  which,  in  London, 
could  properly  be  dispensed  with.  But 
I  think  the  general  body  will  agree  with 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  when  at  the  Home  Office.  The 
following  is  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  in 
August,  1883,  with  reference  to  South- 
wark  Park: — 

"Ton  are  aware  of  my  sentiments  on  this 
subject.  It  is  hard  to  expect  that  working 
men  who  claim  to  meet  for  the  disoosston  of 
their  own  affairs  should  be  put  to  the  oost  of 
hiring  rooms  for  the  purpose,  which,  if  the 
assemblage  is  large,  is  in  London  a  very  expen- 
sive business.  There  is  not  a  village  or  a  town 
in  England  which  has  not  some  open  space 
where  gatherings  of  this  kind  can  take  pUce, 
and  it  would  be  intolerable  if  the  popuuition 
of  London,  amounting  to  4,000,000  of  people, 
were  destitute  of  such  opportunities,  which 
are  naturally  and  legitimately  desired.  Both 
Parliament  and  the  Crown  have,  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Parks  under  their  control, 
evidenced  their  opinion  that  public  meetings 
conducted  in  a  peaceable  and  orderly  manner 
constitute  a  projper  and  even  useful  employment 
of  open  spaces  in  the  Metropolis.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  regret  if  the  Metropolitan 
Board  took  a  different  view  of  the  open  spaces 
which  are  under  their  management.  Unne- 
cessary repression  of  this  character  creates 
discontent  and  disturbance,  and  so  far  from 
tending  to  public  order  is  calculated  to  provoke 
irritation  and  tumult." 

I  shall  now  have  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  few  words  as  to  the  historical 
creation  of  Trafalgar  Square.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  with  reference  to  the  Square 
sanction  has  sometimes  been  given  to 
the  view  that  Trafalgar  Square  is  the 
private  property  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
that  in  a  legal  sense  it  was  like  Hyde 
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Park  before  the  Parks  Begolation  Act 
was  passed.  Nothing  can  be  more  mis- 
taken than  that  view.  Hyde  Park  was 
originally  called  after  the  manor  of 
Hyde,  which  manor  was  one  of  the 
possessions  of  the  Abbey  of  Westminster 
which  was  confiscated  by  Henry  YIII. 
From  the  days  of  that  Monarch  it  re- 
mained for  a  long  series  of  years  the 
private  property  of  the  Crown,  just  like 
any  other  property.  The  case  of  Trafalgar 
Square  was  absolutely  and  entirely  dif- 
ferent. I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Charles 
Harrison,  who  has  given  me  his  assistance 
in  getting  up  this  matter  in  detail,  that 
the  first  important  Act  with  regard  to 
Trafalgar  Square  was  passed  in  1813, 
It  recited  that  it  was  considered  a  work 
of  public  utility  and  would  be  a  great 
accommodation  if,  among  other  things, 
an  open  square  was  formed  opposite 
Charing  Cross.  There  were  contained  in 
the  Act  various  other  schemes  for  widen- 
ing other  streets.  For  this  purpose,  in 
connection  with  the  improvement  of  the 

Srivate  Crown  estate — then  known  as 
[arylebone  Park,  but  now  as  Regent's 
Park — Public  Commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed and  public  moneys  voted,  and 
the  property  which  formed  the  first  half 
of  what  is  now  Trafalgar  Square,  but 
originally  known  as  Union  Square,  was 
acquired  by  a  public  Vote  of  Parlia- 
ment, paid  for  out  of  the  taxes  of  the 
country.  In  1826  another  Act  recited 
that  it  was  a  public  object  and  for  the 
public  accommodation  that  there  should 
be  formed  an  enclosed  and  open  square 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  public  which 
comprised  the  present  Square ;  and  one 
of  its  clauses,  while  imposing  on  the  Com- 
missioners the  duty  of  completing  the 
Square,  at  the  same  time  imposed  on 
the  parishes  its  preservation  and  sup- 
port. This  Act  related  to  the  eastern 
half  of  what  is  now  the  Square,  and 
which  was  in  1826  the  property  prin- 
cipally of  the  then  Duke  of  Northum- 
berland and  the  Oovemors  of  Bethlehem 
Hospital.  By  1844  the  property  was  sub- 
stantially in  its  present  condition,  and 
had  been  so  made  by  the  public  and  at 
the  public  expense  for  public  purposes. 
In  1 844  a  Statute  was  passed  upon  which 
was  based  the  theory  that  this  Square  is 
the  property  of  the  Crown  in  the  sense 
of  private  property  of  Her  Majesty.  I 
deny  it.  I  know  that  it  has  been  said  that 
the  Crown  is  the  trustee  for  the  people ; 
but  it  has  also  been  said  that  those  who 
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went  into  Trafalgar  Square  against  the 
will  or  without  the  licence  of  the  Queen 
commit  a  trespass.  My  contention  is 
strongly  against  this  view.  The  Act  of 
1844  recites  that  the  Queen  was  seised 
in  right  of  her  Crown  in  the  place  called 
Trafalgar  Square,  which  is  no  more  than 
saying  that  the  freehold  or  the  fee 
simple  is  vested  in  the  Queen,  and  that 
statement  in  no  way  detracts  from  the 
public  character  that  has  been  stamped 
upon  Trafalgar  Square  by  the  history  I 
have  given.  The  power  of  control  over 
Trafalgar  Square  was  wisely  g^ven  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
without  in  any  way  detracting  from  the 
public  character  of  that  place  which  was 
so  originally  stamped  upon  it,  and  no 
regulations  either  of  those  Commissioners 
or  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  can  pro- 
perly set  aside  or  alter  the  rights  of  the 
public  in  reference  to  it.  Indeed,  up  to 
the  present  time  no  reg^ations  of  any 
kind  have  been  made  in  reference  to 
Trafalgar  Square  under  the  authority 
either  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  or  of  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police.  I  attach  much  importance  to 
the  Statute  of  1854.  The  scheme  of  that 
Statute  was  this.  It  mentions  certain 
statues  by  name,  two  of  which  are  in  Tra- 
falgar Square-^that  of  King  George  III. 
and  that  of  Lord  Nelson — and  it  then 

goes  on  to  place  under  the  control  of  the 
'ommissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
the  statues  situated  in  public  plaoes  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  ''  public  place  "  is 
defined  to  be  one  to  which  the  public 
had  '*  the  right  of  ingress,  egress, 
regress,  or  thoroughfare.*'  That  is 
practically  a  statutory  admission  of 
the  right  of  the  public  to  enter,  leave, 
and  return  to  that  Square.  The  statu- 
tory history  of  the  square  to  which  I 
have  referred  entitles  me  to  say  that 
this  Square  was  created  by  public  money 
for  the  public  accommodation,  and  not 
merely  for  the  advantage  of  those  who 
happen  to  live  in  its  immediate  neigh- 
bourhoood,  and  that,  while  the  freehold 
or  legal  estate  remains  in  the  Queen,  the 
beneficial  use  and  accommodation  of  it 
lie  in  the  public,  and  are  in  no  sense 
properly  to  be  limited  and  restricted  by 
the  powers  of  management  vested  in  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
The  First  Commissioner's  power  of 
management  was,  and  ought  to  be,  in 
point  of  law  and  in  point  of  expediency, 
limited  with  reference  to  its  public  use 
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and  obaraoter.  Lastly,  I  have  pnoioted 
out  that  no  regulations  restraining  or 
affecting  that  use  have  been  made. 
What  is  the  history  of  the  user  of  the 
Square  following  upon  these  Statutes  ? 
The  history  of  the  actual  user  of  the 
Square  by  the  public  is  still  more  re- 
markable. In  1844,  as  I  have  stated, 
the  care  and  control  of  the  Square  was 
vested  in  the  Oommissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests.  In  1848,  when  Parliament 
was  sitting,  a  Mr.  Cochrane  convened  a 
public  meeting  in  the  Square  with  the 
object  of  protesting,  among  other  things, 
against  the  Income  Tax,  and  he  was  in- 
formed by  the  Police  Oommissioners  that 
the  meeting  could  not  be  permitted  ; 
whereupon  Mr.  Oochrane  wrote  to  them 
to  state  that  he  had  no  idea  that  such  a 
meeting  in  such  a  place  was  illegal,  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners being  of  opinion  that  it  was 
illegal,  he  would  take  no  further  part 
in  it.  The  Oommissioners  thereupon 
at  once  wrote  to  him  and  informed  him 
that  he  was  under  a  mistake  as  to  their 
grounds  of  objection  to  the  meeting 
being  held,  which  were  not  that  it  was 
illegal  to  hold  such  a  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  at  any  time,  but  only 
when  I^arliament  was  sitting.  It  was 
on  that  occasion  that  Sir  George  Grey 
stated  in  this  House  that  it  was  lawful 
to  hold  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
provided  they  were  legal  and  orderly  in 
their  character.  The  next  occasion  on 
which  the  question  of  the  right  of  public 
meeting  arose  was  the  memorable  one  in 
relation  to  Hyde  Park  in  1866.  Hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  it  was  sug- 
gested at  that  time,  with  a  much  greater 
show  of  reason,  that  the  representatives 
of  the  Orown,  under  whose  control  the 
Park  was  placed,  had  a  right  to  prohibit 
public  meetings  in  it,  asit  was  intended 
for  the  recreation  of  the  people ;  and 
that,  if  a  public  meeting  were  held  in  it, 
the  grass  and  flower  beds  would  be 
trampled  upon  and  destroyed.  In  the 
year  to  which  I  am  referring,  the  point 
was  taken  that  Trafalgar  Square  was  the 
lawful  and  proper  place  for  holding  such 
meetings.  It  was  then  asserted  that  an 
open,  unenclosed  square  like  Trafalgar 
Square  was  not  much  used  for  the  mere 
purposes  of  thoroughfare,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  was  a  most  convenient  place 
for  holding  public  meetings.  Sir  George 
Grey  went  jnirther  even  than  that,  be- 
cause be  stated  in  this  House  that,  as 


long  as  the  public  meetings  held  in  the 
Square  were  of  a  peaceable,  orderly,  and 
lawful  character,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  no  right  to  interfere  with  them. 
That  was  undoubtedly  a  very  important 
statement.  The  present  Home  Secretary 
and  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  access  to  what  I  have  not — 
namely,  a  long  current  of  opinions  on  the 
subject  by  distinguished  Law  Officers, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  whether,  in  the 
course  of  the  long  series  of  years  since 
1844,  there  is  any  instance  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Orown  advising  the  Exe- 
cutive to  interfere  with  orderly  meetings 
being  held  in  the  Square.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Government  can 
show  that  on  any  former  occasion,  either 
on  his  own  Motion  or  on  the  initiation 
or  suggestion  of  the  Government,  the 
Ohief  Oommissioner  of  Police,  by  procla- 
mation or  notice  or  ukase — I  care  not 
which — has  chosen,  upon  his  own  au- 
thority, to  prohibit  any  meeting,  how- 
ever lawful  or  orderly,  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  In  1885,  when  it  was  proposed 
by  a  Mr.  W.  J.  L.  Hooper  to  hold  a 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  to  celebrate 
the  release  of  Mrs.  Weldon  from  prison, 
that  gentleman  received  the  following 
letter  from  the  office  of  the  Ohief  Oom- 
missioner of  Police : — 

"  4,  WhitehaU  Place,  8.  W., 

«  Sept  9, 1885. 

**  Sir, — With  reference  to  your  letter  of  the 
4th  inst.,  I  nm  directed  by  the  Uommiaeioner  of 
Police  of  the  Metropolii  to  acquaint  you  that  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient,  both  to  the 
speakers  at  the  proposed  meeting  and  to  the 
public,  to  have  the  meeting  addressed  from  the 
steps  leading  from  the  pavement  of  the  Square 
to  the  Terrace,  and  the  blocking  of  this  public 
way,  which  is  unusual,  might  lead  to  disorder' 
on  the  part  of  persons  resenting  it.  The  base 
of  the  Nelson  column  is  not  allowed  as  a  plat- 
form for  addressing  meetings,  and  the  usual 
and  most  convenient  spot  for  such  purposes  is 
at  the  base  of  the  wall  at  the  north  (or  National 
Gallery)  side  of  the  Square.  In  many  instances 
the  promoters  of  the  meetings  bring  with  them 
a  small  portable  platform  to  raise  the  speakers 
above  the  people,  and  this  procedure  is  not 
interfered  with  by  the  police.  The  drivers  of 
carriages  in  the  procession  should  be  instructed 
to  obey  the  directions  of  the  police,  who  would 
then  arrange  the  empty  vehicles  at  the  north 
and  west  sides  of  the  Square  in  the  carriage 
way,  so  as  to  cause  the  least  possible  obstruc- 
tion ;  and  every  assistance  would  be  afforded  to 
prevent  disorder  at  the  meeting. 

"  I  am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

"C.  L.  Bathubst, 

.     i««  pro  Ohief  Clerk." 
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I  hare  farther  to  say  that  up  to  1886, 
although  there  were  a  large  number  of 
meetings,  many  of  them  largely  at- 
tended, held  in  Trafalgar  Square.,  no 
serious  disturbance  occurred  at  any  of 
them.  In  1886,  however,  there  was  a 
meeting  which  was  attended  by  unhappy 
consequences.  We  know  that  those  conse- 
quences resulted  from  a  misunderstand- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  police  of  the  orders 
w£uch  had  been  given  to  them.  They  be- 
lieved they  were  told  to  assemble  in  the 
Mall,  and  the  order  in  fact,  was  that  they 
should  assemble  in  Fall  Mall,  to  be 
ready  if  they  were  required.  The  result 
was  that  a  considerable  number  of  per- 
sons— the  fringe  of  the  meeting — [0 
laugh] — well,  I  think  so,  and  I  perhaps 
know  as  much  about  the  meeting  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  seems  to  doubt  it — a 
considerable  number  of  persons  acted 
in  a  disorderly  manner.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  they  were  exemplary  characters. 
Taking  advantage  of  the  circumstances 
in  which  they  found  themselves,  they  in- 
dulged in  looting,  and  disturbances  of  a 
more  or  less  serious  character  occurred. 
I  will  now  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
in  legal  proceedings  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh), 
whose  oouztesy  I  ought  to  acknowledge 
in  giving  precedence  to  me  on  this  sub- 
ject, Oharles  Bradlaugh,  being  exa- 
mined,  said — 

"He  had  known  Trafalgar  Square  for  35 
years,  and  during  that  time  the  public  had 
paaeed  freely-  over  every  part  of  it.  He 
had  never  seen  a  notice  exhibited  stating  that 
the  Square  was  private  property.  Between 
186ff  and  1 884  he  had  taken  part  in  public  meet- 
ings there.  After  1860  he  had  frequently  con- 
vened meetings  there,  none  of  which  had  been 
dispersed  by  the  police-^ff  -  prevented*.  On  the 
31st  of  July,  1871,  he  was  served  by  Inapector 
Clark  with  a  written  notice  on  behalf  of  ths 
Commissioners  forbidding  him  to  hold  a  meet- 
ing. A  meeting  had  been  called  by  Mr.  Odger, 
which  had  been  proclaimed  and  which  he 
donbted  the  legality  of,  and  he  issued  a  notice 
convening  another  meeting.  The  notice  stated 
that  force  would  be  used  if  he  attempted  to 
hold  it,  and  Inspector  Clark,  who  served  the 
notice,  asked  for  an  answer.  He  answered  that 
the  meeting  was  legal,  and  that  any  attempt  to 
disperse  it  would  be  illegal,  and  that  he  would 
resist  force  by  force.  That  was  about  11  in 
the  morning,  and  about  12  he  served  a  notice 
on  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police  to  the  same  effect.  He  held 
the  meetings,  llie  Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Police  was  present.  There  was  no  attempt  to 
disperse  the  meeting,  although  there  was  a 
large  force  of  police  present.*' 

I  have  shown  that  meetings  have  been 
^«>  Charles  RusmU 


held  in  Trafalgar  Square  since  it  wa« 
Trafalgar  Square,  that  the  legality  of 
those  meetings  has  been  admitted  by 
the  action  of  the  Home  Secretary  in 
1848  and  in  1866,  and  by  the  action  of 
the  police  who  have  assisted  in  carrying 
out  those  meetings,  and  that  no  disturb* 
anoe  of  a  serious  character  has  taken 
place.  I  now  come  to  the  unhappy  oc- 
currences of  the  ISth  and  the  aoth  of 
November  last.  It  is  true  that  previous 
to  the  13th  of  November  there  had  been 
a  number  of  meetings  held  of  a  more  or 
less  disorderly  character ;  it  is  true  that 
these  meetings  were  the  cause  of  vei^ 
considerable  annoyance  and  inoonvem- 
ence,  and  even  possibly  of  danger  to 
business  and  injury  to  persons  whose 

S remises  surround  Trafalgar  Square, 
[y  object  in  this  Motion,  which  I  think 
the  House  will  appreciate,  would  be 
while  preserving  the  right  of  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  to  preserve  it  under 
such  legal  conditions  and  authority  as 
should  minimize  inconvenience  to  the 
public  and  give  security  for  the  preser- 
vation of  order  by  those  who  are  respon- 
sible for  its  maintenance.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  meetings  that  were  held 
before  the  18th  of  November,  if  they 
were  unlawful,  I  want  to  know  why  the 
Home  Secretary  or  the  Ohief  Commis- 
sioner of  Police  did  not  previously 
interfere  with  them  ?  I  do  not  under- 
stand it  is  suggested  that  the  object  with 
which  they  were  called  was  unlawful. 
If  they  were  made  an  occasion  for  the 
delivery  of  seditious  speeches  or  of 
speeches  inciting  to  breaches  of  the 
peace  or  disorder,  I  want  to  know  why 
steps  were  not  taken  against  the  indivi- 
duals for  the  offences  so  oommitted  ?  I 
now  come  to  the  meeting  of  November 
13,  which  I  beg  the  House  to  observe — 
d  which  I  would  fain  believe  Uie 
Ho^r9s§ooretary  failed  to  disting^sh — 
was  whoIH^un<)oi^i^o<^ted  with  any  of 
the  meetings  rb^  ^^^  gone  before. 
The  meeting  was^ati®^  ^7  ®  respon- 
sible body  of  men  — tnSv  o<>"^®d®r**«d 
Liberal  or  Radical  Clubik^  ^■^^<>"* 
— for  an  object  which  the  CTSttg  ®**** 
not  and  did  not  suggest  was  an  ui 
ful  purpose.  Unquestionably  it  was 
an  "improper  purpose"  aooo: 


^  to 

the  view  of  the  (Government,  because  it 

was  to  denounce  their  policy  in  Ireland. 
I  wish  the  House  to  observe  the  dates* 
That  meeting  was  resolved  upon  on  the 
2nd  of  November,  and  it  was  announced 
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bj  posters  on  the  5th  of  Noyember.  It 
was  under  the  management  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  a  large  number  of  clubs 
and  political  societies  in  the  Metropolis; 
and  I  recollect  fhat  at  an  interview 
which  several  friends  and  I  had 
with  the  Home  Secretary  the  Ohief 
Oommissioner  of  Police  admitted  that  on 
several  previous  occasions  the  conveners 
of  this  meeting  had  acted  in  harmony 
with  the  police  in  preserving  order ;  the 
Chief  Commissioner  willingly  and  grate- 
fully recognized  that  fact.  On  the 
8th  of  November  was  placarded  the 
public  notice  setting  forth  that  dis- 
orderly scenes  had  occurred  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  with  a  view  to  preventing 
the  recurrence  of  such  disorderly  scenes— 

*<  I,  Charles  Warren,  do  hereby  give  notice, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  concurrence  of  the  First  CommiBsioner  of 
Her  Majesty's  Works,  that  until  further  inti- 
mation no  public  meeting  will  he  allowed  to 
assemble  in  Trafalgar  Square,  nor  will  speeches 
be  allowed  to  be  deliyerea  therein,  and  all  well- 
disposed  persons  are  requested  to  abstain  from 
assembling  there,  as  measures  will  be  adopted 
to  proTcnt  any  such  meeting  or  the  delirery  of 
any  speech." 

Let  me  say  that  if  this  notice  has  any 
legal  effect  at  all — and  I  shall  be  sur- 
prised if  any  lawyer  says  the  contrary — 
on  the  legalitv  or  illegality  of  the  meet- 
ing, its  lawful  or  unlawful  character ;  it 
deriwes  no  additional    force  from    the 
fact  that  it  is  stated  to  have  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
concurrence  of  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works.    The  Home  Secretary  repre- 
sents the  Executive,  and  has  no  authority 
in  the  matter  special  or  peculiar  to  him ; 
his  authority  is  derived  from  the  general 
Common  Law;  and  as  regards  the  First 
Commissioner,    eyen    if   he    had    any 
power,  this  notice  is  no  exercise  of  his 
authority,  and  he  had  no  power  to  dele- 
gate it  to  anybody  else.     This  notice 
stands   upon  its   merits    or    demerits, 
whatever  they  may  be — upon  the  simple 
statement  that  "  I,  Charles  Warren," 
forbid  until  further  notice  any  meeting 
whatever.    I  am  a  little  uncertain  as  to 
how  to  treat  this  notice.    In  the  Police 
Court  my  able  and  learned  friend  Mr. 
Poland  spoke  of  it  as  being  an  act  of 
the  Executive  Government ;   but  I  ob* 
serve  that  at  the  Old  Bailey  my  hon. 
^nd  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
said  there  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
show  that  the  Government  had  anything 
to  do  with  it. 


VOL.  CCCXXIL    [third  sEBiEs.] 


The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RioHABD  Websteb)  (Islc  of  Wight) : 
I  must  venture  to  correct  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  What  I  did  say  was 
that  the  putting  in  motion  of  that  notice 
came  from  the  Police  Authorities  in 
the  interest  of  public  peace,  but  that 
there  was  no  evidence  that  the  Executive 
put  the  notice  in  motion,  but  that  they 
approved  the  action  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren  on  the  statements  laid  before 
them  by  him. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  I  do  not 
find  from  the  report  in  The  Timei  that  he 
said  the  Executive  approved  what  was 
done ;  but  I  do  find  the  statement  that 
the  responsibility  rested  not  on  the^Go- 
vernment,  but  on  Sir  Charles  Warren, 
who,  he  goes  on  to  say,  was  appointed 
by  a  Liberal  Government;  but,  apart 
from  that,  he  continued,  there  was  not  a 
tittle  of  evidence  from  which  anyone 
could  venture  to  suggest  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  took  action  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  Executive.  That,  I  think,  is  what 
I  substantially  said.  Well,  we  now  hear 
for  the  first  time  that  the  Government, 
if  they  did  not  take  the  initiative,  did 
approve  what  was  done.  After  this  lam 
entitled  to  draw  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  the  act  of  the  Government.  First 
of  all,  what  is  the  effect  of  that  notice  ? 
Will  any  lawyer  say  that  that  notice 
makes  the  least  difference  as  regards  the 
question  whether  the  meeting  intended 
to  be  held  would  have  been  a  lawful 
meeting  or  not  ?  Would  it  not  be  ad- 
mitted that  that  notice  or  proclamation 
had  had  no  effect  whatever  in  deter- 
mining one  way  or  the  other  the  lawful- 
ness or  unlawfulness  of  the  meeting  ?  I 
beg  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  the  point 
on  which  I  insist  in  this  matter.  I  do 
not  now  question,  and  never  have  ques- 
tioned, the  right  of  the  Executive  to  stop 
any  meeting  which  they  could  satisfy 
any  proper  tribunal  was  an  unlawful 
meeting,  either  because  of  its  avowed 
object,  or  because  it  was  calculated  to 
inspire  the  minds  of  ordinary  persons  in 
the  neighbourhood  with  fear.  I  admit 
that  to  be  the  law.  But  that  is  not 
what  this  notice  does.  What  it  does 
is  to  peremptorily  forbid,  until  it  is 
withdrawn,  any  meeting  being  held 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  however  lawful 
and  however  peaceable.  I  will  no- 
tice the  observation  which  the  Home 
Secretary  made  the  other  night  with 
reference  to  this  point.    The  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  North- West  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  I 
Ounninghame  Ghraham)  put  a  Question 
to  the  Home  Secretary  as  to  whether 
this  ukase,  as  he  chose  to  call  it,  was  or 
was  not  still  in  force.  To  that  the  Home 
Secretary  answered — ''The  regulations 
of  Sir  Oharles  Warren  in  relation  to 
Trafalgar  Square  are  still  in  force."  Is 
the  defence  of  the  Government  this — 
that  this  document  is  a  regulation  as  to 
the  use  of  Trafalgar  Square?  No.  What, 
then,  is  the  defence  and  justification  in 
point  of  law  ?  Again  I  say  I  admit  the 
right  of  the  Executive  Goyernment,  upon 
their  responsibility  and  for  either  of  the 
reasons  I  have  giyen,  to  prevent  a  meet- 
ing in  the  Square ;  but  I  deny  the  right 
of  the  Executive  Government,  and  still 
more  the  right  of  Sir  Charles  Warren, 
to  issue  a  Proclamation  forbidding  any 
meeting,  irrespective  of  its  character. 
Having  got  rid  of  the  idea  that  this 
notice  was  one  for  the  regulation  of 
Trafalgar  Square,  by  what  is  it  to  be 
defended?  Let  me  remind  the  Home 
Secretary  that  the  finding  of  the  jury 
and  the  termination  of  the  case  at  the 
Old  Bailey  gave  no  colour  or  legal 
sanction  of  any  sort  or  kind  as  to  the 
legality  or  illegality  of  future  orderly 
meetings  in  the  Square.  A  deputation 
waited  upon  the  Home  Secretary  on  the 
1  Ith  of  November,  and  I  should  like  to 
read  to  the  House  what  took  place.  The 
Home  Secretary  used  this  language — 

''The  pablio  have  no  right  of  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  It  if  only  by  the  suSerance 
and  permisflion  of  the  Queen  that  they  do  meet 
there.  That  permission  is,  of  course,  ordi- 
narily extended,  and  would  be  ordinarily  ex- 
tended to  any  bond  Jlde  meeting,  to  any  real 
political  assemblage  that  came  there  for  bondjide 
political  purposes ;  but  it  is  on  sufferance  and 
with  permission,  and  Her  Majesty  (or  rather  the 
Office  of  Works,  who  speak  for  Her  Majesty  in 
the  matter)  has  a  perfectly  legal  right  to  with- 
hold that  permission." 

Now,  I  wish  to  know  who  made  the 
Home  Secretary  judge,  and  who  gave 
him,  as  the  adviser  of  the  Queen  in  these 
matters,  the  right  of  saying  what  is  a 
hondfide  meeting  ?  This  is  very  dangerous 
ground  for  the  Home  Secretary,  and  I 
venture  to  say  there  is  no  legal  support 
for  it.  I  deny  that  access  to  the  Square 
is  upon  sufferance.  The  purpose  for 
which  the  Square  can  be  used,  when  ac- 
cess is  obtained,  is  another  and  different 
question;  but  that  there  is  a  right  of 
access  to  the  Square  I  think  is  apparent. 
I  have,  I  think,  already  made  it  clear 
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that  the  public  have  a  right  of  user  of 
the  Square,  and  the  Home  Secretary 
has  no  authority  to  take  it  away ;  but  I 
will  follow  the  matter  a  little  further. 
Does  not  the  Home  Secretary  see^^o 
not  all  the  legal  Members  of  the  House 
see — that  eyenjif  a  meeting  was  held  on 
a  place,  and  the  persons  holding  the 
meeting  were  committing  a  trespass, 
that  act  of  trespass  would  not  neces- 
sarily make  the  meeting  unlawful? 
People  in  those  circumstances  do  not 
commit  the  offence  of  holding  an  un- 
lawful meeting,  but  the  offence  of  tres- 
pass only.  And  if  you  come  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  obstruction,  it  will 
be  seen  that  obstruction  will  not  make  a 
meeting  unlawful  on  that  account  only. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  you  can- 
not hold  a  meeting  in  any  public  place 
at  which  you  would  not  be  guilty,  in  a 
greater  or  lesser  degree,  of  obstruction 
which  may  extend  over  accustomed  ways 
or  footpaths.  But  will  any  lawyer  say,  if 
a  meeting  is  held  under  circumstances 
which  eause  obstruction,  that  that  fact 
necessarily  makes  it  a  meeting  of  an  un- 
lawful character  ?  I  deny  it.  The  per- 
sons holding  the  meeting  may  be  guilty 
of  an  offence  for  which  they  can  be 
dealt  with ;  but  it  is  not  the  offence  of 
taking  part  in  or  of  holding  an  unlawful 
meeting.  I  should  like  to  quote,  on 
this  question  of  public  meeting,  from 
an  author  whose  opinions  will  be  re- 
ceived with  approbation  by  Dissentient 
Liberals  on  this  side  of  the  House.  My 
friend  Professor  Dicey,  one  of  the  ablest 
and  one  of  the  most  honest  and  candid 
of  the  advocates  of  our  Dissentient 
Friends,  says — 

"  The  right  of  assemhling  is  nothing  more 
than  the  result  of  the  view  taken  by  the  Coarte 
as  to  individual  liberty  of  person  and  individual 
liberty  of  speech.  There  is  no  special  law  al- 
lowing A,  B,  and  0  to  meet  together  either  in 
the  open  air  or  elsewhere  for  a  lawful  purpose^ 
but  the  right  of  A  to  go  where  he  pleasee,  eo 
that  he  does  not  commit  a  trespass,  and  to  say 
what  he  likes  to  B,  so  that  his  talk  ii  not  libel- 
lous or  seditious,  the  right  of  B  to  do  the  like 
with  regard  to  A,  and  the  existence  of  the  same 
rights  of  C,  D,  £,  and  F,  and  so  on  o^  in^iimn^ 
leads  to  the  consequence  that  A,  B,  C,  D  and  a 
thousand  or  ten  thousand  other  persons  may  (as 
a  general  rule)  meet  together  in  any  place  where 
otherwise  they  each  have  a  right  to  be  for  a 
lawful  purpose  and  in  a  lawful  manner." 

The  next  step  in  the  matter  is  the  occur- 
rence of  the  meeting  itself.  I  think 
there  are  few  men  who  have  any  doubt 
that  if  the  authorities  had  permitted  the 
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meeting  to  be  held  undisturbed  by  the 
action  of  the  police,  although  it  might 
have  caused  inoonvenience  to  some,  it 
would  not  have  resulted  in  any  general 
tumult  or  disorder.  But  the  course  re- 
sorted to  by  the  police,  of  stopping 
large  masses  of  people  who  were  on 
their  way  to  the  Square  in  the  exer- 
cise of  what  they  believed  to  be  their 
long  -  accustomed  right,  undoubtedly 
had  very  serious  effects  upon  the 
public  temper,  and  ultimately  upon  the 
public  peace.  I  'am  not  going  into 
this  question,  which  is  not  pertinent  to 
the  Motion.  I  wish  this  Motion  to  be 
discussed  apart  from  that  point,  and  on 
its  own  merits.  I  will  only  say,  with 
regard  to  it,  that  the  Government  based 
their  contention  as  to  the  illegality  of 
the  meeting  on  three  grounds — (1)  that 
the  defendants  had  taken  part  in  a  riot ; 
(2)  that  they  took  part  in  a  disorderly 
meeting,  in  which  the  police  were 
assaulted ;  and  (3)  that  the  meeting  was 
unlawful  on  the  ground  that  it  was  cal- 
culated to  inspire  terror  in  the  minds  of 
persons  living  in  the  neighbourhood. 
The  jury  negatived  the  question  of  riot 
and  the  question  of  disorderly  meeting, 
and  found  the  defendants  guilty  on  the 
third  ground  only.  As  to  what  took 
place  on  the  occasion  I  forbear  to  say 
more  than  this-^that  the  assault  and  riot 
having  been  negatived,  I  am  sorry  the 
learned  Judge  did  not  see  his  way,  inas- 
m.ush  as  it  was  admitted  by  the  Crown 
that  the  meeting  was  held  in  the  asser- 
tion of  what  was  considered  to  be  a  legal 
right — ^I  am  sorry  the  learned  Judge  did 
not  see  his  way  to  allow  the  prisoners  to 
stand  out  and  come  up  for  judgment 
when  called  upon.  The  finding  of  the 
jury  must  be  taken  as  a  justification  of 
the  action  of  the  police  in  preventing  the 
particular  meeting  from  being  held ;  but 
it  is  no  justification  in  point  of  law  or 
reason  for  this  standing  prohibition  of 
Sir  Oharles  Warren,  which  is  now  to  be 
treated  as  the  action  of  the  Qovemment, 
permanently  and  absolutely  at  their  will 
and  pleasure,  to  prevent  all  orderly 
meetings  from  being  held  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  Now,  in  this  matter,  I  have  to 
trouble  the  House  with  one  word,  and 
one  word  only,  as  to  another  ground  of 
justification  which  is  sought  to  be  put 
forward.  The  only  notice  existing  on 
the  1  dth  of  November  was  the  notice  of 
the  8th  of  November;  but  after  the  meet- 
ing of  the  13th  of  November  a  further 


notice  was  issued  by  Sir  Oharles  Warren, 
in  which,  citing  as  bis  justification — and 

1  call  attention  to  it — the  Statutes  of  the 

2  &  3  Vict,  and  the  7  &  8  Vict,,  he  pur- 
ported to  make  this  order  or  regulation 
that  no  meeting  is  to  be  allowed  to 
assemble  or  any  person  to  be  allowed  to 
deliver  any  public  speech  in  Trafalgar 
Square  or  in  the  streets  or  thoroughfares 
adjoining  or  leading  thereto,  and  that 
no  organized  processions  shall  be 
allowed  to  pass  along  the  streets  or 
thoroughfares  adjoining  or  Jeading 
thereto.  What  are  the  Statutes  cited  in 
support  of  this  ?  They  are  two.  I  dis- 
pose of  one  of  them  by  a  passing  refer- 
ence. The  Act  passed  in  1844 — 7  & 
8  Fict. — gives  certain  authority,  limited, 
as  I  have  indicated,  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests  and 
now  to  the  Commissioners  of  Works. 
The  only  section  in  the  other  Statute 
which  has  any  bearing  on  this  matter 
is  the  d2nd  section,  which  makes  it 
lawful  for  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
from  time  to  time,  as  occasion  may  re- 
quire, to  frame  regulations  for  the  route 
to  be  observed  by  all  carts,  carriages, 
horses,  and  persons,  and  for  preventing 
obstruction  in  the  streets  and  thorough- 
fares within  the  Metropolitan  Police 
district,  in  all  times  of  public  processions, 
public  rejoicings,  or  illuminations,  and 
also  to  give  directions  to  constables  to 
keep  in  order  and  to  prevent  any  ob- 
struction of  the  thoroughfares  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Her 
Majesty's  Palaces,  the  Public  Offices, 
Parliament,  the  Courts  of  Law,  the 
Police  Courts,  theatres,  and  other 
places  of  public  resort,  and  in  any  case 
where  the  thoroughfares  are  thronged 
and  liable  to  be  obstructed.  What  does 
this  Statute  mean  ?  It  is  not  a  Statute 
forbidding  processions,  but  a  Statute  for 
regulating  them.  It  is  not  a  Statute 
forbidding  public  meetings,  but  it  is  a 
power  given  to  the  police  to  be  exer- 
cised with  the  view  of  marshalling,  so 
to  speak,  the  traffic,  so  that  there  may 
be  as  little  disturbance  or  inconvenience 
to  the  public  as  possible.  Does  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary say  that  it  is  within  the  competence 
of  the  First  Commissioner  of  Metropo- 
litan Police  to  forbid  anybody  from 
coming  down  Parliament  Street,  or  to 
forbid  any  procession  from  going  down 
the  Embansment?  I  should  like  to 
know  what  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's 
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answer  is  to  that  question.  I  should 
like  him  now  to  give,  eyen  by  a  nod  of 
the  head,  some  indication  of  an  answer, 
because  I  submit  to  the  House  that  un- 
less the  power  claimed  is  a  power  to  the 
extent  and  of  the  kind  that  I  have 
indicated,  there  is  no  more  power  to 
stop  processions  in  the  direction  of 
Trafalgar  Square  by  a  general  order 
applicable  to  all  occasions  than  there  is 
to  stop  them  in  any  thoroughfare  of  the 
Metropolis.  I  have  so  far  dealt  with 
this  matter  very  much  on  the  legal 
grounds,  but  I  confess  that  I  do  not 
think  this  is  a  question  which  the  House 
can  afford  or  ought  to  discuss  in  the 
mere  language  of  legal  pedantry.  I  am 
fully  aware  of  the  technical  legal  diffi- 
culties in  the  way,  in  many  cases,  of 
affirmatively  establishing  in  a  Court  of 
Law  the  concrete  right  of  open-air 
public  meeting.  But  this  is  a  question 
in  which  a  right  that  the  public  have 
exercised  in  f^t  has  been  restrained 
by  a  peremptory  mandate  of  the  Go- 
yemment,  which  they  are  called  upon 
to  justify,  not  only  in  point  of  law, 
but  on  Constitutional  principles.  I  sub- 
mit they  can  do  neither.  If  they  want 
to  have  further  powers  to  maintain  order 
and  to  keep  the  peace,  let  them  come 
to  Parliament  and  ask  for  them,  and 
my  Motion  opens  the  road  to  inquiry. 
If  the  existing  regulations  are  inade- 
quate, let  them  be  strengthened ;  but  do 
not  by  an  indirect  method  or  side-wind 
make  an  invasion  upon  a  long  exercised 
right  of  the  public,  or  interfere  with  it 
in  this  peremptory  and  unconstitutional 
manner.  I  have  pointed  out  that  the 
question  of  the  right  to  hold  orderly 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  was  not 
raised  in  the  case  heard  at  the  Old 
Bailey.  There  was  a  kind  of  assertion 
by  the  learned  Attorney  General  that 
there  was  no  right  of  access  to  the 
Square,  which  in  his  summing-up  Mr. 
Justice  Charles  did  not  seem  to  endorse. 
I  know,  also,  there  was  a  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Justice  Charles  as  to  the  non-exist- 
ence of  the  supposed  right  of  holding 
public  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square.  In 
so  far  as  any  such  suggestion  was  made 
by  that  learned  Judge,  I  say  with  all 
respect  that  it  was  a  mere  ohiter  dietumf 
because  the  question  did  not  arise  in  the 
case.  The  ground  upon  which  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury  at  the  Old  Bailey  rested 
would  have  equally  applied  to  any 
like  meeting  in  any  place— even  in  a 
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place  in  which  it  was  admitted  there 
was  a  right  to  hold  the  meeting. 
But  when  the  Government  had  the 
opportunity  of  having  the  question 
judicially  determined  as  to  whether  there 
was  or  was  not  the  right  to  hold  an 
orderly  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  I 
say  unmistakably — I  do  not  say  it 
offensively — that  they  shirked  the  ques- 
tion. I  allude,  of  course,  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Saunders,  a  former  Member  of  this 
House.  Mr.  Saunders  attended  at  Tra- 
falgar Square,  having  given  notice  to  the 
poUce  that  he  would,  on  the  8th  and 
again  on  the  11th  of  November.  He 
said  that  he  claimed  his  right  to  go  there 
and  to  speak  to  the  unemployed  in  terms 
of  sympathy,  and  I  think  he  said  terms  of 
comfort.  The  police  told  him  they  would 
not  permit  the  meeting.  He  said  that  he 
would  hold  it.  He  went  to  the  place  of 
meeting  and  began  to  speak.  An  in- 
spector or  constable  desired  him  to  de- 
sist. He  said  he  would  not  desist,  but 
would  persevere  until  he  was  forcibly 
prevented.  Consequently,  the  inspector  or 
constable  put  his  hand  on  him  to  stop  him, 
and  the  meeting  was  then  at  an  end.  Mr. 
Saunders  was  brought  before  a  magis- 
trate and  was  defended — ably  defended 
— by  my  learned  friend  Mr.  Corrie  Grant, 
and  the  representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  that  occasion  showed  the  most 
anxious  desire  to  withdraw  the  charge. 
Mr.  Corrie  Grant  wanted  to  know  whiat 
was  the  offence  that  had  been  committed ; 
and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  to  a 
very  extraordinary  thing — ^namely,  to 
what  Mr.  Poland,  a  most  able  and  com- 
petent counsel  on  the  other  side,  said  in 
his  argument.  In  the  first  place,  Mr. 
Corrie  Grant  said — ''This  is  not  a  re- 
gulation under  any  Statute."  Mr. 
Poland  said — *'It  is  quite  dear  it  is 
not."  Mr.  Corrie  Grant  asked  on  what 
authority  the  prohibition  rested — ^what 
section  authorized  it  ?  Mr.  Poland  said 
— ''No  Statute.  He  does  it  simply  as  a 
servant  of  the  Crown."  So  that  we  have 
here  the  old  idea  of  private  property, 
and  that  a  trespass  is  committea  by  any- 
one going  to  the  Square  without  or 
against  the  permission  of  the  Crown. 
I  had  intended  to  allude  to  the  case  of 
the  other  public  parks,  and  I  shall  be 
very  short  in  my  reference  to  them. 
The  right  of  user  by  the  public  in  other 
open  spaces  in  the  Metropolis  than  Tra- 
falgar Square  cannot  be  said  to  be  in  a 
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satisfactory  condition.  It  calls  for  inquiry 
as  the  Motion  suggests.  Shortly  stated, 
these  public  places  are  of  two  classes — 
those  which  are  outside  the  Public  Parks 
Act  of  1872,  and  those  that  are  within 
that  Act.  Under  the  regulations  framed 
in  pursuance  of  the  Public  Parks  Act  of 
1872  there  are  in  London  four  places, 
and  four  only,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  in 
which  there  is  the  right  of  public  meet- 
iug,  and  that  right  is  given  in  rather  a 
remarkable  way.  It  is  not  expressly 
said  that  there  shall  he  a  right  of  public 
meeting,  hut  that  no  public  meeting 
shall  be  allowed  to  take  place  except 
within  certain  spaces  and  subject  to 
various  other  conditions.  Those  four 
^aces  are  Hyde  Park,  Eegent's  Park, 
Victoria  Park,  and  Battersea  Park. 
Then,  as  to  the  places  not  within  the 
Public  Parks  Act,  they  stand  in  this 
position.  First,  as  to  the  licensing 
authority,  where  the  Metropolitan 
Board  is  the  primary  authority  for 
making  bye-laws,  the  confirmiug  autho- 
rity is  either  the  Secretary  of  State  or 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  Where 
the  Local  Board  are  the  conservators, 
the  confirming  authority  is  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board.  Where  the  con- 
servators are  appointed  from  local  resi- 
dents, the  confirming  authority  is  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  So  that 
you  have  these  various  authorities,  and 
not  always  acting  in  harmony.  In  regard 
to  those  places  specially  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  there  is  a  prohibition  of  a  quali- 
fied kind  against  any  right  to  hold 
public  meetings  in  by  far  the  largest 
number  of  open  spaces  in  and  around 
the  Metropolis.  I  mean  that  such  meet- 
ings cannot  be  lawfully  held  unless  by 
the  written  consent  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  first  had  and  obtained. 
This  applies  to  a  very  large  number  of 
places,  among  which  are — Blackheath, 
Hampstead  Heath,  Shepherd's  Bush 
Common.  Hackney  Commons,  comprising 
London  Fields,  Hackney  Downs,  Wells 
Street  Common  (otherwise  Hackney 
Common),  North  Mill  Fields,  South 
Mill  Fields,  Stoke  Newington  Common, 
Clapton  Common,  and  parcels  of  land  at 
or  near  Dalston  Lane,  and  Grove  Street, 
Wormwood  Scrubs,  Shoulder- of-Mutton 
Qreen,  Plumstead  Common,  Peckham 
Kye,  Goose  Green,  Nunhead  Green, 
Clapham  Common,  Brook  Green,  Eel- 
brook  Commoni  Parson's  Green,  Toot- 


ing Beck  Common,  and  Tooting  Grave- 
ney  Common.  In  all  these  cases  the 
consent  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  is  to  be  obtained.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  the  right  which  unques- 
tionably the  public  of  this  country 
greatly  cherish  should  be,  as  regards  all 
these  open  spaces,  so  entirely  at  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  an  authority  which 
cannot  be  in  any  real  sense  of  the  words 
be  called  a  Representative  Body,  and  as 
to  which  I  will  only  say  further  that  it  is 
not  a  Body  which  can  be  said  to  command 
universal  confidence.  In  particular,  I 
cannot  think  that  the  Government  can 
be  satisfied,  or  ought  to  be  satisfied,  with 
the  position  in  which  the  question  of 
Trafalgar  Square  rests.  I  cannot  think 
they  will  consider  it  a  satisfactory  state 
of  things  that  there  should  now  be  in 
1888  so  remarkable  an  interference  by 
the  Chief  Commissioner  acting  for  the 
Government — and  now,  as  we  are  to  take 
it,  by  the  Government  themselves — 
with  a  long-established  right.  It  is  not 
a  state  of  things  that  the  public  will 
put  up  with,  or  ought  to  put  up  with. 
They  claim  the  right,  according  to  the 
custom  by  which  they  have  exercised  if, 
to  hold  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  are  willing  and 
anxious  to  have  proper  and  sober  rules 
for  the  conduct  and  regulation  of  meet- 
ings, so  as  to  minimize  and  reduce,  as 
far  as  possible,  any  inconvenience  to  the 
public.  But  this  question,  it  seems  to 
md,  touches  a  much  greater  and  a  much 
broader  question,  apart  from  its  strictly 
legal  aspect  and  character.  Speaking  of 
liberty  in  this  country,  De  Tocqueville 
said  that  he  was  surprised  to  find  how 
little  there  was  about  liberty  and  of 
liberty  in  the  law  of  the  country,  and  how 
much  there  was  of  liberty  in  the  Consti- 
tutional understandings  and  customs  of 
the  country.  Our  right  of  liberty  of  the 
Press,  reduced  to  its  elements,  means  no 
more  than  that  a  man,  without  previous 
licence,  publishes  what  he  pleases,  taking 
the  legal  consequences,  and  submitting 
himself,  in  what  he  writes,  to  the  judg- 
ment of  a  jury.  So  as  regards  tliis 
public  right  of  meeting.  I  have  avoided 
arguing  the  question  in  any  spirit — 
and  I  hope  I  have  succeeded — of  narrow, 
technical,  legal  pedantry.  I  desire  to 
put  it  on  broader  and  higher  grounds 
than  that.  This  question  touches  a 
right  which  the  people  of  the  country 
have   long    enjoyed,   and  which    tliey 
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deeply  oherish.  The  exercise  of  that 
right  has  been  of  very  groat  value  in 
the  past,  and  I  believe  ;it  will  be  of 
great  value  in  the  future.  What  has 
been  the  result  of  the  exercise  of  that 
right  in  this  country  ?  The  result  has 
been  that  while  we  have  seen  revolutions 
in  other  countries  carried  by  violence  and 
lawlessness  and  accompanied  by  crime, 
we  have  seen  in  this  country  revolutions 
as  great  and  as  wide-reaching  as  any 
which  have  occurred  abroad,  carried  by 
peaceable  means,  because  this  country 
has  lived  and  thriven  upon  the  breath  of 
free  public  discussion.  The  right  of 
public  meeting  has  helped  to  form 
public  opinion ;  it  has  given  voice  to 
popular  discontent ;  and  I  say  that  public 
discontent,  even  if  it  be  unreasonable 
discontent,  ought  to  have  a  voice.  It 
has  quickened  the  action  of  Legislatures 
— aye,  and  its  action  has  quickened  and 
roused  the  conscience  of  Governments. 
It  has  been  useful  in  the  past,  so  I  be- 
lieve it  will  be  useful  in  the  future ;  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  the  House  of  Commons 
will  not,  by  vote  or  otherwise,  do  any- 
thing to  impair,  restrict,  or  weaken  that 
power  of  expressing  public  opinion.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Hesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That,  haying  regard  to  the  importance  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  open  air 
public  meetings  for  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  with  a  view  to  prevent  ill- 
will  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  into  the  conditions  subject  to  which  such 
meetings  may  be  held,  and  the  limits  of  the 
right  of  interference  therewith  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government."— (5i>  Charles  Etusell.) 

Thb  SECEETARY  of  STATE  poe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  should 
like,  at  the  outset  of  the  observations  I 
shall  make  to  the  House,  to  express  my 
cordial  concurrence  with  the  closing  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen tie- 
man  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Oharles  Russell).  The  importance 
and  yalue  of  public  meetings  the  Oo- 
vernment  fully  recognize.  We  entirely 
admit  the  truth  of  his  assertion — that  it 
is  desirable  that  popular  discontent  should 
find  a  free  and  open  voice,  and  should 
not  be  driven  to  express  itself  in  secret 
conventicles  and  other  ways.  I  believe 
that  no  one  in  this  House  is  more  con- 
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▼inced  of   those    somewhat^I    say  it 
without  offence— elementary  maxims  to 
which  he  hcLS  given  eloquent  expression. 
But  I  believe  in  this  question  of  Tra- 
falgar Square,  which  has  now  arisen 
between  the  authorities  and  some  part 
of  the  public,  we  have  done  nothing  to 
impair    any  public  right — nothing    to 
diminish  any  real  right  of  public  meet- 
ing which  exists  in  the  Metropolis.    Oar 
action    has    been  entirely  dictated  by 
what  I  may  call  police  considerations — 
consideration  of  public  order,  the  pro- 
tection of  persons  and  property,  and 
what  was  necessary  to  be  done  in  order 
to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  scenes  that 
happened  not  much  more  than  two  years 
ago,  and  which  certainly  were  a  disgrace 
both  to  this  Metropolis  and  its  civiliza- 
tion.    No  doubt  there  does  lie  at  the 
bottom  of  this  controversy  some  neces- 
sary inquiry  into  the  legal  position  of 
Trafalgar  Square.   The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  disclaimed  the  use  of 
mere  legal  pedantry  in  dealing  with  the 
subject ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  artfully 
— I  do  not  use  the  word  in  an  offensiye 
sense — doing  that,  he  has  led  the  way 
over  a  aeries  of    Statutes,    seeking  to 
produce  upon  the  House  an  impression 
that  there  was  some  legal  right  of  pub- 
lic meeting  in  Trafalgar    Square.      If 
that  was  not  his  intention  or  purpose, 
then  the  greater  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  argument  had  no 
purpose  aft  all.     Now,  as  to  the  legal 
right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  I 
absolutely  challenge  it  and  join  issue  upon 
it.     I  say  that  such  a  right  does  not  exist 
in  law  or  in  fact.     No  such  thing  can  be 
pretended  directly  or  openly  by  a  lawyer, 
even  of  much  less  eminence  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  at  great  length  through  the 
Statutes.     I  shall  shortly  put  the  view 
which  I  found  accepted  at  the  Home 
Office  when  I  entered  it.    It  is  this. 
Under  the  Statute  of   1844  Trafalgar 
Square  was  not  created  the  property  of 
the  Grown,  and  certainly  it  was  not  the 
private  property  of  the    Crown;    but 
Trafalgar  Square  was    recognized  by 
statutory  enactment  as  one  of  the  here- 
ditary possessions  of  the   Crown,  the 
ownership  of  which  was  therefore  in  the 
Crown.     The  reason  of  that,  I  appro- 
hend,  was  that  Trafalgar  Square  was 
made  out  of  an  old  Royal  property  called 
King's  Mews. 
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SihOHAELES  RUSSELL:  No;  only 
a  very  small  part  of  it. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  and 
learned  GFentleman  was  not  strictly 
accurate  in  some  of  his  facts  ;  at  least, 
they  do  not  conform  with  the  informa- 
tion I  have  been  able  to  collect  on  the 
subject.  Trafalgar  Square  took  the 
place  originally  of  a  large  building 
called  the  King's  Mews  and  its  appur- 
tenaces,  to  which  were  added  premises 
in  part  purchased  by  private  and  in  part 
by  public  money.  It  is  enough,  how- 
ever, to  take  one's  stand  on  the  Act  of 
1844,  and  I  have  no  desire  to  lay  before 
the  House  any  technical  or  pedantic 
view  of  that  Act.  But  how  can  anyone 
read  that  Act  and  understand  otherwise 
than  that  Parliament  intended  to  declare, 
as  it  does  declare — 

**  That  the  place  or  square  called  Trafalgar 
Square  if  by  this  Act  vested  in  the  Queen's  Most 
Excellent  Majesty,  her  heirs  and  successors,  as 
part  and  parcel  of  the  hereditary  possessions  of 
Her  Maiesty." 

Then  the  Act  goes  on  to  vest — I  wish 
frankly  to  admit  that  it  clothes  Trafalgar 
Square  with  a  species  of  public  trust— 
the  management,  care,  control,  and  regu- 
lation of  the  Square  in  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods — now  of  Works — as 
representing  the  Grown,  and  they  are 
required  to  keep  it  in  order.  Then  comes 
the  3rd  section  of  the  Act,  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
refer,  but  which  throws  light  on  the 
position  of  the  Square.  That  section 
says  that  the  clauses  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Act  shall  apply  to  this  Act  and  to 
the  Square,  so  far  as  such  clauses  and 
provisions  are  not  repugnant  or  incon- 
sistent with  the  Trafalgar  Square  Act. 
That  section  makes  it  impossible  for  any 
lawyer  to  say  that  Trafalgar  Square  was 
an  ordinary  street  or  thoroughfare  at 
that  time.  The  provisions  of  the  Police 
Act  apply  to  all  thoroughfares  and  streets 
of  the  Metropolis ;  but  without  that  ex- 
press enactment  the  police  could  have 
had  no  more  to  do  with  Trafalgar 
Square  than  with  any  private  garden 
in  the  Metropolis,  and  they  could  not 
have  gone  into  it  to  exercise  any  of  their 
ordinary  functions.  The  view  at  the 
Home  Office  was  that  it  was  vested  in 
Her  Majesty  for  public  purposes  and 
public  objects.  The  management  was 
committed  to  a  great  officer  of  State, 
namely,  the  Oommissioner  of  Works — 
the  right  and  title  of  Her  Majesty,  so 


far  as  owning  the  ground  was  concerned, 
was  left  untouched — in  order  that  the 
Square  might  be  best  devoted  to  the 
public  enjoyment  and  to  the  public  adr 
vantage.  At  that  time  it  certainly  was 
not  a  thoroughfare,  because  the  Act  of 
Parliament  contemplates  that  the  Com- 
missioner of  Works  may  put  up  in  it 
things  which  might  be  viewed  as  an 
obstruction.  Things  have  been  put  up 
by  the  First  Commissioner  in  Trafalgar 
Square  which  might  be  considered  ob- 
structions if  put  up  in  any  ordinary 
thoroughfare.  The  statue  of  Sir  Charles 
Napier  was  put  up  in  1 858,  the  statue  of 
Sir  Henry  Havelock  in  1861,  that  of 
George  lY.  in  1845,  and  the  great 
column  between  1844  and  1847.  There- 
fore things  were  put  up  in  Trafalgar 
Square  which  showed  that  Parliament 
contemplated  a  condition  of  affairs  in- 
consistent with  the  dedication  of  the 
Square  as  an  ordinary  highway,  and 
that  it  was  intended  by  Parliament  that 
the  public  should  have  the  use  and  en- 
joyment of  the  Square,  possibly  in  a 
more  complete  way  than  they  had 
the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the 
Parks.  Of  course,  I  am  not  insensible 
to  the  contention  which  might  be  raised 
that  subsequent  user  of  the  Square 
might  have  altered  that  condition  of 
things  and  given  the  public  a  right  of 
thoroughfare;  but  such  a  point  has  never 
been  raised,  has  never  been  argued,  and 
has  never  been  decided.  It  would,  in- 
deed, admit  of  a  good  deal  of  argument; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter 
into  that  question,  but  I  will  take  it  the 
other  way.  If  there  be  a  right  of  user 
and  of  thoroughfare  that  only  makes  the 
case  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  more  untenable.  It  is  undeniable 
that  the  right  of  public  meetings  in  any 
street  or  thoroughfare,  does  not  exist. 
It  does  not  exist  on  the  property  of  any 
private  owner,  but  with  the  consent  of 
that  private  owner.  But  nobody  dis- 
putes that.  Nor,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  anybody  deny  that  public  meet- 
ings may  be  held — ^indeed  they  must  be 
held — in  places  where  they  can  be  held, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  owner.  The 
right  of  public  meeting  is  the  right 
of  expressing  your  opinions  openly, 
publicly,  on  any  subject  whatever, 
whether  you  attack  the  Government  of 
the  day,  or  whether  you  defend  it ;  but 
it  does  not  mean  that  you  may  take 
possession  of  any  place  you  wish  for  the 
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purpoie  of  holding  your  meeiiDg.  If, 
as  I  have  said,  you  hold  a  meeting  upon 
the  land  of  a  private  owner,  the  consent 
of  the  owner  must  be  obtained^  and 
nothing  is  more  clear  than  that  you  have 
no  right  to  hold  a  meeting  in  a  public 
thoroughfare.  That  is  the  law.  I 
listened  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  see  whether  he  would  say  that  there 
was  a  right  of  public  meeting  in  the 
streets  or  thoroughfares.  He  did  not 
assert  it ;  he  assumed  it.  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  draw  him  into  that  asser- 
tion if  I  could,  but  he  did  not  assert  any 
right  of  meeting  in  a  public  thorough- 
fare or  street.  It  would  certainly  be 
most  monstrous  to  say  that  any  number 
of  betting  men  might  meet  in  Fleet 
Street  to  talk  over  the  result  of  a  race. 

{An  hos.  MEMBBa:  They  do  it  now.] 
know  they  do ;  but  they  ought  to  be 
removed,  because  the  place  is  not  de- 
voted to  the  purpose  of  public  meetings, 
but  to  other  purposes  equally  useful. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  of 
this  point  not  having  been  decided  at 
the  Central  Oriminaf  Court,  I  take  it 
to  have  been  decided.  The  point  was 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  leamea  Member 
for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith).  And  what 
did  Mr.  Justice  Charles  say?  He 
said — 

'*  I  hare  anxiously  conndered  the  obaerra- 
tions  which  Mr.  Aaquith  has  addressed  to  yoa, 
and  I  can  find  no  warrant  for  telling  yon  that 
there  is  a  right  of  public  meeting  either  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  or  any  other  public  thoroughfare. 
80  far  as  I  know  the  law  of  £ngland,  the  use  of 
public  thoroughfares  is  for  the  people  to  pass 
and  repass  along  them.  That  is  the  purpose 
for  which  they  are,  as  we  say,  dedicated  by  the 
owner  of  them  to  the  use  of  the  public ;  and 
they  are  not  dedicated  to  the  public  use  for  any 
other  purpose  that  I  know  of  than  for  the  pur- 
pose of  passing  and  repassing;  and  if  you  come  to 
regard  Trafalgar  Square  as  being  a  place  of 
public  resort  simply,  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
be  very  analogous  to  that.  Equally  on  the 
part  of  the  public  they  have  no  right,  although 
they  may  often  do  it  without  objection — the 
public  have  no  right  to  hold  meetings  for  dis- 
cussion upon  any  questions,  be  they  social, 
political,  or  religious.  That  is  my  direction  of 
the  law  to  you  as  far  as  reppards  the  abstract 
right  of  the  people  to  meet  m  public  plaoes." 

That  is  a  very  accurate  definition  of  the 
law,  and  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if 
any  discussion  in  this  Houee  would  allow 
the  opinion  to  prevail  that  the  public 
have  a  right  to  meet  in  every  public 
thoroughfare.  However  much  one  may 
desire  that  public  meetings  should  be 
held — and  no  one  desires  it  more  than  I 
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—I  must  say  that  to  allow  them  in  public 
thoroughfares  would  be  to  land  Iiondon 
and  other  towns  like  London  in  hopelese 
confusion.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber went  on  to  say — *^  Oh,  but  there  have 
been  meetings  heldin  Trafalgar  Square," 
and  he  gave  the  instance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  who — according  to  his  wont — 
held  a  meeting  there  in  defiance  of  the 
authorities.      The   hon.    Member    for 
Northampton — and  I  congratulate  him 
— won  the  victory  on  that  occasion.  The 
public  authorities,  perhaps  wisely  and 
prudently  under  the  circumstances,  in 
order  to  avoid  a  oollison  said  nothing 
about  it,  and  allowed  him  to  go  on  and 
hold  the  meeting.  Our  whole  life,  public 
and  private,  is  full  of  examples  of  that 
kind.    You  have  no  right  to  crowd  the 
streets  with  carriages  for  private  parties 
of  an  evening;  but  the  authorities  do  not 
interfere  to  prevent  it,  because  the  in- 
convenience is  so  slight.      There  are 
numbers  of  things  which  peoi^e  have  no 
right  to  do,  and  yet  they  are  not  inter- 
fered with.    Meetings  have  been  held 
for  years  in  Trafalgar  Square — held  as 
of  right — they  were  not  unlawful  on  that 
accoimt,  though  there  was  no  right ;  but 
they  have  been  passed  over  because  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  time  there  was 
no  reason  for  the  Executive  to  interfere. 
The  question  is  whether  last  autumn 
the  licence  which  had  beengood-humour- 
edly  extended  in  other  cases  ought  or 
ought    not  to  have  been  withdrawn? 
Whether  you  view  Trafalgar  Square  as 
Grown  property  or  strictly  as  a  thorough- 
fare, is  there  a  right  of  meeting  there, 
or  is  the  public  injured  and  is  any  right 
taken  from  them  when  a  meeting  is  pro- 
hibited ?    But  although  I  have  admitted 
that  any  wise  and  prudent  Government 
would  not  insist  upon  its  right  to  inter- 
fere in  all  cases,  and  would  overlook  a 
harmless  infringement  of  the  law,  I  in- 
vite the  House  to  say  whether  the  oon* 
dition  of  things  was  such  last  autumn 
that  we  were  not  bound  to  prevent  the 
meetings  from  taken  place  ?    I  must  re- 
mind  the    House    what  the  course  of 
events  had  been.    The  House  will  not 
forget  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  expressed  his  sympathy  with 
the  wretched  creatures  who  crowded  into 
Trafalgar  Square  at  night  for  the  pur- 
pose of  attracting  charity — they  had  no 
refuge  at  night,  had  neither  food  to  eat 


1905        Public  MeetingB  in         {March  1,  1883) 


the  Metropolis, 


1906 


nor  work  to  do— and  the  largest  sym- 
pathy was  felt  for  them,  and  then  came 
the  meetings  of  the  unemployed.  The 
meetings  in  the  case  of  the  unemployed 
were  attended  during  the  months  of 
October  and  November  with  a  growing 
danger  of  riots  every  day.  Language 
was  used  of  a  seditious  and  dangerous 
character.  I  might  quote  language 
which  was  used  at  them,  and  which 
grew  each  day  more  and  more  violent 
and  threatening.  A  certain  organiza- 
tion was  introduced  into  the  movement, 
and  speeches  were  made  more  and  more 
likely  to  provoke  disorder  and  tumult. 
I  do  not  attach  too  much  consequence  to 
those  speeches,  but  they  are  not  to  be 
altogether  disregarded.  Many  things 
are  said  by  excited  public  speakers, 
perhaps  not  meant  to  be  acted  on.  But 
one  could  not  altogether  overlook  the 
language  used  day  by  day,  and  which 
amounted  to  threats  of  violence  if  relief 
could  not  be  obtained  for  the  un- 
employed from  the  constituted  authorities 
— relief  for  distress,  which  was  truly 
alleged,  I  believe,  in  many  cases.  One 
person  advised  that  they  should  go  to 
the  National  Gallery,  because  he  had 
tried  it  once  himself  with  200  men  and 
had  frightened  the  people  there  out  of 
their  senses.  Another  advised  that 
30,000  men  should  go  to  the  Lord 
Mayor  with  lumps  of  granite  in  their 

Sockets.  Another  said  that  if  the  Lord 
[ayor  would  not  do  so-and-so  they 
would  'terrorize  the  old  scoundrel." 
[  Cries  o/  ''Name  !  "]  The  author  of  this 
last  observation  was  Mr.  Allman,  who 
afterwards  admitted  that  he  was  paid  so 
much  a  week  by  the  Society  for  the  Un- 
employed. We  did  not  prosecute  that 
sedition ;  we  did  not  treat  it  as  seditious ; 
we  did  not  think  it  worth  it.  Another 
orator  said  that  pressure  should  be 
brought  to  bear  by  firing  London  in  400 
places  at  once,  while  another  urged  them 
to  cany  sticks. 

Mr.  BBADLAUaH  (Northampton) : 
Will  the  rii^ht  hon.  Gentleman  give  any 
names?  It  he  will  give  the  name  of 
the  man  who  said  that,  I  think  I  can 
identify  him  with  the  police. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
thampton suggests  that  the  police 
employed  people  to  make  seditious 
speeches  ? 

Mb.  BEADLAXJGH  :  The  person  who 
threatened  to  fire  London  I  am  prepared 


in  an  inquiry  to  prove  has  since  been 
seen  in  company  with  the  police  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  and  not  in 
custody. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  It  is  a  new  thing 
to  me  that  to  be  seen  in  company  with  a 
policeman  in  the  street  is  a  matter  of 
suspicion 

Mb.    BEADLAUGH:    Not  in  the 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  did  not  know 
they  were  banished  from  society 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (again  rising 
amidloudcries  of  '*  Order ! ") :  I  must  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  repeat  what 
I  said.  My  words  have  been  mis- 
represented. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  will  not  cause 
me  to  detain  the  House  longer  than  I 
can  help.  The  hon.  Member  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  replying.  Not  only 
were  there  these  seditious  speeches,  but 
there  was  also  this  feature  about  what 
took  place  last  autumn — that  Trafalgar 
Square  was  made  use  of  by  the  persons 
who  came  there  day  after  day  as  a  sort 
of  central  fortress  *from  which  they 
organized  processions  which  went  round 
the  City  and  West  End,  inspiring  terror 
as  tl^ey  went,  and  causing  the  shop- 
keepers to  shut  their  shops  hastily  and 
give  up  business  for  that  afternoon,  and 
from  Trafalgar  Square  these  people 
organized  visits  by  so-called  deputations 
to  various  public  authorities.  Early  in 
October  a  visit  was  paid  to  the  Ohief 
Magistrate,  Sir  James  Ingham,  and  The 
Standard  office,  by  persons  who  insisted 
upon  having  work  given  to  them  and 
not  relief,  and  who  refused  to  accept 
the  ordinary  relief  which  persons  in 
distress  are  content  to  put  up  with. 
A  visit  was  also  organized  to  the 
Lord  Mayor,  in  which  very  inflammatory 
language  was  used,  and  in  which 
black  flags  and  red  flags  and  caps  of 
liberty  were  carried,  and  emblems  which 
recalled  recollections  which  I  should 
think  no  inhabitant  of  London  would 
wish  to  see  revived.  A  visit  was  after- 
wards paid  to  Alderman  Knight,  who 
put  off  the  deputation  with  some  good 
advice.  Those  who  led  the  crowd  then 
advised  them  to  pay  visits  to  the  Queen 
and  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  to  make  him  disgorge  the  £15,000 
which  they  said  he  received,  and  then  to 
help  themselves  to  the  shops.  On  the 
Sunday  on  which)!  had  specially  inter- 
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posed  in  order  that  the  meeting  might 
take  place  there  came  that  degrading 
and  disgusting  visit  to  Westminster 
Abbey,  in  which  the  procession  which 
went  there  desecrated  the  place  they 
visited.  Then  came  a  visit  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  in  which  the  procession 
threatened  the  members  of  the  Board 
that  they  would  come  in  their  thousands 
and  compel  them  to  give  them  work. 
They  made  the  announcement  that  they 
would  continue  visits  of  this  sort  until 
their  demands  were  granted.  I  need 
hardly  tell  the  House  what  the  effect  of 
this  was  upon  London.  I  received — ^for 
it  is  my  unhappy  lot  to  receive  all  such 
complaints  —  protests  and  complaints 
from  various  bodies  in  the  town.  A 
deputation  of  Oxford  Street  traders,  who 
desired  that  their  names  should  be  con- 
cealed— and  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  that  significant  fact  as  showing 
the  terror  inspired — implored  to  be  pro- 
tected against  the  inconvenience  caused 
by  these  riots  which  were  going  on*  The 
diamond  merchants  around  Trafalgar 
Square  called  attention  to  the  disorderly 
and  riotous  mobs  which  were  going  there 
with  the  sole  object  of  robbery,  and  said 
that  they  would  be  oblieed  to  close  their 
shops  if  this  went  on  ;  the  fear  of  Aese 
mobs  kept  away  their  lady  customers, 
and  they  themselves  were  in  danger  of 
their  lives ;  they  had  to  fear  not  only  the 
loss  of  goods,  for  which  they  might  ob- 
tain compensation,  but  also  the  far 
greater  loss  of  their  trade.  The  Eoyal 
College  of  Physicians  complained  that 
members  of  their  institution  were  unable 
to  go  out  owing  to  the  riotous  crowds, 
and  that  there  was  fear  for  the  valuable 
property  in  their  College.  On  the  llth 
of  November  a  deputation  of  bankers, 
hotel-keepers,  and  merchants  came  be- 
fore me.  All  represented  to  me  that 
there  was  a  daily  loss  of  trade  to  them 
— that  customers  were  kept  away  from 
London,  and  that  trade  was  paralyzed 
by  a  state  of  things  of  that  sort,  from 
which  the  working  men  were  the  first 
and  the  largest  sufferers,  owing  to  the 
cessation  of  employment  caused  by  it. 
Lastly,  there  was  a  Memorial  signed  by 
some  thousands  of  ratepayers  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Strand,  who  repre- 
sented that  the  assembling  of  crowds, 
largely  consisting  of  rogues  and  vaga- 
bonds, wasseriously  affecting  their  trade, 
and  who  asked  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment to  prevent  valued  privileges  of 

Mr.  Maiihews 


public  meeting  from  being  converted 
into  criminal  licence.  I  had  as  long  as 
it  was  possible — and  I  acknowledge  fully 
my  responsibility — adhered  to  the  policy, 
not  of  preventing  the  meetings  and  pro- 
cessions before  assembling,  but  of 
watching  and  controlling  Uiem,  with- 
out any  further  interference  with  them. 
But  in  order  to  follow  these  sporadic 
processions,  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  follow,  from  1,000  to  2,000 

?olice  had  to  be  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
'he  Police  Force  was  getting  worn  out ; 
they  were  getting  harassed  and  irritated ; 
so  Uiat  another  consideration  came  into 
view — of  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  feel  the  weight — namely,  that  the 
defenders  of  public  order  and  property 
might  have  got  out  of  hand.  There 
have  been  complaints  made,  justly  or 
unjustly — I  will  go  into  that  question 
another  time>-but  if  you  once  aUow  the 
defenders  of  public  order  to  be  harassed 
by  the  repetition  of  duties  which  are 
almost  intolerable,  by  having  to  stand 
by  while  they  are  being  hooted  and 
abused  and  even  pelted,  and  by  having 
to  accompany  disorderly  processions,  you 
produce  a  temper  in  your  Police  Force 
which  is  extremely  undesirable.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knows  the 
evidence  which  was  given  by  Sir  Oharlss 
Warren  and  which  was  unchallenged. 
That  evidence  only  repeated  to  the  pub- 
lic what  I  had  on  other  occasions  heard 
from  Sir  Charles  Warren.  He  pointed 
out  that  for  more  than  a  month,  from 
the  5th  of  October  to  the  Idth  of  Novem- 
ber, the  police  had  had  to  watch  meet- 
ings which  were  a  source  of  danger  to 
the  peace  of  the  neighbourhood,  and 
that,  having  regard  to  the  character  of 
the  people  and  the  continued  meetings 
in  that  place,  he  thought  that  it  would 
have  taxed  the  power  of  the  police  to 
keep  them  under  control,  and^hat  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  these  proces- 
sions should  be  followed  by  the  police. 
Those  who  attended  the  meetings  were 
organised  to  act  by  signals,  and  to  march 
out  at  a  signal  in  an  organized  body. 
Those  who  organized  and  invited  these 
meetings  may  be  perfectly  respectable 
men  who  wish  to  meet  to  express  their 
views,  but  they  cannot  help  the  dangerous 
classes  coming  uninvited,  though  I  think 
that  all  the  speakers  were  not  reluctant 
to  see  the  dangerous  classes  there.  You 
cannot  help  them  attending  these  meet- 
ings and  forming  part  of  £em,  and  thus 
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adding  to  the  danger  of  obstruction  and 
to  the  danger  to  public  peace  and  pro- 
perty. That  was  the  situation  which  was 
growing  upon  the  notice  of  the  autho- 
rities and  of  the  public  during  October 
and  the  early  part  of  November.  Now, 
will  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Hackney  say  that  the  right  of 
public  discussion  is  advanced  by  all  this 
saturnalia  of  disorder  ? 

Sm  0HAELE8  EU88ELL:  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
said  not  a  word  in  defence  or  justification 
of  disorder. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  did  not  mean 
to  trouble  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  rise.  I  know  he  did  not  say  one 
word  in  defence  of  such  proceedings ;  but 
I  have  to  say  many  words  about  them, 
because  the  facts  explain  the  action  of 
the  Government.  In  defence  of  the 
action  of  the  Gt)vernment  it  will  not  do 
to  leave  all  these  facts  out  of  view.  It 
had,  I  repeat,  become  unsafe  in 
London  to  allow  persons  to  go  on  being 
massed  day  by  day  in  the  very  centre 
of  accumulated  wealth,  in  the  midst  of 
the  most  crowded  thoroughfares,  in  a 
place  where  the  preservation  of  order 
among  thousands  of  persons  was  a  task 
of  the  greatest  difficulty,  and  where  only 
a  sheet  of  plate  glass  stood  between  the 
depredators  and  goods  of  the  greatest 
value.  And  if  the  operations  and  pre- 
cautions of  the  police  are  hampered  by 
enormous  crowds  by  whom  they  are  sur- 
rounded, I  should  like  to  know  how 
better  protection  could  be  given  to  per- 
sons and  property?  I  should  like  to 
know,  too,  what  judgment  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself  would  have 
passed  upon  the  Executive  if,  by  an 
unlooked  for  and  unlucky  chance,  the 
events  of  February,  1886,  had  been 
repeated  last  autumn?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  quoted  one  prece- 
dent ;  let  me  quote  one  also.  At  a  time 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  Attorney  General,  for  two  days  after 
that  8th  of  February,  when  London  was 
looted,  Trafalgar  Square  was  closed  to 
the  public,  just  as  it  was  last  November. 
I  say  the  same  thing  might  have  oc- 
curred again  at  any  moment  last  autumn, 
and  it  was  only  by  incessant  vigilance, 
by  the  extraoi^inary  activity  and  zeal 
of  the  police,  that  I  believe  London  was 
saved  from  some  similar  catastrophe; 
and  I  assure  the  House  that  the  strain 
on  the  force  by  the  incessant  yigilance 


they  were  obliged  to  exercise  bacame  at 
last  intolerable  and  unbearable.  I  had 
apprehensions  that  the  force  might  break 
down  under  that  strain.  That  was  the 
position  of  things.  Were  we,  in  that 
position,  entitled  to  issue  the  notice 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  read  ?  He  challenged  me  to  defend 
that  notice.  I  defend  it  fearlessly,  ab- 
solutely, and  on  all  points.  I  say  that 
we  should  have  failed  in  our  duty  to  the 
State  and  to  this  town  if  we  had  not 
put  a  stop  to  those  meetings.  I  say 
that  we  had  a  full  legal  right  to  do  it ; 
we  were  interfering  with  no  right  of  the 
public  when  we  said — *'  You  shall  not 
hold  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square."  It 
was  not  necessary  that  we  should  wait 
to  see  whether  a  particular  meeting  was 
unlawful  or  not.  No  meeting  has  a  right 
de  jure  to  take  possession  of  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  occupy  it  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  rest  of  the  public.  A  meeting 
that  claims  to  do  that  is  not  unlawful  in 
the  somewhat  fallacious  use  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  made  of  the  terra. 
Of  course,  it  is  not  necessarily  unlawful 
in  the  sense  of  being  riotous ;  but  it  is 
unlawful  in  the  sense  that  it  is  trespass. 
A  meeting  convened  for  the  most  de- 
corous, prudish,  and  regular  object  in 
the  world,  conducted  in  the  most  perfect 
order,  is  not  unlawful,  it  is  true ;  but  it 
cannot  lawfully  come  and  be  held  in  my 
garden  if  I  say  it  is  not  to  be  held  there, 
nor  can  it  lawfully  be  held  in  a  public 
thoroughfare,  and,  for  that  reason,  it 
cannot  insist  upon  being  held  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.  It  is  true,  it  may  be 
guilty  only  of  trespass  and  only  of  ob- 
struction; and  it  is  quite  true  that 
neither  of  these  vices  of  trespass  or 
obstruction  constitute  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly so  as  to  fall  within  the  penalties 
that  attach  to  unlawful  assemblies,  but 
they  fall  within  the  Law  of  Trespass. 
The  meeting  is  unwarranted,  if  it  is  not 
an  unlawful  assembly  in  the  technical 
sense  of  the  law.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  asked  what  is  the  meaning  of 
the  notice  ?  As  I  read  the  plain  words  of 
the  Trafalgar  Square  Acts,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Works  have  the  management 
and  regulation  of  the  Square,  and  it 
rests  with  them,  subject  to  any  right  of 
way  that  has  been  acquired — which  cer- 
tainly has  not  been  ascertained  as  yet, 
if  any  such  right  exists— to  manage  and 
regulate  the  Square.  They  represent 
Her  Majesty,  who  has  the  ownership  of 
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the  Square  in  trust  for  the  advantage  of 
the  whole  and  not  a  section  of  the 
public.  In  both  capacities  the  Gommis- 
Bioners  of  Works  have  authority  to  say 
— *'  We  will  not  permit  a  meeting  to  be 
held  here  either  to-day,  to-morrow,  or 
next  day.  It  is  not  a  right  belonging 
to  any  body  of  persons  whatever,  and 
we,  for  reasons  that  we  think  sufficient, 
do  not  intend  to  permit  the  thing  in 
future."  We  of  the  Executive  went  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Works  and  said — 
**  Will  you,  in  so  far  as  you  are  justified, 
authorize  us  in  excluding  meetings  from 
the  Square  until  further  notice  ?  "  We 
had  that  authority,  and  the  act  is  justi- 
fied on  that  ground.  It  is  also  justified 
under  whatever  powers  belong  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  under  the  Police 
Begulation  Act.  Of  course,  we  all  know 
that  a  notice  does  not  make  any  meeting 
unlawful  which  was  otherwise  lawful  in 
itself ;  but  it  has  a  perfect  avail  to  make 
any  attempt  to  hold  a  meeting  un- 
authorized in  the  sense  that  those  who 
have  the  ownership  and  control  of  the 
Square  say — **  We  do  not  choose  that  it 
shall  be  done."  It  has  also  the  effect 
of  a  warning  to  the  public  that  it  is  con- 
sidered an  obstruction  to  the  thorough- 
fares, which,  although  winked  at  and 
overlooked  on  many  previous  occasions, 
was  not  going  to  be  winked  at  and  over- 
looked on  this  occasion  or  the  occasions 
following  the  8th  of  November.  I  will 
not  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  in  his  criticism  of  my  speech  on  the 
1 1th.  I  abandon  the  speech  to  him.  I 
intended  to  say  to  the  deputation  what 
I  have  been  saying  to  the  House — 
namely,  that  while  permission  to  hold 
meetings  had  been  very  naturally 
and  properly,  in  my  judgment,  con- 
ceded time  after  time  when  it  did 
no  harm,  yet  that  the  time  had  arrived 
when  it  did  do  harm,  and  when  it 
was  manifestly  being  abused.  I  say 
that  the  anxiety  naturally  caused  formed 
an  abundant  justification  for  putting, 
not  mere  technical  rights,  but  solid,  sub- 
stantial, legal  rights  into  operation,  and 
thereby  to  put  an  end  to  a  public  mis- 
chief and  a  public  danger.  Did  subse- 
quent events  justify  our  action  or  not  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  chal- 
lenged me  on  the  subject  of  processions, 
and  he  asked  me  if  the  Executiye  could 
stop  processions  going  along  the  streets. 
It  does  not  become  me  to  construe  Acts 
of  Parliament  in  opposition  to  the  hon. 

Ilr.  Mattheve 


and  learned  Member,  whose  reputation 
stands  so  deservedly  high.  From  the 
plain  words  of  Section  52,  I  should  have 
thought  that  processions,  wheneTer  they 
are  liable  to  lea4  to  obstruction,  may  be 
regulated  and  dealt  with. 

Sib  CHARLES  EUSSELL:    Begu- 
lated,  not  prohibited. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  says  ''  regulated,"  but 
not  ''prohibited."  But  if  reg^ulation 
does  not  go  the  length  of  prohibition,  of 
what  use  is  it  to  stop  obstruction  ?  The 
power  of  regulation  is  a  power  which 
must  avail  to  this  extent  at  least,  that  it 
shall  enable  the  Commissioner  to  oTor- 
come  an  obstruction.  When  a  proces- 
sion is  marching  through  London,  filling 
both  carriage  way  and  footway,  how  is 
he  to  overcome  it  but  by  stopping  or 
dispersing  it  ?  It  stops  all  traffic  one 
way  and  heads  it  back  in  the  opposite 
direction.  It  can  only  be  regulated  by 
dispersing  it  and  breaking  it  down. 
[ Criee  of «'  No,  no ! "  J  I  should  like  to 
put  hon.  Members  wno  dissent  into  the 
field  against  such  an  obstruction,  and 
see  how  they  would  regulate  without 
dispersing  it.  And  now  I  come  to  the 
events  of  the  13th.  Lamentable  events 
they  were  I  entirely  agree.  Nobody 
viewed  them  or  heard  of  them  wi^ 
deeper  concern  or  distress  than  myself. 
I  think,  however,  the  distressing  cha- 
racter of  that  day  was  not  due  to  the 
action  of  the  authorities.  I  do  not  like 
when  men  have  been  convicted  to  even 
seem  to  press  upon  them  at  all,  espe- 
cially when  one  of  the  defendants  is  a 
Member  of  this  House;  but  I  cannot 
help  saying  that  it  is  difficult  to  read 
the  evidence  given  on  that  occasion  and 
not  see  that — rightly  or  wrongly — ^those 
who  had  got  up  this  meeting  had  formed 
a  deliberate  design  of  carrying  Trafalgar 
Square  by  force  and  in  spite  of  the 
action  of  the  authorities.  I  am  not  say- 
ing that  they  are  not  people  entitled  to 
have  their  particular  opinions ;  but  one 
of  the  organizers — the  secretary  of  the 
Federation— declared  that  he  had  got 
60,000  or  70,000  men  in  the  field  ready 
to  come  in  60  or  70  organized  proces- 
sions to  bear  down  on  Trafalgar  Square 
at  the  same  hour,  and  the  defendants 
who  were  convicted  were  manilesUy 
waiting  for  those  processions,  and  had 
since  boasted  in  letters  and  speeches 
that  ''if  our  men  had  come  to  the 
scrateh   we  should    have    carried    the 
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Square — like  a  dose  of  Baits,"  is  the 
elegant  expression.  And  how  was  the 
'<  plan  of  campaign  "  defeated  ? — [^Mur^ 
murs,'] — I  do  not  mean  any  offence  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
How  was  that  plan  defeated?  Why, 
by  stopping  the  processions ;  and  what 
were  they  ?  Why,  a  procession  of  men, 
some  of  whom  were  armed  with  oyster 
knives,  with  which  they  stabbed  the 
police ;  some  had  gaspipes ;  some  had 
sticks  —  [An  hoo.  Mbmbsr  :  How 
many?]— and  these  sticks  had  nails  in 
them.  These  were  the  component  parts 
of  this  organized  procession,  all  con- 
verging on  Trafalgar  Square,  all  led  to 
the  attack  by  the  gallant  cry  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- West  Lanark  (Mr. 
Cunninghame  Ghrabam) — **  Now  for  the 
Square."  After  that  came  the  final 
rush.  That  may  appear  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  a  perfectly  lawful 
and  peaceful  assembly.  It  appeared  to 
the  jury — and  I  humbly  agree  with 
them — to  be  an  assembly  obviously  un- 
lawful. 

Snt  OHABLES  BUSSELL:  I  must 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
said  that  I  accepted  the  verdict  of  the 
jury,  that  it  was  an  unlawful  assembly, 
and  that  the  Executive  were  justified  in 
stopping  that  particular  meeting. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  that. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  I  said 
so  in  my  speech. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  WeU,  I  beg 
pardon.  I  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  referring  to  the  findine 
of  the  jury,  put  it  on  some  technicfu 
grounds,  which  my  ingenuity  did  not 
enable  me  to  master.  I  say  the  jury 
found  this  to  be  an  unlawful  assembly  ; 
that  it  was  organized,  and  attempted  by 
foroe  to  break  into  Trafalgar  Square  and 
overpower  the  authority  of  the  police. 
No  one  can  read  the  evidence  and  fail  to 
see  that  that  was  the  deliberate  design, 
cleverly  contrived,  skilfully  commenced, 
and  only  defeated  by  the  courage  and 
self-devotion  of  the  thin  line  of  men 
who  met  these  processionists  at  every 
point,  and  prevented  them,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, ''  from  becoming  an  obstruction." 
That  is  the  moral  I  draw  from  the  trial 
resulting  from  the  occurrences  of 
November  13,  after  reading  the  evi- 
dence on  both  sides  with,  I  hope,  as 
impartial  a  mind  as  any  of  the  jury  who 


tried  the  oase  and  found  the  verdict.  I 
will  not  discuss  the  question  as  to  why 
there  was  no  verdict  for  riot  and  assault. 
The  learned  Judge  left  it  open  to  the 
jury,  if  they  thought  that  the  people 
went  there  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
the  Square  by  force  —  but  did  not 
succeed — to  take  the  lenient  view  and 
convict  them  only  of  unlawful  assembly, 
and  not  of  riot.  If  these  people  had 
proceeded  to  any  material  extent  in  the 
execution  of  that  purpose  it  was  a  riot ; 
but  the  Judge  left  it  to  them  to  say 
whether  the  processionists  had  made  it 
a  riot.  He  left  them  to  take  the  lenient 
view,  and  they  took  it.  I  am  glad  they 
did,  as  I  am  always  glad,  in  trials  of 
this  sort,  when  the  least  harm  falls  to 
those  involved.  I  invite  the  House  to 
say  that  the  Government  acted  rightly, 
instead  of  adopting  the  Resolution  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  pressed 
upon  them.  But  it  was  not  only  in  this 
trial  that  we  had  the  fullest  justification 
for  prohibiting  the  meeting  and  the  pro- 
cessions coming  to  the  Square.  Both 
juries  and  the  magistrates  concurred  in 
finding  that  the  proceedings  were  un- 
lawful. There  were  126  persons  brought 
before  the  magistrates  summarily.  Of 
these  27  only  were  discharged.  In  22 
cases  there  were  appeals  to  the  Sessions, 
and  in  two  cases  only  was  the  conviction 
quashed.  In  seven  cases  indictments 
were  heard  at  either  the  Surrey  or  Mid- 
dlesex Sessions,  and  none  of  these  pri« 
soners  were  acquitted,  but  all  were 
convicted  by  the  juries.  Two  cases  were 
sent  to  the  Central  Criminal  Court,  and 
in  both  convictions  were  obtained.  That 
makes  a  total  of  nearly  160  cases  in 
which  the  juries,  magistrates,  and 
Judges  vindicated  the  conduct  of  the 
authorities  and  held  the  meeting  to  be 
unlawful  in  every  respect, 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
state  to  which  meeting  his  figures  refer 
^the  i3thor20th? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  These  are  the 
convictions  up  to  the  21st  of  January, 
1888,  and  they  cover  all  the  charades 
made  since  the  Idth  of  November,  The 
butcher's  bill  is  112  police  injured,  more 
or  less  seriously,  some  of  them  being 
injured  for  life.  It  is  a  little  remark- 
able that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  his  speech  has  said  a  good  deal 
about  the  right  of  public  meeting,  and 
has  given  the  House  an  interesting  his- 
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torical  view  of  Trafalgar  Square,  but 
he  said  little  or  nothing  about  the 
Motion  he  haa  placed  on  the  Paper.  I 
hardly  heard  a  word  addressed  to  it. 
Ho  asked  the  House  to  affirm — 

'*  That,  having  regard  to  the  importance  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  open 
public  meetings  for  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  with  a  view  to  prevent  iU> 
will  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  into  the  conditions  subject  to  which  such 
meetings  may  be  held,  and  the  limits  of  the 
right  of  interference  therewith  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government." 

I  submit  to  the  House  that  the  condi- 
tions under  which  meetings  may  be  held 
and  the  limits  of  the  right  of  inter- 
ference are  fixed  by  the  law.  For  cen- 
turies there  haTe  been  a  series  of  autho- 
rities uniform  and,  I  think  I  may  say, 
one  developing  and  explaining  the  other, 
by  which  the  conditions  subject  to  which 
meetings  in  this  country  can  be  held, 
and  the  limits  and  the  rights  of  inter- 
ference with  them  by  the  Executive, 
have  been  settled  in  the  interests  both  of 
liberty  and  order.  Illustrious  Judges 
have  laid  down  rules  of  law  applicable 
to  the  subject,  and  those  rules  are  per- 
fectly clear.  I  quite  agree  that  the  ap- 
plication of  law  to  the  facts  is  very  often 
difficult — to  ascertain  the  precise  moment 
of  time  when  a  meeting,  by  reason  of 
obstruction  or  riotous  conduct,  ceases  to 
be  a  lawful  and  becomes  an  unlawful 
assembly — that  that  is  a  criterion  of  facts 
often  difficult  to  determine.  I  grant 
that;  but  all  the  Committees  in  the 
world  will  not  assist  you  in  deciding  it. 
The  conditions  under  which  meetings 
may  be  held  are  perfectly  clear.  The 
meeting  must  be  for  a  lawful  purpose. 
It  must  be  held  in  a  place  into  which 
you  have  got  a  right  to  go— either  by 
the  assent  of  the  owner  or  otherwise — 
and  it  must  conduct  itself  in  an  orderly 
manner;  and  if  it  fulfils  these  three 
conditions  the  Executive  has  no  right  to 
interfere  with  it;  and  it  is  absolutely 
free  from  all  control  or  check  or  inter- 
ference from  the  Executive.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  one  of  those  conditions 
fail,  if  the  right  to  the  place  of  meeting 
is  not  clear,  if  the  man  who  has  the  right 
to  the  place  says — ^*  You  shall  not  come 
here,"  then  they  will  be  treated  as 
guilty  of  unlawful  assembly  ;  and  if  the 
purpose  of  the  meeting  is  unlawful,  it 
is  not  only  the  right  but  the  duty  of  the 
Executive  and  the  magistrates  to  inter- 
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fere  and  to  prevent  its  assembly  if  they 
are  warned  in  time,  or  to  disperse  it 
while  it  is  being  held  if  they  could  not 
interfere  sooner.  I  have  said  that  it  is 
not  only  the  right,  but  the  duty  of  the 
Executive.  Onerous  as  that  responsi- 
bility is — and  nobody  is  more  convinced 
of  that  than  I  am,  after  the  experience 
of  the  last  winter — ^painful  as  it  is,  diffi- 
cult as  it  isy  it  is  one  that  must  be  exer- 
cised by  the  Executive— and  for  which 
it  must  answer  to  Parliament  and  the 
Oourts  of  Law,  if  need  be — and  it  is  one 
from  which  no  Oommittee  of  Inquiry  can 
relieve  the  Executive,  or  ought  to  attempt 
to  relieve  it.  These  things  are  so  plain. 
Sir,  that  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  is 
the  reason  why  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  so  little  about  his  Mo- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlrauun 
felt  it  was  an  indefensible  Motion.  Let 
me  suppose  that  this  inquiry  has  taken 

f)lace ;  let  me  suppose  that  every  rega- 
ation  that  is  suggested  about  Trafalgar 
Square  is  made;  let  me  suppose  that, 
B,fter  a  great  deal  of  labour,  a  set  of 
rules  are  drawn  up  for  the  regulation, 
control,  and  harmony  of  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.  Let  me  suppose  all  these 
things  done.  Oan  it  be  denied  that,  if 
the  instant  after  all  these  things  are 
done,  such  disorderly  scenes  as  took 
place  last  October  and  November 
arose  at  one  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  regulated  meetings,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to 
interfere  ?  Oan  it  be  denied  that  if  such 
disturbances  arose  in  his  well- manipu- 
lated, committee-regulated  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  Executive  to  step  in  and  say — 
''This  must  not  goon  longer?"  We 
think  that  there  is  abundant  proteotion 
both  for  the  interest  of  the  public  and 
for  the  safety  of  the  public  in  the  law 
as  it  stands.  We  oan  only  meet  the 
Motion  as  a  Vote  of  Oensure  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive,  and  as  such  we 
must  ask  the  House  to  meet  it  with  a 
direct  and  emphatic  negative. 

Mb.  B.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  fto.) 
said,  he  was  aware  a  good  many  hon. 
Members  desired  to  take  part  in  the 
debate,  and  he  would,  therefore,  take 
care  to  confine  his  observations  within 
as  narrow  a  limit  as  possible,  in  order 
to  enable  the  London  Hepresentatives 
to  speak  on  a  matter  of  such  great  im- 
portance to  their  constituents.  But  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Home  Secretory  deserved  some  little 
notice,  as  it  appeared  to  him  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  delivered 
had  heen  little  less  than  the  funeral 
oration  of  the  right  of  the  puhlio  to  meet 
in  the  open  air  in  the  Metropolis.  That 
right  had  been  enjoyed  for  many  years ; 
it  had  been  abused  in  very  few  instances ; 
and  yet  they  had  heard  from  the  right 
hon  GFentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
-what  was  equivalent  to  a  declaration 
that  it  was  to  be  destroyed  so  long  as 
the  present  Oovernment  remained  in 
power  and  not  to  be  revived  again. 
He  (Mr.  E.  T.  Beid)  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  ground  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  announoed^this  remark- 
able intention — the  grounds  on  which 
he  announced  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  resist  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eassell). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
Trafalgar  Square  was  the  property  of 
the  Grown,  and  quoted  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  it 
was  vested  in  the  Grown — a  matter 
which,  in  point  of  law,  everyone  must 
admit.  He  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid)  did  not 
think  it  was  a  very  wise  policy  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
rest  their  acts  and  their  conduct  on  the 
ground  that  the  soil  of  Trafalgar  Square 
was  by  Statute  vested  in  the  Grown. 
The  place  was  not  all  vested  in  the 
Grown  until  the  Act,  which  had  been 
quoted,  was  passed,  and  the  place  had 
been  embellished  and  laid  out  wholly  at 
the  public  expense,  and,  as  the  Act  re- 
cited, for  the  public  convenience.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  rather  an  unwise 
thing  to  say  that  it  was  absolutely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Grown— theAdvisers  of 
the  Grown — whether  public  meetings 
should  be  permitted  to  be  held  in  a 
place  which  had  been  entirely  laid  out, 
and,  indeed,  constructed  at  the  expense 
of  the  public.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  the  Police  Sta- 
tutes. He  did  not  know — it  was  a  very 
delicate  question  of  law,  and  he  was  not 
sure  whether  it  had  ever  been  decided — 
whether  the  Police  Acts  enabled  the 
Government  to  put  an  end  to  meetings 
in  Trafalg^  Square ;  but  this  he  would 
say,  that  anyone  who  read  these  Acts 
imparti^ly  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  never  intended  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  sort.   These  Statutes  related 


solely  to  the  regulation  of  traffic  and 
processions,  and  he  should  be  most 
certain  that  the  Parliament  who  passed 
the  Police  Act  would  be  very  much  sur- 
prised indeed  if  they  had  been  told  that 
the  habit  and  freedom  of  public  meeting 
was  intended  to  be  interfered  with  by 
the  Act.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man chiefly  relied  upon  was  a  few 
phrases  used  in  speeches  at  a  few  meet- 
ings before  the  18th  of  November.  It 
was  a  pity  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  referred  to  the  long  series  of 
years  during  which  the  Square  had 
been  dedicated  to  public  meetings.  For 
40  years  meetings  had  been  held  con- 
stantly in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  with 
the  exception  of  the  meeting  of  the 
6th  of  February,  1886,  and  the  meetings 
which  took  place  at  the  end  of  last 
year,  there  had  been  no  instance  of 
disturbance  or  interference  with  order. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gtentle- 
man  had  greatly  exaggerated  the  dis- 
turbances which  took  place  at  these 
meetings.  He  had  given  them  descrip- 
tions of  a  most  dramatic  kind,  embel- 
lished with  language  of  a  most  epigram- 
matic character.  He  had  multiplied  one 
stick  with  nails  in  it  into  a  whole  host 
and  multitude  of  sticks  with  nails;  he 
had  used  his  whole  power  of  picturesque 
description  in  order  to  inflame  the 
imagination  of  the  House,  and  make 
hon.  Members  believe  that  a  very  satur- 
nalia had  taken  place  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  He  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid)  had 
been  at  some  of  these  meetings,  and 
had  heard  the  language  used.  He  did 
not  agree  with  that  language;  but, 
speaking  with  every  respect  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  was  bound  to 
say  he  did  not  think  the  language  used 
at  these  meetings  was  any  more  violent 
than  the  language  often  used  on  Gon- 
servative  platforms  to  describe  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Gonservative  cause.  Ho 
was  sure  that  a  few  expressions  scattered 
here  and  there  in  the  course  of  a  num- 
ber of  speeches  was  a  very  scanty  excuse 
for  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to  the 
old  custom  of  public  meeting  as  it  had 
been  enjoyed  in  Trafalgar  Square.  Gno 
word  more  in  reference  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  discussed  the  meeting  of  the  13  th 
of  November,  which  ended  so  unfortu- 
nately. For  his  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid's) 
part,  he  was  very  sorry  the  right  hon. 
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Oendemaa  had  made  any  reference— <xr, 
at  any  rate,  aueh  a  pointed  reference- 
to  the  defendants  who  were  tried  for 
what  took  place  on  that  occasion.  No 
one  would  dispute  here,  and  he  hoped 
no  one  OTer  would  dispute  in  the  House 
—certainly  he  never  should — that  it 
was  not  only  right,  but  the  absolute 
duty  of  the  Gbvemment,  to  maintain 
order,  and  to  put  an  end  to  meetings 
which  became  disorderly  or  assembled 
in  a  disorderly  way.  He  thought  the 
€k>Temment  woidd  not  be  wor&  their 
salt  if  they  did  not  interfere  to  prevent 
turbulence  and  to  protect  the  public. 
That  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
saying  that,  because  at  one  or  two  meet- 
ings in  the  course  of  40  years  symptoms 
of  turbulence  had  been  shown,  there- 
fore they  were  to  issue  a  Proclamation 
putting  an  end  to  public  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  altogether.  If  the 
Qovemment  merely  confined  themselves 
to  saying  that  when  the  meetings  ex- 
hibited symptoms  of  disorder  such  as 
would  lead  a  man  of  "  reasonably  firm 
mind"  to  apprehend  disorder  and 
tumult,  they  would  stop  those  meet- 
ings, he  should  have  no  words  but 
those  of  commendation  to  apply  to  their 
conduct ;  but  what  he  did  object  to  was 
saying  that,  after  a  long  series  of  quiet 
and  orderly  meetings  held  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  because  one  or  two  were  dis- 
orderly, the  Government  were  to  be  at 
liberty  to  put  an  end  to  meetings  being 
held  there — ^to  take  advantage  of  some 
technical  and  legal  argument  to  justify 
putting  an  end  to  the  privilege  that  had 
been  enjoyed  for  many  years.  He  had 
no  desire  to  underrate  the  difficulties 
surrounding  this  question  of  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  there  were  the  interests  of  trades- 
men to  be  considered,  and  he  was  by  no 
means  one  who  sneered  at  tradesmen. 
Tradesmen  had  to  pay  high  rates,  and 
had  to  maintain  their  wives  and  families 
as  well  as  other  people,  and,  of  course, 
were  entitled  to  protection.  ^^He  did  not 
dispute  for  a  pioment  that  the  interests 
of  these  people  had  to  be  fairly  con- 
sidered in  dealing  with  the  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square ;  nor  did 
he  deny  that  there  might  oe  obstruction, 
and  even  danger,  to  many  of  them  in  dis- 
order. That  was  precisely  what  they  had 
to  guard  themselves  against.  Nor  did 
he  dispute  that  these  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  might  in  some  cases  cause 
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interference  with  traffic ;  bat  the  differ- 
enoe  between  himself  and  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  HomeSecretaiy  was  this: 
he^  in  common  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hackney, 
believed  that  with  careful  ooaatdeFatioa 
and  fair  inquiry  these  defects  oonld 
fairly  be  met  and  obviated,  whereaa  the 
Government  did  not  choose  to  inquire 
at  all,  but  preferred  by  one  stroke  of  the 
pen  to  abolish  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing in  Trafalgar  Square  altogether, 
without  attempting  to  reconcile  that 
right  of  meeting  with  the  rights  of  per- 
sons such  as  those  he  had  deacribed. 
The  real  question  that  was  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House  was  not  a  question 
of  legal  pedantry  nor  a  question  of  mere 
naked  legal  right.  It  was  a  question  of 
the  wisdom  of  the  policy  of  the  oourse 
the  Government  had  pursued,  or  that 
they  ought  to  pursue.  Nor  did  the 
question  turn  upon  whether  the  Gh>vern- 
ment  were  right  in  regard  to  their 
action  as  to  one  particular  meeting,  but 
whether  they  were  right  in  pursuing  a 
policy  which  they  had,  he  might  say  in 
perpetuity,  declared  it  to  be  their  inten* 
tion  to  pursue— namely,  that  of  putting 
an  end  to  all  open  air  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  under  a  claim  of  law 
which  would  equally  entitle  them  to 
put  an  end  to  all  open  air  public  meet- 
ings in  London.  Practioally  the  con- 
tention of  the  Government  placed  all 
rights  of  open  lur  meeting  in  Ijondon — 
or  if  they  preferred  to  call  them  customs, 
he  was  altogether  indifferent  to  the  word 
used— absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Executive  Government,  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  not  uncharitable  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  suggest  that  tiiey 
had  less  love  for  big  public  meetings 
in  the  Metropolis  than  those  who  sat  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
iCriei  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  if  that 
statement  touched  the  susceptibilities  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  would 
withdraw  it.  In  his  view,  valuable  as 
was  the  right  of  open  air  public  meeting 
in  all  parte  of  the  coimtry,  it  was  ex- 
ceptionally valuable  in  London ;  in  the 
first  place,  because  there  were  few  open 
spaces  available  where  large  meetings 
could  be  held,  and  again  because  those 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  attending  these 
open  air  meetings  were  often  so  poor 
that  they  could  not  go  to  the  expense  of 
employing  public  halls.  Then  again  it 
was  essential  that  the  people  of  London 
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should  have  the  right  of  open  air  meet- 
ing, because  they  had  grievances  which 
were  most  acute  and  affected  enormous 
numbers  of  them.  He  would  not,  of 
course,  enter  into  the  question  of  what 
these  grievances  were.  It  would  be 
Buificient  to  refer  to  the  existence  in 
London  of  vast  multitudes  of  people 
honestly  wishing  for  employment,  but 
unable  to  obtain  it.  He  knew  that  this 
was  a  topic  which  enlisted  the  sympathies 
of  hon.  Members  on  all  sides  of  the 
House.  Then  they  had  the  fact  that 
among  the  municipal  authorities  of  Lon- 
don, some  were  corrupt  and  most  wero 
incompetent,  and  that  there  was  no 
central  Government  in  London  at  all. 
He  need  not  refer  to  that  which  was 
the  subject  of  debate  the  other  night 
— such  evils  as  the  sweating  system, 
under  which  people  had  their  lives 
and  almost  their  souls  destroyed  by 
working  for  starvation  wages  under 
insanitary  and  demoralizing  conditions  ; 
and  still  less  need  he  refer  to  that 
flagrant  grievance  in  London — namely, 
that  the  dwellings  in  which  the  great 
part  of  the  population  resided  had  been 
condemned  as  a  scandal  to  civilization 
over  and  over  again  within  the  last  five 
years,  not  only  in  this  House  but  by  a 
Royal  Commission ;  yet  the  evil  was  to- 
day as  bad  as  it  was  five  3'ears  ago,  and, 
seemingly,  would  be  as  bad  five  years 
hence  as  it  was  now,  unless  a  powerful 
agitation  were  got  up  in  regard  to  it. 
The  question  was  when,  inasmuch  as 
agitation  could  not  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  be  confined  to  meet- 
ings in  large  halls,  the  evils  under  which 
London  has  suffered  were  to  be  reformed 
by  lawlessness  or  by  Constitutional 
methods.  He  thought  that  within  the 
last  few  years  they  had  learned  a  good 
deal  as  to  the  consequences  of  refusing 
to  listen  to  moderate  agitation.  They 
had  come  very  near  teaching  the  people 
in  some  parts  of  the  country,  notably  in 
Ireland  and  in  the  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land— and  he  trusted  thoy  were  not 
going  to  teach  them  the  same  thing  in 
London — the  fatal  lesson  that  mere 
remonstrance  or  attempt  to  Constitu- 
tionally reform  their  grievances  would 
do  nothing  until  there  had  been  some 
open  defiance  of  the  law  which  would 
arrest  public  attention  and  precipitate 
reform.  The  Government  seemed  to 
him  to  have  improved  upon  this  lesson, 
because  they    were    now    adopting    a 
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course,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  io 
put  a  stop  on  the  part  of  a  largo  por- 
tion of  the  population  to  the  right  of 
expressing  their  grievances  at  all, 
inasmuch  as  they  could  not  express 
them  unless  they  were  allowed  to 
assemble  in  public  meeting.  He 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  could  only  say  him- 
self that  it  was  from  that  point  of 
view,  and  in  that  spirit,  that  he  cer- 
tainly should  support  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  object 
of  the  Committee  proposed  was  not  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Homo 
Secretary  suggested,  to  disarm  the 
strength  of  the  Executive  or  to  deprive 
them  of  a  single  weapon  they  possessed 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  "  ordered 
freedom,"  which  was  the  only  kind  of 
order  he  desired  to  see  maintained  in 
this  country,  but  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  investigating  and  obtaining  the 
opinion  of  the  most  competent  persons 
as  to  whether  it  was  not  desirable  that 
they  should,  safeguarding  all  legitimato 
private  and  trade  interests,  and,  of 
course,  the  property  and  person  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  not  only  in  Trafal- 
gar Square,  but  elsewhere,  refrain  from 
taking  away  from  the  people  of  London 
their  right  of  open  air  meeting  in  a  place 
used  for  the  purpose  for  so  many  years, 
which  might  too  soon  be  followed  by 
taking  away  from  them  the  right  of 
public  meeting  in  other  places.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary entirely  misconceived,  or  seemed  to 
him  to  have  misconceived,  the  object 
and  spirit  and  purpose  with  which  this 
Motion  had  been  brought  forward. 
Those  who  supported  it  desired  to  see 
order  always  fairly  and  properly  en- 
forced, and  to  see  turbulence  repressed 
in  London  ;  but  they  also  desired  to  see 
the  poorest  of  the  population  of  the 
country,  which  were  the  poor  of  London, 
allowed  an  opportunity  of  ventilating 
their  grievances  in  the  accustomed 
manner,  in  the  hope — ^perhaps  the  vain 
hope — that  those  grievances  would  ob« 
tain  recognition  at  the  hands  of  the 
public  and  the  application  of  a  remedy. 
Mk.  C.  HALL  (Cambridge,  Chester- 
ton) said,  if  he  did  not  follow  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  R. 
T.  Reid)  in  the  able  and  sympathetic 
remarks  he  had  just  addressed  to  the 
House,  he  trusted  he  would  not  think 
that  it  was  because  he  (Mr.  C.  Hall)  did 
not  feel  with  him  in  a  good  many  of  the 
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remarks  he  had  made.    He  thoug^ht  if 
this  question  could  be  discussed  in  the 
way  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
discussed  it — as  an  abstract  Hesolution, 
and  without  reference  to  what  had  taken 
place,  and  especially  without  reference 
to  the  speeches  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite — there    was  very 
much  in   the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  which  would  meet  with 
the  acceptance  of    many  of  those  on 
his  (Mr.  0.  Hall's)  side  of  the  House. 
But  they  had  to  consider  what  was  the 
history  of  the  case  which  had  led  to  the 
Resolution  which  was  now  brought  for- 
ward and  proposed  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  the  House  would  bear  with  him 
for  a  few  moments,  he  should  like  to 
call  its  attention  very  shortly  to  what 
took  place  only  a  few  days  ago.     He 
was  very  glad  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  meet  this  Resolu- 
tion with  a  direct  negative,  because  in 
whatever  words  it  was  framed,  and  ap- 
parently it  was  concocted  by  the  com- 
bined art  of  all  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  it  was  nothing  more  nor  less, 
and  it  was  intended  as  nothing  more 
nor  less,  than  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Her 
Majesty^s  Government.     What  was  the 
history  of  the  case  ?    They  had  not  to 
look  back  for  many  days  for  that  history, 
and  to  learn  what  its  origin  was,  be- 
cause he  found  that  on  the  Monday  be- 
fore Parliament   assembled    the    daily 
organ  which  represented  hon.  and  right 
hon.   Gentlemen    opposite — IVie    Daily 
New9 — had  an  announcement  in  leaded 
type  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Kussell),  on  behalf  of  the 
London  Liberal  Members,  would  give 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Address 
raising  the  question  of  Trafalgar  Square 
and  the  conduct  of  the  police,  and  that 
the  form  of  the  Amendment  thus  to  be 
moved  was  settled  at  a  meeting  of  the 
London  Liberal  Members  on  the  Friday. 
This  annoimoement  appeared  in  Z^^i>a{/y 
New8  on  Monday,  and  on  Friday  night 
the   hon.  and   learned   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  addressed 
a  meeting  of  his  constituents  at  Hack- 
ney, and  stated  that  there  was  ono  sub- 
ject which  ought  to  be  brought  before 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons 
at  the  earliest  possible   moment,    and 
that  was  the  question  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  elaborate  what, 
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in  his  opinion,   at  that  time  were  tlie 
points  relating  to  public  m.eetiDgs  which 
were  of  importance.     What  were  they? 
He  (Mr.  C.  Hall)  had  taken  the  troable 
to  look  into  the  reports  of  the  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman's    speeches  in  7h9 
Daily  News  newspaper,    and  he  found 
that  he  had  put  in  the  forefront  and  in 
the  van  of  the  question  as  regards  the 
right  of  public  meeting  the  conduct  of 
the  police  and  of  Sir  Charles  Warren. 
He  said  that  he  would  bring  this  matter 
forward  at  the  unanimous    request  of 
his  Colleagues,  the  Liberal  Members  for 
London  and  the  surrounding  boroughs; 
and  he  (Mr.  C.  Hall)  thought  theHoase 
would  find  that  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  had  determined   to  take  this 
step,   not  only   at  the   request  of  his 
Colleagues,  the  Liberal   Members  for 
London  and  the  surrounding  boroughs, 
but  after  consultation  with  the  Liberal 
Leaders.   The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  that  his  Motion  would  demand 
an  inquiry  by  the  House   of  Commons 
into  the  action  of    the  Executive  and 
the  police,  not  into  an  abstract  question 
of  the  right  of  public  meeting.     Tiie  tvo 
points  with  regard  to  which  he  would  de- 
mand an  inquiry  were  in  relation  to  the 
meetings  of  November  13th  and  20th— 
he  would  demand  an  inquiry  as  to  what 
would  be  the  just  and  proper  limits  ac- 
cording to  law  of  Executive  interference 
with  the  right  of  public  meeting.    His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend   did  not  stop 
there.     Ho  went  on  to  point  out  what 
the  bases  were  upon  which  he  wished  to 
make  this  attack,  which  was  nothing 
less  than  an  attack  upon  Her  Majestj[s 
Government  and  the  Executive.    This 
was  what  he  based  it  on.     He  said  that 
a  body  of  evidence  had  been  furnished 
to  him,  which,  if  true,  would  show  that 
there   had    been    a  very    considerable 
amount  of  unnecessary  violence  on  tlie 
part  of  the  police.    That  was  the  first 
point    his    hon.    and    learned    Friend 
made.     He  said  that  he  thought  that 
the   attitude  the  Government  had  as- 
sumed with  regard  to  Sir  Charles  War- 
ren— whose  name  as  the  head  of  the 
police  was  received  with  loud  hisses— 
certainly  deserved  a  searching  inquiry. 
Then  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pr^' 
ceeded  to  deliver  what  a  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  opposite  would  call  a  consider- 
able number  of  platitudes  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  maintaining  a  good  feeling 
between  the  police  and  the  public.    He 


1925        Puhlte  Usetingi  in         (Mabch  1,  1888}  the  Uetropolts.  1926 

said  it  was  important  if  the  police 
failed  in  their  duty  or  exceeded  it,  that 
public  opinion  should  promptly  con- 
demn them,  and  all  the  more  so  because 
of  the  responsibility  and  power  that 
belonged  to  them.  Then  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  went  on  to  remark  that 
what  the  public  desired  to  see  was 
'*  right  regulated  by  law  and  not  by  the 
capricious  will  of  an  Executive  officer.'' 
[  "  Hear,  hear !  "  ]  He  heard  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  say  **  Hear,  hear ! " 
but  who  was  the  capricious  officer  ?  Was 
that  meant  to  be  an  attack  upon  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  or  was  it  not  V  Was 
that  meant  to  be  an  attack  upon  the 
police  of  London,  or  was  it  not?  He 
(Mr.  C.  Hall)  maintained  that  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  his  speech  at 
Hackney,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
remarks  were  an  attack  upon  the  police 
and  on  Sir  Charles  Warren.  It  did  not 
end  there.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  that  he  should  bring  the  matter 
forward  at  the  unanimous  request  of  his 
Colleagues,  the  Liberal  Members  for 
London  and  the  surrounding  boroughs. 
They  found,  however,  that  someone  else 
was  taken  into  counsel-^no  less  a  per- 
son than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt) — for  they  found  that,  making 
a  speech  to  his  constituents  at  Derby,  on 
the  same  evening  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  the  action  of  the  police 
in  London  would  have  to  be  inquired 
into,  but  he  would  not  touch  on  the 
subject,  as  it  was  in  the  hands  of 
that  very  great  lawyer,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney. 
That  was  on  the  17th  February,  and  on 
the  next  day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  returned  from  his  visit  to 
the  South,  which  they  all  rejoiced  to  see 
had  benefited  him  so  much.  On  the 
evening  of  his  return  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  held  a  meeting  of  his  sup- 
porters, and  amongst  the  distinguished 
persons  present  on  that  occasion  was  the 
non.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney.  He  (Mr.  C. 
Hall)  could  almost  imagine — if  it  were 
not  presumptuous  in  so  humble  a  Mem- 
ber as  himself  to  do  so — what  the  feel- 
ings of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  were  when  he 
saw  in  the  daily  papers  on  his  arrival  in 
England  that  his  trusted  law  officer  was 
c^bout  to  embark  in  a  crusade  against  the 


police  of  the  Metropolis.  The  right  hon , 
Gentleman  would  think  that  an  attack 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  police  in  Ireland 
would  be  all  very  well — that  it  would  be 
safe  to  say  anything  about  the  police  at 
Mitchelstown — but  that  an  attack  upon 
the  police  of  the  Metropolis  was  a  very 
different  thing.  Well,  Parliament  as- 
sembled on  the  9th,  and  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  got  up  and  gave  Notice  of  an 
Amendment.  But  was  the  Amendment 
he  moved  the  Amendment  he  promised 
his  constituents  at  Hackney — was  it  a 
motion  for  a  searching  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  police  and  thocondemna- 
tion  of  that  capricious  officer  of  the  Exe- 
cutive, Sir  Charles  Warren  ?  No,  it 
was  nothing  of  the  kind,  but  it  was  an 
Amendment  practically  synonymous 
with  the  Hesolution  under  discussion, 
and  he  (Mr.  C.  HaU)  could  not  help 
thinking  that  it  was  drafted  in  that 
shape  by  the  advice  of  an  "old  Parliamen- 
tary hand."  The  searching  inquiry  had 
vanished  into  thin  air.  The  attack  upon 
the  police  had  gone  by  the  board,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend — whom  he  regretted 
was  not  in  his  place — could  not  help 
feeling,  perhaps,  somewhat  relieved  that 
the  pressure  of  his  friends  the  Members 
for  the  Liberal  constituencies  in  Ihe 
Metropolis  and  the  surrounding  boroughs 
was  not  able  to  urge  him  on  to  his  ori- 
ginal intentions.  He  (Mr.  C.  Hall) 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was  a 
case  in  which — 

**  Those  behind  cried  *  forward,' 
And  those  in  front  cried  '  back.'  '* 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  comes 
into  the  House,  and,  Janus-like,  says,  '^I 
find  no  fault  with  the  preservers  of  the 
public  peace,"  and  then  he  goes  to  his  con- 
stituents, who  hiss  the  very  name  of  the 
police  and  Sir  Charles  Warren,  and  says, 
Janus-like,  **  See  how  I  sympathize  with 
you,  and  see  what  I  have  done  to  bring 
the  brutal  conduct  of  the  police  before 
the  House  of  Commons  ; ''  and  no  doubt 
he  would  have  liked  to  have  been  able  to 
say,  **  When  my  resolution  is  moved  in 
the  House,  you  will  see  how  I  have  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  the  whole  of  this 
matter  before  the  House  of  Commons." 
That  would  have  been  an  attitude 
which  might  have  been  taken  by  an  ir- 
responsible person,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  C.  Hall)  that  it  was  hardly  the 
face  that  ought  to  bo  worn  by  an  es^- 
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Minister  of  the  Crown.    What  were  the 
torms  of  the  Resolution  his  hon.   and 
learned  Friend  had  submitted  to  them  ? 
He  would  deal  with  them  very  shortly, 
because  he  apprehended  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  practically  demolished  the 
first  half  of  the  Eesolution.     The  Ee- 
solution  begged  the  question  entirely.  It 
spoke  of  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects to  attend  open  air  meetings  in  the 
Metropolis,  and   he  hoped  the  House 
would  bear  this  in  mind,  that  after  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  given  notice 
of  such  a  very  temperate  Amendment, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Mid   Lothian  suggested  that  the 
Government  should  give  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  a  day  for  the  discussion  of 
this  question.   What  was  the  question  ? 
It  was  not  a  question  of  condemning  the 
police;  it  was  not  a  question  of  condemn- 
ing Sir  Charles  Warren ;  but  it  was  an 
abstract  Eesolution  with  regard  to  the 
right  of  public  meeting  or  the  alleged 
right  of  public  meeting  in  the  Metro- 
polis that  was  to  be  discussed.   But  this 
served  as  a  very  good  peg  for  enabling 
irresponsible  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  opposite  side  to 
make  an  attack  upon  the  police,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  it  had  been  de- 
signed  for  that  very  purpose.     The  ex- 
Law  Officer  had  kept  that  attack  in  the 
background.     He  introduced  the  Eeso- 
lution in  a  manner  worthy  of  an  ex-Law 
Officer  and  of  a  proper  Constitutional 
question ;  but  it  was  only  a  peg  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  at  any 
rate  had  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  North- West 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Plckersgill),  to  hang 
charges  upon  and  to  make  attacks  upon 
the  police  which  this   ex-Law  Officer 
would  take  credit  for  when  he  next  went 
to  see  his    constituents    at    Hackney. 
What  were  the  terms  of  the  Eesolution  ? 
It  said— 

"  That  Laving  regard  to  the  importance  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  public 
meeting  for  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  the 
Metropolis.*' 

An  hon.  Member  :  Open  air  public 
meeting. 

Mr.  0.  HALL  :  Yes ;  he  was  obliged 
to  his  hon.  Friend  for  reminding  him 
that  those  words  had  been  put  in  the 
Eesolution  since  it  first  appeared  in 
print.     He  ventured  to  think  that  ho 
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should  wait  in  vain  for  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  any  legal  experience  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  to  declare  that 
there  was  any  legal  right  whatever  for 
any  open  air  meeting  in  the  Metropnlis 
except  in  such  parts  with  regard  to  which 
there  were  special  legal  powers.  Though 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  had  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  refer  to  what  had  been  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Justice  Charles — a  judge 
of  great  eminence — ^he  (Mr.  C.  Hall)  did 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  read  all  that 
the  learned  Judge  said  with  regard  to 
the  case.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  about  to  say, ''  there  is  an  obiter 
dietum^^^  but  he  changed  his  mind.  He 
said,  "  there  was  something — but  that 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  case."  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  pointed  out,  the  point  was 
clearly  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  and 
Mr.  Justice  Charles  said  this — 

"  I  can  find  no  warrant  for  considering  that 
there  is  any  right  to  hold  public  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  indeed  in  any  other  public 
place  in  the  Metropolis.** 

That  was  a  clear  proposition  which  he 
ventured  to  say  no  lawyer  would  con- 
trovert in  this  House  for  one  moment. 
He  should  wait  to  hear  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  opposite  side  say  that  that  was 
not  sound  law.  He  had  another  autho- 
rity— not  so  high  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  perhaps, 
but  still  a  very  high  authority — an  ex- 
Law  Officer,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Op- 
position. If  it  were  not  an  authority,  at 
any  rate  it  was  a  speech  of  the  hOn.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney.  Only  a  few  weeks  a^  he 
was  consulted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Hom- 
erton  Liberal  Association  as  to  whether 
or  not  they  could  insist  on  holding  meet- 
ings in  Trafalgar  Square.  What  was 
the  excellent  advice  he  gave  them  ?  He 
said  that  they  had  better  not  insist  upon 
the  right  of  meeting  there,  because 
the  legal  right  of  the  people  to  meet 
in  Trafalgar  Square  was  very  doubtful. 
Now,  what  was  the  second  part  of 
the  Eesolution  —  if  the  House  would 
bear  with  him  while  he  went  into  it? 
It  was  this—*'  What  were  the  condi- 
tions under  which  such  meetings  might 
be  held?"  He  apprehended  that  the 
conditions  were  very  simple.  If  meet- 
ings were  to  take  place  they  must  be  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  would  not  dis- 
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turb  the  public  poaco— thoy  must  bo  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  would  not  lead 
persons  of  ordinary  temperament  to  foar 
a  breach  of  the  public  peace,  and  thoy 
must  be  of  such  a  nature  as  not  to 
interfere  with  the  legitimate  user  of  the 
public  place  by  the  people  who  wore 
entitled  to  use  it.  There  was  only  one 
other  point  in  the  Besolution  he  pro- 
posed to  address  himself  to,  and  that 
was  the  last  branch  of  it  —  namely, 
^bat  were  the  limits  of  the  right 
of  interference  with  open-air  meetings 
in  the  Metropolis  by  the  Executive 
Government.  How  could  these  limits 
be  ascertained  without  reference  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  ?  The  question 
of  interference  by  the  Executive,  by  the 
police,  or  by  any  one,  must  depend  upon 
the  facts  of  any  particular  case.  He 
(Mr.  C.  Hall)  apprehended  that  it  was 
clear  law  that  the  police  authorities 
wore  bound  to  interfere  directly  they 
had  reason  to  suppose  that  a  breach  of 
the  peace  would  ensue,  and  that  if  they 
did  not  interfere  they  were  liable  to 
most  severe  penalties.  That  had  been 
laid  down  over  and  over  again.  If  any 
rigid  rules  were  to  bo  framed  by  the 
House  he  ventured  to  think  that  it 
would  be  a  very  bad  thing  indeed  for 
all  parties,  because  it  would  do  away 
with  the  elasticity  of  the  Common  Law. 
Directly  they  had  rigid  rules  they  found 
men  of  ingenious  minds  setting  to  work 
to  drive  a  coach-and-four  through  them, 
and  directly  they  laid  down  those  rules 
they  did  away  with  the  power  of  re- 
ferring to  and  being  guided  by  the 
Common  Law.  Now,  he  said  at  the  out- 
set he  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intended  to  meet 
this  Eesolution  by  a  direct  negative, 
because  he  considered  the  Eesolution  a 
perfectly  idle  one.  It  was  idle,  because 
the  law  on  the  subject  was  perfectly 
well  known  and  ascertained.  The  law 
could  be  ascertained  by  any  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  if  he  consulted 
an  elementary  text  book  on  the  subject. 
The  Besolution  was  mischievous,  be- 
cause its  discus£«ion  was  a  waste  of  the 
yaluable  time  of  the  House.  But,  on 
the  whole,  he  was  not  sorry  the  Besolu- 
tion had  been  proposed.  The  reason 
for  its  being  brought  forward  was  not 
far  to  seek.  It  was  necessary  for  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
do  something  to  make  good  their  brave 
words  in  the  Becess ;  it  was  necessary 


after  the  tornado  of  abuse  and  the  whirl- 
wind of  vituperation  that  was  poured 
on  the  Government  from  week  to  week 
and  day  to  day  all  through  the  Becess, 
for  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  do  something  to  attack  Her 
Majesty's  Qovornmont.  What  arrows 
had  they  got  in  thoir  quivers  ?  It  was 
alleged  thoro  had  been  a  breach  of 
Privilege  because  an  hon.  Member  was 
most  unluckily  mistaken  for  somo  ono 
else.  That  was  the  first  attack;  and 
this  was  the  second  attack.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  able  to 
withstand  such  attacks.  Althougli  this 
was  an  idle  and  mischievous  Besolution, 
he  was  not  sorry  it  had  been  brought 
forward.  Ho  was  not  sorry  it  had  been 
brought  forward,  because  it  would  give 
Hor  Majesty's  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  that  they  were  deter- 
mined, without  fear  or  favour  of  class 
or  persons,  to  maintain  law  and  order 
in  this  country.  He  was  also  not  sorry 
this  Besolution  had  boon  brought  for- 
ward, because  a  vote  on  this  Besolution 
would  give  the  peoplo  of  this  country 
an  assurance  that  it  was  not  the  Ex- 
ecutive alone,  not  the  police  alone,  who 
were  determined  that  these  disturbances 
should  be  quelled,  but  that  a  majority 
of  Parliament  by  its  voice  made  decla- 
ration that,  as  there  was  the  duty  -of 
maintaining  peace  among  the  nations  of 
Europe,  a  duty  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  approved,  so,  too, 
there  was  a  duty  no  less  important — 
the  duty  of  maintaining  peace  and  order 
amongst  the  citizens  of  this  great  coun- 
try, and  that  in  the  performance  of  this 
duty  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
be  supported  by  all  save  those  who  loved 
disorder  as  a  means  of  adding  to  their 
small  atock  of  political  capital. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bothnal  Green,  N.E.) 
was  afraid  the  discussion  was  going  to 
resolve  itself  into  a  technical  discussion 
on  points  of  law  which  were  not  properly 
understood,  and  upon  which  tiicy  were 
by  no  means  in  agreement.  »So  far  as 
he  was  concerned  he  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  the  statement  of  law  which 
had  been  made  upon  this  subject.  He 
knew  he  ran  a  great  rihk  in  mokiug  this 
statement.  If  it  were  true  that  a  little 
learning  was  a  dangerous  thing,  it  was 
especially  true  when  applied  to  law ;  but 
he  had  endeavoured  as  one  who  had 
taken  a  groat  part  in  public  open  air 
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meetings  fcr  a  number  of  years  past  to 
understand  the  law  upon  this  subject, 
and  he  absolutely  denieJ  the  correotneas 
of  the  statement  of  the  law  as  laid  down 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  place  them  in  this 
peculiar  position,  that  unless  the 
statutory  law  of  the  land  had  stated 
that  a  person  had  this  or  that  right,  no 
such  riglit  existed.  He  (Mr.  Howell), 
on  the  contrary,  declared  that  the  people 
of  this  country  had  a  right  and  a  legal 
right  uuless  there  be  statutory  law  to 
the  contrary.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  Common  Law ;  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  reading  of 
tlio  Common  Law  by  the  previous 
speaker  was  exactly  in  accordance 
with  what  that  Common  Law  was  on 
matters  of  public  meeting.  He  had 
consulted  the  work  of  one  who  was  sup- 
posed to  be  an  authority  on  this  matter, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  this  debate,  but 
long  years  before  this  was  anticipated 
to  arise,  Broom's  Commentariei  on 
Common  Law,  Broom  laid  down  the 
principles  in  regard  to  the  right  of 
public  assembly,  and  a  great  number  of 
other  things  touching  the  law  of  public 
meetings.  He  said  not  one  single  word 
in  regard  to  no  such  right  existing  unless 
that  ri^ht  had  been  defined  by  law.  Ho 
(Mr.  IIowoll)  went  a  step  further,  and 
asserted  that  the  House  itself  was 
legislating  Session  after  Session  as 
though  the  right  absolutely  existed  until 
put  down  by  statutory  law.  He  called 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
Private  Bills  which  were  passed  in  con- 
nection with  municij)alitiod  and  public 
authorities.  Session  after  Session  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  were  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  investigating  those  Bills, 
and  to  see  if  they  went  beyond  the 
ordinary  law  of  the  land.  It  was  only 
during  the  last  Session  that  he  opposed 
a  Bill  brought  in  by  the  Corporation  of 
Over-Darwon ;  he  challenged  one  par- 
ticular clause  in  that  Bill,  and,  rather 
than  be  called  upon  to  fight  for  the  Bill,  the 
clause  was  struck  out,  and  the  Bill  was 
allowed  to  pass.  Now,  what  point  was 
involved  in  the  Bill  ?  Simply  the  right  of 
public  meeting,  and  the  right  of  pro- 
cessicm  through  the  streets.  Every 
municipality  in  the  Kingdom,  before 
they  could  interfere  with  this  kind  of 
thino',  especially  when  it  had  been 
etuhiishcd  by  long  u*^ago,  had  to  bring  1 
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in  a  Bill  giving  the  Police  or  the  Local 
Authority  the  right  of  interference.  No 
such  statutory  law  existed  in  regard  to 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  none  had  ever 
existed.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  referred 
to  the  past  history  of  that  Square ;  but 
no  one  yet  had  referred  to  the  matter 
who  had  perhaps  so  wide  an  acquaint- 
ance with  the  subject  as  he  had  himself. 
He  called  for  many  years  most  of  the 
large  meetings  held  in  the  Square.  The 
meetings  were  threatened  with  prohibi- 
tion more  than  once,  and  on  one  occasion 
he  believed  a  prohibition  was  issued ; 
but  the  meeting  was  permitted  to  be 
held  —  that  was  to  say,  it  was  not 
interfered  with.  If  a  right  existed  at 
that  time  to  interfere  with  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  why  was  not  the  pro- 
hibition carried  out ;  why  wait  until  the 
present  moment  to  give  effect  to  the 
prohibition?  That  was  not  the  first 
time  that  they  had  some  rather  sad 
scenes  in  Trafalgar  Square.  He  well 
remembered  that  in  1878  there  were 
scenes  of  disorder,  and  that  that  was 
the  first  time,  perhaps,  that  meetings  ia 
Trafalgar  Square  were  called  in  ques- 
tion. All  meetings  held  prior  to  that 
date,  and  the  great  number  held  since, 
had  not  been  complained  of  because  of 
their  disorderly  conduct.  Many  people 
had  their  theories  as  to  why  the  meet- 
ings on  that  occasion  were  disorderly. 
They  knew  that  on  that  occasion  men 
went  about  the  streets  breaking  peoples' 
windows,  and  went  as  far  as  Harley 
Street  with  the  intention  of  breaking  the 
windows  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  Some  people 
knew  pretty  clearly  where  the  money 
came  from  to  call  this  disorder  into 
existence,  and  who  it  was  that  insti- 
gated the  disorder  which  continued  for 
several  weeks.  That,  however,  was 
ancient  history,  and  he  would  come 
down  to  the  more  recent  meetings, 
which,  perhaps,  led  absolutely  to  the 
prohibition  and  to  the  scenes  of  blood- 
shed which  followed.  Matters  com- 
menced at  the  beginning  of  1886,  and 
singularly  enough,  a  very  odd  circum- 
stance occurred.  There  were  two  sets 
of  persons,  both  hating  the  Liberal 
Party,  who  were  paid  to  get  up  a  meet- 
ing at  one  and  the  same  time.  Like  two 
sets  of  persons  bargaining  in  an  auction 
room  one  against  the  other  for  some 
particular  article,  those  two  sets  of  per- 
son?,  though  paid   practically  by  the 
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same  parties,  happened  to  come  into 
collision.  That  was  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity waited  for  so  long  by  the  Tory 
Party  in  order  to  put  their  foot  down  on 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square.  The 
question  was  dealt  with,  and  dealt 
with  in  a  way  that  was  not  satis- 
factory, at  any  rate  to  some.  8ome 
of  them  challenged  what  was  done 
on  that  occasion ;  but  the  present  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police  was  appointed 
as  a  man,  singularly  enough,  who  was 
going  to  put  an  end  to  all  this  disorder. 
Persons  prophesied  that  this  was  to  be 
the  particular  man  to  put  an  end  to  the 
disorder ;  but  ho  put  an  end  to  the  dis* 
order  in  a  way  that  did  not  satisfy  the 
prophets.  With  that  he  (Mr.  Howell) 
had  nothing  to  do  ;  but  with  regard  to 
the  scenes  of  disorder  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  Square,  allow  him  to  say 
very  solemnly  to  the  House  that  they 
could  not  be  charged  upon  the  Liberal 
Party,  allow  him  to  say  very  distinctly 
that  they  could  not  be  charged  upon 
Members  generally  who  spoke  and  sat 
upon  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
and  that  they  could  not  be  charged  upon 
the  political  clubs  of  London,  who  called 
the  meeting  for  the  1 3th  of  November. 
It  was  very  important  that  that  fact 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  and,  in  order 
to  ease  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  upon  that 
point,  he  would  cite  an  instance  which 
took  place  in  his  own  constituency.  His 
conduct  was  called  in  question  with  re- 
spect to  this  very  matter ;  he  was  not  in 
favour,  as  perhaps  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
knew,  of  the  meeting  which  was  held  on 
the  13th  November,  and  he  was  still 
less  in  favour  of  the  meeting  which  fol- 
lowed on  the  20th  November.  His  con- 
duct was  called  in  question,  and  he  was 
blamed  very  severely  by  a  great  number 
of  persons,  and  he  went  to  face  his 
constituents  upon  the  matter.  He  hap- 
pened, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  said  of  himself 
just  now,  not  to  have  expressed  himself 
very  carefully  on  the  occasion,  and  he 
was  supposed  to  have  said  something 
that  led  some  people  to  believe  that  he 
imputed  to  them  a  desire  to  go  to  the 
Square  for  the  purpose  of  creating  dis- 
order. Now,  the  club  to  which  ho  referred 
was  one  of  the  largest  clubs  in  London, 
and,  so  far  as  this  particular  meeting 
was  concerned,  one  of  the  most  deter- 
mined. If  there  was  any  club  in  London 


which  was  determined  to  run  any  risk  in 
order  to  assert  what  it  believed  to  be  an 
honest  public  right,  it  was  the  club  to 
which  ho  referred ;  but  it  was  supposed 
he  had  blamed  them,  or  blamed  someone 
in  connection  with  it,  for  some  of  the 
scenes  of  disorder  which  took  place  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  as  one  man  they 
rose  to  resent  that  imputation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Home  Secre- 
tary had  spoken  about  oyster  knives  and 
a  great  number  of  other  formidable  in- 
struments which  were  taken  to  Trafalgar 
Square.  He  (Mr.  Howell)  said,  and  said 
advisedly  and  with  some  knowledge  of 
tho  facts,  that  none  of  those  instruments 
of  torture  wore  taken  to  the  Square  or 
attempted  to  be  taken  to  tho  Square  by 
the  men  who  were  responsible  for  calling 
the  meeting.  As  he  had  said  before,  he 
had  called  some  of  the  large  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square ;  he  would  refer  to  one 
meeting  which  took  place  not  absolutely 
in  the  Square,  but  in  consequence  of 
which  the  Square  had  to  be  taken  pos- 
session of.  It  was  tho  largest  meeting 
ever  held  not  only  in  London  but,  per- 
haps, in  any  part  of  tho  world,  tho 
largest,  taking  it  from  beginning  to  end, 
especially  as  regarded  tho  procession 
which  passed  through  the  streets  of 
London.  Hon.  Members  of  this  Houee 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  tho  effect 
of  the  great  demonstration  in  1884  ;  one 
of  the  most  intelligent  oificers  of  this 
House,  who  know  what  ho  was  speaking 
about,  estimated  the  numbers  which  he 
saw  from  the  Clock  Tower  at  something 
like  500,000  of  persons.  He  (Mr. 
Howell)  thought  that  that  estimate  was 
not  very  far  short  of  the  mark.  Now, 
he  wished  to  call  tho  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  on  that  occasion 
there  was  not  a  single  shop  looted,  not 
a  window  broken,  not  a  single  plant  in 
Hyde  Park  destroyed,  no  injury  what- 
ever was  done,  and  thereforo  ecenes  of 
disorder  were  not,  it  was  clear,  a  neces- 
sary accompaniment  of  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  elsewhere.  W^hafc 
he  thought  was  that  the  polico  should 
have  done  their  duty  in  regulating  tho 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  seem  to 
600  the  difference  between  regulating 
and  suppressing;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Howell)  that  the  two  operations 
were  absolutely  opposite,  and  that  they 
could  not  regulate  a  thing  if  they  sup- 
pressed it.    The  police  ought  to  have 
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regulated  the  meetings,   and  to  have 
taken  care  that  any  poi  sons  who  showed 
a  disposition  to  bo  disorderly  were  appre- 
hended.   That,  he  took,  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  police,  and  if  they  had  been  con- 
tent with  that,  they  would  have  had  at 
their  backs  in  support  of  their  policy 
the  great  majority  of  the  working  men 
of  London.     It  was  a  matter  of  very 
great    importance    that    the    populace 
fihould  be   on  tlie   side  of  the  police. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  about 
tho  irritation  felt  by  the  police,   the 
police,  who  were  the  paid  servants  of  the 
public,  and  who    had  a  right,   in  the 
words  of  the  Proclamation  or  the  Police 
Orders  which  were  issued  in  1866,  to 
take  no  notice  of  those  wild  expressions 
which  were  sometimes   used.     It  was 
better  for  tho  police  to  feel  and  pocket, 
ns  it  were,  a  certain  amount  of  irrita- 
tion, than  it  was  to  irritate  the  great 
mass  of  the  populace,  and  havo  them 
against  the  police.     One  hon.  Member 
had  already  spoken  of  the  possibility  of 
teaching  London  how  to  disregard  law. 
He  (Mr.   Howell)  felt  more    strongly 
upon  that  point    than    perhaps   many 
Members ;  but  having  himself  conducted, 
and    successfully    conducted,    a    great 
number  of  meetings  at  which  there  had 
been    no    terror   and  no  disorder,   he 
should  be  extremely  sorry  that  his  name 
should  ever  be  associated  with  scenes  of 
disorder  either  in  Trafalgar  Square  or 
elsewhere.     He  was  particularly  anxious 
that  the  right  of  public  meeting  should 
be  preserved,  and  he  was  as  anxious  as 
any  hon.  Member  opposite  to  see  law 
and  order  preserved ;  but  the  right  way 
of  preserving  order  and  of  maintaining 
law  was  to  have  the  people  on  the  side 
of  the  authorities,  and  in  that  way  to  give 
them  justice.     When  they  did  justice 
towards  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
they  would  be  always  sure  to  have  the 
people  on  their  side.     The  people  of  this 
country  had  not  yet  learned,  though  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  they  seemed  to  be 
fast  learning,  that  the  only  way  to  get 
justice  done  by  this  Ilouse  was  to  create 
scenes    of    disorder.     [^Criea    of   **No, 
no ! "]     Hon.  Gentlemen    had  not    at- 
tended so  many  meotino^s  as  ho   had. 
If  they  had,  they  would   have    heard 
sometimes,  in  large  public  meetings  in 
various  parts  of  London,  and  in  various 
parts  of  the  country  too,  that  the  men 
who   were   applauded    most  were    not 
those  who  tried  to  prevent  the  assembly 
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when  there  was  a  possibility  of  disorder, 
but  those  who  rushed  in  at  the  time  of 
the  disorder,  and  who  had  since  suffered 
for  having  so  rushed  in.    It  was  a  very 
dangerous  thing  for  the  Goyernment, 
and  a  very  dangerous  thing   for  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  good  government  of  the  country, 
to  cause  a  suspicion  to  exist  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  that  the  only  way  whereby 
they  could  get  their  rights  was  to  ally 
themselves  to  the  party  of  disorder.   The 
Liberal  Members  for  London  were  not 
at  all  likely  to  forget  that  they  had  as 
great  duties  to  perform  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  in  endeavouring  to 
maintain  order  and  in  endeavoaring  to 
maintain  peace ;  but  they  did  want  to 
see,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  ancient 
right,  a  right  which  had  been   enjoyed 
for  so  long  a  time  without  any  danger 
to  the  public  peace,  should  be  preserved 
to  the  people.     His  opinion  was  that  if 
on  the  occasion  in  question  the  police 
had  done  their  duty,  if  they  had  only 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to   them  in    1866,    there 
would  not  have  been    the    scenes    in 
Trafalgar  Square   they  all  had  to  de- 
plore.    He  certainly  thought  that  the 
scenes  that  took  place  in  the  Square  re- 
cently would  not  have  taken  place  under 
the  Predecessor  of  the  present  First  Com- 
missioner of  Police.  There  seemed,  how- 
ever, to  be  a  determination  to  get  rid  of 
Colonel  Hender8on,themosthumanemaa 
who  had  ever  presided  at  Scotland  Yard, 
but  who  was  not  thought  to  be  severe 
enough  with  the  people.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  might  be  able  to  applaud  to- 
day the  action  that  had  been  taken  by 
the  Government  in  resisting  this  Motion 
for  inquiry ;  they  might  be  able  to  pre- 
vent an   inquiry  ;  they  might  possibly 
even  be  able  to  prevent  the  holding  of 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square ;  but,  as 
sure  as  he  was  speaking  to  the  House 
to-night,  it  would  re- act  not  in  their 
favour  but  against  them  ;  and,  sooner  or 
later,   the   people    of   England    would 
ro-assert  the  right  they  had  enjoyed  for 
so  long  a  time.    Ho  trusted  that  this 
question   would   not   be   decided  upon 
mere  technical  points  of  law  ;  he  did  not 
think  that  if  the  law  stood  as  stated  by 
the  Homo  Secretary  it  would  be  recog- 
nized by  the  great  mass  of  the  people  as 
being  a  just  and  equitable  law.    The 
only  way  in   which    the    Government 
could  settle  this  question  of  the  right  of 
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public  meetiDg  in  Trafalgar  Square  was 
by  taking,  if  they  would  allow  him  to 
use  the  expression,  the  bull  by  the  horns, 
by  bringing  in  a  Bill  as  they  brought  in 
the    Parks  Eegulation  Bill ;  that  was 
the  way  in  which  they  might  regulate 
meetings  in    Trafalgar    Square.      He 
verily   believed  tiiat  further  attempts 
would  be  made  to  re-assort  this  right, 
and  be  made  in  such  a  way  as  might 
become    extremely  dangerous    to    the 
public  peace,  extremely  dangerous  to  the 
police  whose  duty  it  was  to  maintain 
order  in  the  Metropolis,  and  extremely 
dangerousto  the  whole  of  the  community. 
He  urged  upon  the  Government,  as  the 
easiest  possible  way  out  of  their  diiEculty 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  to  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  whatever    they 
might  do  with  regard  to  other  Motions 
on  the  Paper.    It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Government  could  in  that  way  re- 
lieve themselves  of  a  great  difficulty, 
for  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  was  sup- 
posed to  lend  the  high  authority  of  his 
name  to  the  meetings  which  took  place, 
meetings  which  led  to  these  scones  of 
disorder.      The    poor    people    took  it 
for  granted  that,  when  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  said  he  had  no  right  to  interfere 
if  he  wished,  and  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  if  he  had  the  right,  they 
had  a  right  to  assemble  in  Trafalgar 
Square.    They  certainly  interpreted  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  way,  especially  when  they  were  in 
conjunction  with  the  words  uttered  by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  to  the  effect  that  the  intention 
of  the  Government  was  not  to  interfere 
with  a  bond  fide  political  meeting.    It 
would  be  some  comfort,  perhaps,  to  the 
Home  Secretary  to  know  that  it  was 
upon  the  supposed  assent  of  the  Home 
Secretary  as  to  the  right  of  a  bond  fide 
political  meeting  to  assemble  in  Trafal- 
gar Square,  that  members  of  London 
clubs  called   a  meeting    in    Trafalgar 
Square  for  the  13th  of  November,  and 
held  that  meeting  even  in  spite  of  tho 
remonstrances  of  some  of  their  friends. 
He  (Mr.  Howell)  wished  to  have  this 
right  preserved  to  the  people  of  London ; 
to  take  it  away  would  be  one  more  proof 
given  to  this  country  of  the  value  of 
unholy  alliances.    Working  men's  clubs 
would  build — it  would  stimulate  them  to 


build— still  greater  halls  in  which  to  orga- 
nize themselves  very  much  more  com- 
pletely, and  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
that  done.  If  it  were  done,  and  if  the 
Bill  which  he  had  introduced  to  provide 
for  a  more  complete  system  of  registra- 
tion were  passed,  there  would  be  less 
need  for  public  meeting  in  the  open  air, 
the  people  would  be  able  to  decide  all 
questions  at  the  ballot-box.  But,  he 
asked  the  House  to  hesitate  before  they 
put  their  foot  down  upon  the  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  which 
meant,  practically,  the  right  of  meeting 
in  all  the  open  spaces  of  London  except 
those  specially  exempted  in  the  Parks 
Eegulation  Act. 

Mb.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster) said,  he  represented  that  part 
of  London  immediately  contiguous  to 
the  scene  of  these  meetings  and  he 
asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
few  moments  on  that  account.  His  con- 
stituency included  not  only  the  House 
in  which  they  were  now  assembled,  but 
also  one  of  the  most  cherished  posses- 
sions of  Englishmen  —  Westminster 
Abbey.  It  was,  perhaps,  not  unnatural 
that  he  should  offer  to  the  House  an 
illustration  of  the  results  that  might  be 
looked  for  from  these  meetings,  an  illus- 
tration of  what  had  already  indeed 
taken  place,  because  he  claimed  that  it 
was  the  results  which  flowed  from  these 
meetings  which  was  the  title  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  meetings.  On  the  23rd 
of  last  October  there  was  a  meeting  held 
in  Trafalgar  Square.  For  a  considerable 
period  up  to  that  time  the  police  had 
prohibited  meetings  in  that  place.  The 
police  then  changed  their  policy  and 
permitted  meetings  on  the  Sunday,  on 
the  gpround,  he  believed,  that  the  traffic 
on  a  Sunday  was  not  such  that  it  could 
be  seriously  interfered  with  by  the 
gatherings.  On  the  23rd  of  October  a 
platform  was  erected  in  the  Square 
facing  the  National  Gallery,  and  from  it 
several  speakers  addressed  tho  meeting. 
All  of  a  sudden  the  crowd  rushed  away 
from  Trafalgar  Square,  down  towards 
Westminster  Abbey.  This  was  the  day 
of  what  he  might  call  a  permissive 
policy  all  round,  and  this  crowd  rushed  in 
through  the  northern  entrance  of  West- 
minster Abbey.  He  could  best  describe 
what  followed  by  reading  the  words  of 
the  official  report : — 

'*  The  following  are  amongst  the  variouB  aote 
of  indecent  behaviour  and  brawling  by  which 
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iho  so-called  UDcmpIoycd  molested,  vexed  and 
disturbed  the  clergymen  miniatertnfr  on  the 
occasion,  and  the  congregation— namely,  shout- 
ing, swearing,  hissing,  booing,  talking,  hustling 
the  congregation,  standing  on  tho  backs  of  tho 
benches  already  occupied,  clambering  up  on  tho 
monuments,  interrupting  the  service,  waving 
handkerchiefs  as  a  signal  to  boo  and  hiss,  wear- 
ing of  hats,  smoking  pipes,  spitting  about,  and 
other  disgraceful  acts." 

And  this  was  free  epoech.  \^A  laugh.'] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  laughed ;  but 
lie  asked  them  if  they  were  prepared  to 
go  to  their  constituents  and  say  that  this 
debate  had  not  been  raised  in  the  in- 
terest of  free  speech.  Unquestionably  tho  | 
results  which  flowed  from  the  central  i 
acts  and  subject  of  this  debate  had  direct ' 
reference  to  the  question  of  free  speech. ; 
Ho  had  read  the  account  of  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Westminster  Abbey  with 
shame  and  indignation  that  that  ancient 
and  yenerablo  church  should  have  been 
80  foully  polluted  and  that  a  community 
of  men  practising  their  own  form  of 
religion  within  their  own  walls  should 
be  subjected  to  such  an  unmanly  out- 
rage. fAn  hon.  Member  :  What  was 
the  date'^?]  The  23rd  of  October.  Let 
him  give  another  illustration  of  free 
speech.  It  had  often  happened  that  a 
crowd  had  been  amassed  on  the  occasion 
of  these  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
ostensibly  for  the  purpose  of  listening 
to  addresses.  All  of  a  sudden  the 
speaker's  voice  ceased,  the  red  flag  or 
the  black  flag,  around  which  the  people 
were  generally  congregated,  had  gone 
down,  and  as  if  by  a  pre-concerted 
movement,  the  crowd  had  rushed  off 
down  some  thoroughfare  faster  than  the 
police  could  follow  them,  hooting,  yell- 
ing, breaking  windows  and  carrying 
terror  and  panic  into  every  house  in  the 
vicinity.  Was  that  free  speech  ?  No : 
it  was  meant  to  terrify  and  it  did  terrify. 
As  long  as  such  a  state  of  things  was 
permitted  to  be  possible,  it  was  a  mere 
mockery  to  talk  of  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject. There  was  no  question  of  free 
speech  here;  it  was  a  question  of  the 
right  of  every  law-abiding  person  or 
community  of  persons  to  the  protection 
of  the  Executive  Government  in  their 
life  and  property,  their  business  and 
trade,  and  the  peaceful  pursuit  of  their 
daily  avocation.  It  was  a  question 
upon  which  he  claimed  that  any  and 
every  Qovernment,  no  matter  to  which 
Party  it  belonged,  was  bound  to  speak 
with  no  uncertain  voice.  The  incidents 
to  which  he  had  referred  were  mere 
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illustrations  of  tho  danger  and  incon- 
venience which  had  been  found  to  arise 
from  these  moetingsin  Trafalgar  Square, 
and  the  point  he  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  House  was  that  that  danger  and 
inconvenience  was  always  immiment  in 
these  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square,  was 
in  fact  inseperable  from  them,  whether 
they  were  held  on  sufferance  as  under 
the  present  law,  or  under  a  new  law 
which  should  legalize  them  altogether, 
whether  they  were  held  with  or 
without  the  supervision  of  the  police. 
That  danger  and  inconvenience  and 
terrorism  being  always  imminent,  these 
meetings  were  inherently  and  de  /mU 
unlawful  assemblies.  Now,  what  was 
an  unlawful  assembly  ?  The  legal  giants 
had  stood  face  to  face  in  the  arena ;  but 
he  was  not  going  to  hesitate  to  quote 
a  very  well-known  definition  of  an  un- 
lawful assembly — 

"  Any  meeting  assemhled  under  snch  circam- 
stances  as,  according  to  the  opinion  of  rational 
men,  is  likely  to  produce  danger  to  tho  tran- 
quillity and  peace  of  the  neighbourhood,  is  an 
unlawful  assembly.*' 

He  would  give  his  authority  for  the 
benefit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh). 
The  definition  he  had  read  would  bo 
found  on  page  1  of  9,  G.  B.  &  P. 
The  observations  of  Mr.  Justice  Charles 
at  the  last  trial  at  the  Old  Bailey  had 
been  quoted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  Home  Secretary  had  referred  to 
them ;  but  he  omitted  to  call  attention 
to  the  very  important  words  which 
exactly  bore  out  the  definition  he  (Mr. 
Burdett-Goutts)  had  just  givea.  Mr. 
Justice  Gharles  said — 

*'  An  unlawful  assemblage  is  an  assembla^ 
which  attempts  to  carry  out  any  common  pur- 
pose, lawful  or  unlawful,  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  give  other  persons  a  fear  of  a  disturbance  of 
the  peace." 

He  could  quote  authorities  to  show  that 
the  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  for 
the  last  two  years  had  certainly  come 
under  that  category  ;  but  before  he  did 
so,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon 
another  question  of  law.  It  was  oflea 
said  that  the  House  of  Gommons  took 
very  good  care  of  itself  in  the  matter  of 
public  meetings.  By  an  Act  of  Gharles  II., 
any  meeting  of  more  than  10  persons  for 
the  purpose  of  presenting  Petitions  wai 
made  illegal ;  but  by  the  Act  which  was 
quoted  by  llio  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Hacknev 
(Sir  Gharles  Russell),  tho  Act  57 
Gto.  III.,  it  was  recited — 
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**  It  is  highly  inexpedient  that  public  meet- 
ings or  assemblies  should  be  held  near  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  or  near  His  Majesty's 
Courts  of  Justice  in  Westminster  Hall  on  such 
days  as  are  hereafter  mentioned," 

and  the  days  mentioned  were  those 
upon  which  either  House  of  Parliament 
should  be  Sitting,  or  on  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  Queen's  Bench, 
Common  Fleas  or  Exchequer,  or  any 
of  them,  or  any  Judge  of  them  shall  be 
sitting,  and  the  Act  went  on  to  declare 
illegal  on  those  days  any  meeting  com- 
posed of  more  than  50  persons  in  any 
street,  square,  or  open  place  within  a 
distance  of  one  mile  of  Westminster. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  omitted  to  read  the 
material  part  of  the  section. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  said,  ho 
was  sorry  he  had  only  transcribed  the 
part  he  thought  applicable.  He  assured 
the  hon.  Gentleman  he  had  no  intention 
of  suppressing  anything.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  able  to  answer  him,  he 
should  be  very  happy  to  listen  to  him. 
What  he  had  quoted  was  cited  at  the 
time  of  the  Chartist  trials,  and  it  had 
since  been  relied  upon.  The  House, 
recognizingthedanger  and  inconvenience 
which  was  likely  to  arise  from  these 
meetings,  took  very  good  care  to  protect 
itself;  but  the  House,  so  far  as  the 
necessity  for  such  protection  went,  was 
but  a  counterpart  of  every  business  and 
trading  family  in  the  Metropolis.  He 
put  it  to  the  House  to  say  by  what  jus- 
tice they  refused  to  the  humblest  shop- 
keeper or  the  humblest  private  dweller 
in  this  vicinity,  the  protection  which 
they  were  so  jealous  to  claim  for  them- 
selves. Next  to  the  House  of  Parlia- 
ment the  Courts  of  Justice  were  to  be 
protected.  Every  meeting  was  illegal 
which  was  held  during  the  sittings  of 
the  Courts  of  Justice  within  one  mile  of 
the  Courts  of  Justice.  [Crtes  of  **No, 
no !  "]  Well,  the  Act  said  so ;  and  Tra- 
falgar Square  was  certainly  well  within 
a  mile  of  the  Courts  of  Justice.  Before 
he  came  to  the  proof  that  these  meetings 
were,  and  always  must  be,  unlawful,  he 
would  like  to  say  one  word  with  regard 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell).  That  Motion  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  tho  Chesterton 
Division  of  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  C. 
Hall)  had  described  as  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  the  Government,  as  undoubtedly 


it  was.  The  question  was  therefore  a 
Party  question.  Further,  the  Motion 
must  mean  ono  of  two  things — either 
that  the  existing  law  required  to  be 
defined  and  expounded,  and  that  was  to 
be  done  in  the  terms  of  the  Motion  by 
a  Select  Committee,  or  it  meant  that 
there  was  no  satisfactory  law  and  that  a 
new  law  ought  to  be  made.  In  the  first 
place,  he  ventured  to  urge  that  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  a  Select  Committee  of 
that  House  to  expound  or  define  the  law. 
Secondly,  if  a  new  law  was  wanted,  why, 
as  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North-East  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell) 
had  asked,  did  not  the  Government  bring 
in  a  new  law  ?  He  (Mr.  Burdett-Coutts) 
asked  why,if  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wanted  that,  he  did  not  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  legalize  these  meetings.  The  issue 
was  whether  or  not  it  was  advisable  that 
these  meetings  should  be  held  in  Trafal- 
gar Square.  He  bad  in  his  hands  a 
diary  of  the  meetings  which  had  been 
held  in  Trafalgar  Square  during  the  last 
two  years,  with  extracts  from  some  of 
the  speeches  as  well  as  a  full  record  of 
the  events  which  took  place.  But,  although 
it  would  make  his  case  very  much  stronger 
and  enable  him  to  prove  that  these 
meetings  were  necessarily  dangerous  and 
threatening  in  their  nature,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  reading  the 
diary  at  length.  But  he  would  like  to 
offer  to  the  House  the  conclusions  which 
were  to  be  drawn  from  it,  and  first  there 
was  one  specific  detail  in  the  diary  of 
events  to  which  be  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Mo- 
tion made  a  great  point  of  the  announce- 
ment by  a  number  of  clubs  published 
on  the  5th  November,  that  a  meeting 
would  be  held  on  the  7th  of  that  month. 
It  appeared  that  something  important 
happened  between  the  date  on  which 
the  November  meeting  was  convened 
and  the  date  on  which  it  was  forbidden. 
It  was  said  that  the  meeting  would  be 
disagreeable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  immediately  after  that  Sir 
Charles  Warren  issued  his  order  for- 
bidding that  meeting.  He  did  not  charge 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  with  a 
wilful  mis-statement,  but  there  was  in 
that  statement  a  suppression  of  the  most 
important  facts  in  connection  with  those 
two  announcements.  At  a  meeting  on 
the  2nd  of  November,  AUman  made  a 
speech  to  a  large  crowd  in  Trafalgar 
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Square,  in  which  he  called  upon  his 
hearers  to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder 
and  fight  the  police.  Again,  he  said 
they  would  continue  to  meet  every  day 
and  urge  the  Government  to  do  some- 
thingfor  them,  until  the  9th  of  November, 
when  they  would  have  a  final  demon- 
stration and  a  big  row  and  if  necessary 
a  big  riot.  On  the  3rd  of  November 
another  meeting  was  hold  in  the  Square 
in  which  the  people  were  told  to  reserve 
themselves  for  to-morrow.  On  the  4th 
Allman  and  Lynch  were  arrested.  The 
people  were  advised  to  strike  a  blow  to 
terrorize,  stagnate  the  whole  trade  of 
the  City,  and  to  unsheath  the  sword  of 
Liberty.  On  the  6th  of  November  the 
people  were  kept  moving  on  by  the 
police,  and  a  constable  was  attacked  by 
a  man  who,  when  arrested,  had  an  open 
knife  in  his  hand.  These  were  the 
events  which  led  to  the  issue  of  the 
regulations  by  Sir  Charles  Warren,  and 
they  had  a  most  important  bearing  on 
the  whole  case.  They  happened  between 
the  announcement  of  the  meeting  and 
the  announcement  by  Sir  Charles  War- 
ren, and  he  thought  it  would  have  given 
a  better  view  of  the  whole  case  if  the 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  had  read 
these  extracts  as  leading  up  to  the  issue 
placed  before  the  House.  The  con- 
clusion which  he  drew  from  the  diary  of 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  was  that 
there  had  been  no  fettering  of  free 
speech  by  the  Government,  and  no  pro- 
hibition of  meeting  until  riot  had 
actually  occurred.  A  riot  had  occurred 
in  February,  1886,  and  that  was  a  period 
in  which  there  was  no  suppression  at  all 
in  the  sense  referred  to  in  the  terms  of 
this  Motion.  In  the  present  case  the 
police  were  hustled  and  assaulted ;  the 
public  had  been  clearly  warned  that  the 
mob  was  organizing,  but  in  spite  of 
wbat  was  done  the  mob  grew  more 
numerous  and  their  language  more 
threatening  and  violent,  until  it  was  ob- 
vious that  a  repetition  of  the  riot  of 
•1886  would  take  place.  He  claimed 
that  what  he  had  related  with  regard  to 
these  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square,  es- 
tablished his  premise,  which  was  the 
central  point  of  his  remarks,  namely, 
that  there  was  so  much  danger  attendant 
upon  these  meetings  that  they  constituted 
unlawful  assemblies.  Free  speech  was 
not  the  prerogative  of  any  political 
Party  in  the  State.  He  attached  due 
weight  to  the  motives  of  hon.  Gentlemen 

Mr,  J^urdeU'CouUi 


below  the  Gangway  opposite,  who  bad 
stated  that  evening  that  they  would 
facilitate  the  Closure  Bules.  If  he  placed 
himself  by  anticipation  in  the  time  to 
which  those  hon.  Members  looked  for- 
ward, namely,  when  they  would  be  able 
to  turn  this  weapon,  which  the  House  in 
the  interests  of  free  debate  had  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  against 
Members  on  those  benches,  then  ho 
could  see  a  thousand  reasons  for  the 
employment  of  free  speech.  But  they 
did  not  claim  that  that  right  should  he 
exercised  under  conditions  which  would 
inflict  serious  loss,  danger,  and  incon- 
venience upon  any  portion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  For  these  reasons  he 
earnestly  congratulated  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  their  having  looked  upon 
this  matter  not  from  a  Party  point  of  view, 
but  from  the  broad  and  solid  basis  of 
justice  to  the  community,  and,  moreover, 
he  congratulated  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  having  offered  a  firm  and  de- 
cided opposition  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
who  had  given  notice  of  the  following, 
as  an  Amendment  to  Sir  Charles 
Russell's  Motion,  at  end,  add — 

"  And  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  ensure  miich  greater  confidence  in  tho 
administration  of  the  Law  if  a  full  and  public 
inquiry  were  granted  into  the  alleged  unlawful 
assembly  in  Trafalgar  Square  on  Sunday, 
November  13,  1887,  and  the  conduct  of  the 
X'olice  in  connection  therewith," 

said,  without  discourtesy  he  would  not 
enter  into  the  full  discussion  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Coutts).  The  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  as 
an  enactment  that  which  was  not  one. 
Tho  hon.  Member  had  told  the  House 
that  it  had  been  enacted  by  57  O'ea, 
III.,  0.  29,  that  no  meeting  whatever 
could  take  place  within  a  mile  of  West- 
minster when  Parliament  or  the  Law 
Courts  were  sitting.  That  was  simply 
not  a  fact.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
some  meetings  must  not  take  place. 
These  meetings  were  specified,  and  it 
was  in  kindness  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  asked  him  to  complete  the  quotation 
in  order  to  save  him  from  making  a 
blunder.  He  would  not  reply  further  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
[Cries  <f  '*Read."J  It  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  legislators  should 
know  Statutes;  but  they  had  scarcely 
a  right  to  oblige  a  Member  at  that  hour 
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of  the  night  (11.20)  to  read  a  Statute  to 
which  he  had  referred  specifically,  and 
ignorance  did  not  justify  interruption. 

Mb.  BURDETT-COUTTS  said,  that 
he  preferred  very  much  to  be  thoroughly 
eat  upon,  and  as  he  had  been  challenged 
to  read  the  quotation  he  should  now 
very  much  like  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man read  it  himself. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  fancied 
that  the  operation  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  had  already 
been  performed,  and  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  would  now  allow  him  to  pro- 
ceed. He  wished  to  address  himself  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews),  and  he  did 
80  with  some  misgivings,  because  none 
could  deny  the  eloquence  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  subject.  He  regretted  that  it 
was  the  eloquence  of  the  Advocate 
rather  than  of  a  Member  of  the  Exe- 
cutive intrusted  almost  with  judicial 
duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  a 
number  of  important  points  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Oharles 
Kussell)  without  reply.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  answer  in  comment- 
ing on  a  letter  sent  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police  to  the  manager 
of  Mrs.  Weldon's  meeting,  although  on 
the  face  of  it  it  distinctly  recognized  the 
right  which  he  denied.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  answer  to  the  habi- 
tual user  of  the  Square  for  more  than  30 
years  as  a  right  except  to  say  that  it^was 
by  licence  and  permission,  when  the 
facts  quoted  were  facts  of  distinct  dis- 
proof of  any  such  licence  or  permission, 
and  of  distinct  assertion  of  the  user  of 
right.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
DO  notice  of  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
as  to  the  advice  given  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Grown,  which  was  quoted 
by  Sir  Georgo  Grey  in  that  House,  and 
which  was  in  the  Home  Office  for  refer- 
ence. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  venture  to  suggest  that  there  was 
any  mis-statement,  but  he  left  Sir  George 
Grey's  declaration  that  he  had  been 
advised  that  the  public  had  a  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  entirely 
untouched.  Sir  George  Grey,  on  the 
24th  July,  1886,  said  that  when  the 
meeting  was  about  to  be  held  in  Trafal- 
gar Square  he  stated,  as  far  as  he  was 


informed,  that  it  was  a  legal  meeting ; 
that  any  meeting  at  which  language 
was  held  that  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce a  breach  of  the  peace  was  illegal, 
but  that  a  meeting  held  to  discuss 
Parliamentary  reform  was  not  in  itself 
illegal;  that  he  gave  directions  to  the 
police  in  regard  to  that  meeting ;  and 
that  he  begged  to  inform  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  asked  what  means  he  had  taken 
to  preserve  the  peace  that  he  gave 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  he  was  not  to  interfere  with  the 
meeting  as  long  as  it  was  legally  and 
peacefully  held.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary,  again,  had 
entirely  avoided  the  challenge  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Hackney  as  to  why  he  did  not 
allow  the  case  of  Mr.  W.  Saunders  to  be 
tried.  He  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon . 
Gentleman  why  he  did  not.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  pointed  out  that,  although  Mr. 
Saunders  had  disobeyed  the  proclama- 
tion and  held  his  meeting  in  spite  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  not  an  un- 
lawful meeting,  and  that  the  question 
which  would  have  to  be  tried  would  be 
whether  it  was  unlawful  from  being  held 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  advised  that  he 
would  be  beaten  on  that  issue,  and, 
therefore,  he  abandoned  the  prosecution. 
The  matter  which  had  to  be  considered 
on  his  Amendment  differed  yery  con- 
siderably from  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney;  although  his  Amendment 
was  in  no  sense  hostile  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  Motion,  but  only  an 
addition  to  it.  There  were  two  ques- 
tions before  the  House  for  the  expres- 
sion of  its  opinion  upon  them.  One  of 
those  questions  was  whether  there  was 
a  right  of  public  open  meeting  in  Eng- 
land. He  said,  clearly,  that  there  was. 
Was  there  such  aright  in  the  Metro- 
polis?  Notwithstanding  what  the  honi 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  0.  Hall)  said, 
he  contended  that  there  was.  Was  there 
such  a  right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square  f  Notwithstanding  the  declara- 
tion, unqualified  and  unmeasured,  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, he  equally  contended  that  there 
was.  But  if  there  were  not  it  would  be 
a  sad  thing  for  this  country.  The  only 
phrase,  which  lingered  in  his  memory. 
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of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  was  that  free  speech 
was  of  no  English  Party.  That  was 
true.  It  was  only  160  years  ago  that 
the  Conservatives— the  Tories  as  they 
then  called  themselves— were  pleading 
for  what  he  should  plead  that  night. 
It  was  because  at  that  time  they  were 
denied  the  liberty  of  public  meeting 
and  were  harassed  when  they  tried  to 
exercise  their  right,  that  they  pleaded 
before  tho  mother  of  Parliaments  for 
affirmation  for  them  of  that  of  which 
they  would  to-day  deny  the  use  to 
the  people.  He  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers differing  from  him  in  politics  to 
reflect  on  the  great  difficulties  they  put 
in  the  way  of  men  who  might  hold 
strong  views,  but  who  desired  to  guide 
their  fellow  -  countrymen  wisely  and 
peacefully  in  seeking  useful  reforms, 
if  they  took  away  from  the  people  of 
England  the  only  outlet  and  safety-valve 
which  the  poor  had  for  making  known 
their  grievances  to  the  world.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  had  dwelt  on  the  great  value  of 
the  right  of  public  meeting.  Now,  he 
did  not  protend  that  that  right  had  al- 
ways been  wisely  used  by  himself,  but  he 
did  pretend  that  he  had  done  his  best  his 
whole  life  through  to  keep  it  peacefully, 
orderly,  and  law-abiding.  When  he  had 
thought  that  right  unfairly  challenged 
he  had  insisted  upon  it  against  the 
Government  itself.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Home  Secretary  was  good 
enough  to  congratulate  him  that  he  had 
been  successful.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  proved  that  he  had  been 
successful  in  over-riding  the  law  that 
would  not  have  been  a  matter  for  con- 

fratnlation  across  the  floor  of  the 
Louse.  It  was  matter  of  congratulation, 
because  he  had  kept  to  the  legal  right 
and  he  had  been  content  always  to  argue 
the  questions  raised  step  by  step  before 
the  tribunals  of  the  country,  which  he 
found  did  justice  without  reference  to 
who  was  the  man  that  was  pleading 
before  them  ;  and  he  said  that  equally 
when  he  was  defeated  and  when  he  was 
successful.  Well,  because  some  men 
might  use  violent  language,  was  that  a 
good  reason  why  the  whole  right  of 

Sublic  meetings  should  be  withhold  and 
enied?  If  that  was  attempted  they 
might  provoke  an  uprising  which  would 
require  far  stronger  brains  and  stouter 
hearts  to  meet  it  than  were  possessed 

Mr,  Bradlaugh 


by  the  present  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  ^ench.  He  interrupted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  order  to  ask 
him  for  the  names  of  the  speakers  whom 
he  quoted.  He  was  sorry  to  say  with 
the  exception  of  one  name  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  did  not  give  them,  be- 
cause be  alleged  that  one  particular 
speaker,  who  urged  the  setting  fire  to 
London  in  several  places,  was  the 
speaker  whose  speech  gave  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  the  right  to  interfere  with  this 
meeting.  He  told  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman his  excuse  for  his  interruption, 
that  if  he  could  identify  the  name  he 
was  prepared  with  evidence  to  show  that 
the  speaker  who  used  that  language  hai 
been  seen  in  company  with  the  police, 
but  not  in  custody.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  a  skill  of  tongue  which 
he  did  not  possess,  said  that  he  did  not 
know  that  the  poliee  were  not  fit  com- 
pany ;  but  surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man hardly  misunderstood  his  sugges- 
tion. What  he  was  prepared  to  do  if 
the  name  be  given — it  was  difficult  to 
make  a  charge  upon  it  until  he  knew 
the  name— was  to  show  that  the  man 
who  was  in  custody  in  connexion  with 
the  Trafalgar  Square  meetings  was  dis- 
missed by  the  magistrate,  and  that, 
while  in  custody,  he  pointed  out  from  a 
window  overlooking  the  yard  to  Mr. 
Burleigh— a  reporter  of  the  Press— a 
man  in  plain  clothes  with  the  police  in 
the  yard,  who,  he  said,  was  the  man 
who  used  those  words  in  the  Square. 
The  communication  he  had  received 
might  be  untrue ;  but  the  writer  stated 
that  he  was  prepared  to  make  tho  state- 
ment in  a  formal  way  so  as  to  subject 
him  to  prosecution  for  giving  false 
evidence.  While  not  committing  him- 
self on  the  subject  he  was  ready  to  hand 
the  letter  over  in  order  that  an  investi- 
gation might  be  made,  provided  he  was 
first  furnished  with  the  name  of  the 
person  who  was  supposed  to  have  made 
the  speech.  As  to  the  right  of  meetiog, 
he  pointed  out  that  tho  late  Lord  Derby, 
speaking  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  July 
24,  1866,  said:— 

'*  There  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  anyone  to 
interfere  with  that  which  is  the  right  of  Britiih 
Babjects— namely,  to  assemble  for  the  discussion 
of  political  and  public  questions  whereror  Uiey 
do  not  infringe  upon  publio  or  private  rights.*' 
—(3  Eantard^  [184]  1372.) 

But  there  was  such  a  desire  manifested 
that  evening.    The  Qoyernment,  as  hQ 
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understoodi  claimed  for  the  Exeoutiye 
the  right  to  gaess  when  a  meeting  ought 
to  be  stopped.  |^Mr.  Matthews  dis- 
sented.] The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
claimed  for  the  Exocutivo  that  whenever 
they  had  reason  to  think  that  a  meeting 
would  be  unlawful  they  might  stop  it. 
The  Executiye  should  have  no  such 
right.  If  they  had  such  a  right  Parlia- 
ment should  ,take  it  away,  because  it 
placed  all  meetings  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Executive.  The  Executive  ought  to 
have  a  right  to  interfere  if  the  avowed 
object  was  unlawful,  or  at  the  moment 
when  the  breaking  of  the  peace  had 
begun  at  the  meeting.  The  Executive 
ought  to  have  the  right  to  arrest  any 
persons  guilty  of  seditious  speaking  at 
the  meeting;  but  the  Executive  had 
no  right  whatever  to  imagine  that 
any  public  meeting,  however  numerous, 
would  be  unlawful,  and,  therefore,  to 
prevent  it ;  still  less  had  it  the  right  to 
fasten  upon  one  meeting  the  sins  of  an- 
other, or  upon  one  set  of  men  the  sins 
of  another  set.  It  was  a  matter  of  com- 
mon knowledge  in  Europe  now  that  one 
Oovernment,  at  any  rate,  had  not  hesi- 
tated to  employ  agents  provocateurs  in 
Geneva  in  order  to  utilize  them  against 
the  men  whom  they  wore  endeavouring 
to  punish  in  Berlin.  Although  he  was 
quite  sure  that  it  would  be  too  danger- 
ous an  experiment  for  any  Government 
to  get  found  out  at  in  this  country  to- 
day, he  could  not  forget  that  our  Parlia- 
mentary record  showed  that  within  the 
space  of  60  years  such  dangerous  and 
wicked  experiments  had  been  made  and 
had  been  exposed  by  Committees  of  the 
House.  In  the  charge  of  Baron  Alder- 
son  in  the  case  of  Vincent,  quoted  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney,  it  was 
stated  as  distinctly  as  words  could  be 
that— 

**  There  is  no  doabt  that  the  people  of  this 
country  have  a  perfect  right  to  meet  for  the 
purpose  of  stating  what  aro  or  even  what  they 
consider  to  bo  their  grievances.  That  right 
they  always  have  had,  and  I  trust  always  will 
have." 

It  was  because  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  ad- 
hered to  that  view  that  he  intended  to 
charge  upon  the  Government  that  night 
the  miscnief  which  arose  out  of  the 
Trafalgar  Square  meetings.  The  Go- 
vernment first  yaoillated,  forbade  and 
then  permitted,  changed  its  mind  and 
purpose,  now  threatened  and  now  did 


not,  took  notes  of  treasonable  and 
seditious  language,  now  prosecuted 
those  who  were  misleading  the  people, 
and  then  punished  the  people  who  had 
no  part  in  the  utterances.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  been  good  enough  to  give  the  House 
the  limits  of  the  right  of  public  meeting, 
saying  that  meetings  must  be  held  for 
a  lawful  purpose  in  a  place  where  the 
public  have  a  right  to  meet.  And  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  built  on  that 
definition  the  conclusion  that  Trafalgar 
Square  was  not  a  place  where  the  public 
had  such  a  right.  He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
believed  that  Trafalgar  Square  was  a 
thoroughfare  and  something  more.  It 
was  also  a  place  of  public  resort.  It 
was  not  a  thoroughfare  for  traffic  over 
which  carts  and  carriages  might  go;  but 
it  was  like  Hampstead  Heath  and  Prim< 
rose  Hill,  a  place  where  people  might 
resort  to  amuse  themselves  or  in  the 
exercise  of  their  political  rights.  For 
the  last  50  or  60  years  progress  without 
violence  or  collision  had* been  possible 
in  this  country,  because  successive  Go- 
vernments, except,  unfortunately,  in  Ire- 
land, had  allowed  all  sections  of  the 
community  to  express  their  opinions, 
however  strong,  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible freedom.  The  agitation  for  the 
Charter,  which  might  have  been  revo- 
lutionary, was  thus  a  movement  of 
reform,  and  the  bulk  of  the  points 
of  the  Charter  were  now  the  law 
of  the  land.  There  was  scarcely  any 
great  reform  which  had  not  been 
achieved  by  the  outside  pressure  of  the 
people,  and  there  had  been  many  great 
crises  in  our  history  where  the  voice  of 
the  people  had  gone  for  truth,  for  peace, 
and  for  progress,  when  the  Government 
of  the  moment  was  for  war,  for  hin- 
drance, and  for  retrogression.  In  the 
Metropolis  they  had  a  population  larger 
than  that  of  Scotland,  and  where  were 
their  buildings  in  which  they  could 
meet?  They  were  too  fow  and  too 
costly.  But  for  a  mere  accident  in  hia 
own  case  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
get  a  hall  in  the  Metropolis.  On  one 
occasion  he  was  in  St.  James's  Hall 
when  the  gas  went  out,  and  he  managed 
to  keep  the  audience  quiet ;  since  then 
he  had  been  very  much  favoured  by  the 
proprietors.  But  St.  James's  Hall 
would  not  hold  more  than  5,000  people. 
There  was  a  population  of  over  4, 000,000, 
and  there  ought  to  be  some  place  where 
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the  people  could  assemble  in  the  exer- 
cise of  their  political  rights.  Mere 
numbers  should  not  carry  tenor ;  they 
did  not  create  terror  when  they  wanted 
them  to  welcome  Royalty  in  different 
parts  of  the  town.  He  had  been  present 
at  40  or  50  meetings  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  he  admitted  the  great 
responsibility  of  those  who  called  them 
there.  It  was  a  right  which  should  not 
be  lightly  used.  He  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  the  Government  should  regu- 
late those  meetings,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, ever  since  the  Parks'  Hegulation 
Act  of  1872,  had  the  power  to  lay  down 
regulations  for  them,  but  had  never 
done  so.  The  meeting  in  question  was 
convened  by  the  Federation  of  the  Lon- 
don Clubs.  He  was  sorry  not  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  in  his 
place,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  in  the  Provinces  spoken  of  those 
clubs  with  great  contempt,  saying  that 
they  were  in  debt.  The  London  Work- 
ing Men's  Clubs  concerned  were  not 
rich,  but  they  were  not  so  much  in  debt 
as  some  dubs — which  could  be  named 
—were.  It  was  a  libel  to  say  that  these 
clubs  were  only  houses  in  which  five  or 
six  men  could  live.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke  also  of  them  as  places 
where  a  few  men  met  to  drink.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  libelled  these  London 
Working  Men's  Clubs.  Last  night  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  attended  one  club  with 
1,800  members,  with  lecture  hall  which 
would  hold  some  500,  with  library  and 
reading  room,  and  this  not  the  largest 
club  even  in  that  district.  The  members 
of  these  clubs  had  rough  hands,  but 
they  were  men  who  worked  to  live. 
He  knew  those  working  men,  he  was 
bom  amongst  them,  he  belonged  to 
them  ;  and,  so  far  as  he  could,  he 
would  defend  their  rights.  The  meet- 
ing of  November  1 3  was  called  by  the 
Federation  of  London  Clubs,  which 
Were  not  the  drinking  houses  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  represented  them,  but  em- 
braced some  30,000  or  40,000  men.  At 
his  own  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square 
he  had  had  2,500  stewards  chosen  from 
these  clubs,  and  that  was  the  way  in 
which  he  had  been  prepared  to  resist 
illegal  force  if  used  against  him.  He 
admitted  that  if  the  police  were  on  the 
spot  first  the  people  had  no  right  to 


break  in;  he  had  never  encouraged 
people  to  break  the  law,  but  to  stand  by 
their  rights.  With  regard  to  the  Acts 
of  Parliament  relating  to  Trafalgar 
Square,  the  quotations  from  and  refer- 
ences to  these  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  has  been 
entirely  ignored  and  evaded  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  repeated  the  fallacy  that 
the  bulk  of  the  Square  had  been  formed 
from  the  private  property  of  the  Mon- 
arch. This  was  not  so.  There  were  plans 
specifically  referred  to  in  the  Statute?, 
and  these  plans  showed  that  the  bulk 
of  the  land  had  been  private  property, 
and  that  the  King's  Mews  only  formod 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  land.  That 
private  property  had  been  bought  by 
public  money  in  order  that  there  might 
be  an  open  space,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  wished  to  close  by  bis 
mere  will.  He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thought  it  right  to  introduce  the  name 
of  the  Sovereign  and  to  speak  of  the 
Sovereign  as  the  private  owner  of  the 
land.  The  Sovereign  of  this  country 
had  no  rights,  except  by  the  law,  and 
the  user  of  Trafalgar  Square  was  not  in 
the  Sovereign  to  hold  or  to  withhold. 
The  Home  Secretary  is  reported  in  The 
Times  of  December  12th  to  have  stated 
to  a  deputation  which  waited  on  him  at 
the  Home  Office,  that  ''The  public  hare 
no  right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
It  is  only  by  sufferance  and  permission 
of  the  Queen  they  do  meet  there."  And 
to-night  he  has  talked  of  Her  Majesty 
as  the  private  owner  on  whose  suffer- 
ance only  the  public  might  use  the 
Square.  At  Bow  Street  Mr.  Poland  held 
the  same  monstrous  doctrine,  and  con- 
tended in  Mr.  Saunders'  case  {Tac  Timut 
November  18th)  that  ''no  person  had 
any  right  to  make  speeches  in  Trafalgar 
Square,"  "it  was  the  property  of  the 
Crown,"  and  that  the  proclamation  of 
Sir  Charles  Warren  was  "  under  no 
Statute,  but  under  the  Common  Lav, 
and  as  an  officer  of  the  Crown."  The 
Crown  had  no  right  to  interfere  with 
public  meetings  in  this  country,  except 
where  Statute  gave  it  to  the  Executire 
representing  it.  Personally,  the  Sove- 
reign had  no  other  right  than  the  law  de- 
fined. The  Sovereign  was  the  chief  magis- 
trate and  first  servant  of  the  State,  but 
the  law  was  master  alike  over  the  Sove- 
reign and  the  meanest  of  her  subjects. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attached 
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importance  to  the  3rd  Section  of  the 
Act,  which  incorporated  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Act.  But  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Act  gave  no  power  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Police  to  prevent  meetings 
in  Trafalgar  Square.  All  it  did  was,  by 
Section  52,  to  make  it  lawful  for  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  from  time .  to 
time,  and  as  occasion  should  require,  to 
make  regulations  for  the  route  to  be 
observed  by  all  carts,  carriages,  horses, 
and  persons,  and  to  prevent  obstruction 
in  the  streets  and  thoroughfares,  and  in 
all  times  of  public  processions,  rejoic- 
ings, or  illuminations,  to  give  to  the  con- 
stables instructions  to  prevent  disorder 
and  to  prevent  obstruction  of  the 
thoroughfares  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Parliament,  the  public  offices,  courts 
of  law,  theatres,  and  other  places 
of  public  resort,  and  in  any  case 
where  the  streets  might  be  thronged 
or  liable  to  obstruction.  [**Hear, 
hear!"]  Yes;  regulating  it,  but  not 
forbidding  it,  and  the  best  proof  of  that 
was  contained  in  the  9th  rule  in  the 
next  Section.  When  there  was  any 
great  procession,  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police  had  imposed  upon  bim  the 
duty  of  making  such  provision  as  would 
render  as  little  as  possible  the  necessary 
obstruction  consistent  with  the  happen- 
ing of  that  event.  He  contended  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  decisions  which 
had  been  pronounced  which  gave  any 
sort  of  credence  to  the  claim  made  by 
this  Officer  of  the  Crown  to  prevent 
meetings.  It  was  impossible  for  any 
g^eat  theatrical  performance  to  be  held 
without  causing  some  obstruction  ;  but 
the  Chief  Commissioner  had  no  right  to 


prevent  the  performance  taking  place, 
or  to  bludgeon  the  people.  The  Com- 
missioner was  only  to  do  his  best  to 
make  the  obstruction  cause  as  little  in- 
jury as  possible  to  the  people.  At  that 
hour  (two  minutes  to  12  o'clock)  he 
thought  that  he  would  not  be  consulting 
the  convenience  of  the  House  in  enter- 
ing upon  another  division  of  his  speech ; 
and  he,  therefore,  begged  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  properly  under  the 
circumstances  take  that  course ;  but  if  he 
spoke  till  the  hour  of  adjournment,  he 
would  be  entitled  to  resume  on  the  next 
occasion . 

Mb.  BEADLAnCH  said,  that  he  had 
once  resolved  that  he  would  never  speak 
io  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  passing  time;  but  it 
would  be  an  absurdity  for  him  to  com- 
mence another  division  of  his  argument 
at  that  time,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
only  thank  the  House  for  having  listened 
to  him. 

And  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 


TRAWLIKO   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hunter,  Bill  to  prohibit 
Trawling  in  Scotland ;  and  for  other  parposea, 
ordered  Xo  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Macdonald  Cameron,  Mr.  Barclay,  and  Mr. 
Essleniont. 

Bill prM^n^tfi,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  155 

House  adjourned  at  Five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Thunday,  Fehrmry  9,  1888. 


Most  Gracious  Sotereion, 
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'We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leaye  to  offer  our 
humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  gracious 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
informing  us  that  Your  Majesty  continues  to 
receiyo  from  all  other  Powers  cordial  assur- 
ances of  their  friendly  sentiments,  as  well  as  of 
their  earnest  desire  to  maintain  the  peace  of 
the  world. 

*'  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  Your 
Majesty's  Officers,  in  conjunction  with  those 
of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  have  completed  the 
demarcation  of  the  Afghan  Boundary,  in  con- 
formity with  the  terms  of  the  Convention  of 
last  year.  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty  trusts  that  the 
work  which  has  thus  been  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion may  tend  to  removo  the  possibility  of 
misunderstanding  between  the  two  Powers  in 
regard  to  their  Asiatic  Possessions. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty,  animated  by  a 
desire  to  prevent  the  effusion  of  blood,  dis- 
patched a  Mission  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia, 
with  the  hope  of  dissuading  him  from  en- 
gaging in  a  war  with  Italy ;  and  that  Your 
Majesty  deeply  regrets  that  Your  Majesty's 
efforts  have  not  been  successful. 


"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  deliberations  of  the  Conference  as- 
sembled at  Washington  to  adjust  qaeationa 
which  have  arisen  between  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States  are  still  in  pro- 
gress. 

*'  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  negotiations  which  were  com- 
menced in  1885  with  respect  to  the  regulation 
of  the  Suez  Canal  have  been  brought  to  a  ocm- 
clusion  so  far  as  points  of  difference  between 
Your  Majesty  and  the  French  Bepnblio  are 
concerned. 

*'  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  Year 
Majesty  has  also  entered  into  an  Agreemeat 
with  the  French  Bepublic  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property  in  the  Group  of  the  New 
Hebrides  by  a  Joint  Naval  Commission. 

**  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  a  Conference  of  Delegates  from  the 
Powers  interested  in  the  sugar  industry  was 
summoned  in  London  in  the  autumn,  to  con- 
sider the  possibility  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
injurious  system  of  bounties ;  and  that  they 
have  made  considerable  progress  towards  the 
conclusion  of  a  satisfactory  arrangement. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  measures  which,  at  Uie 
cost  of  great  labour,  were  passed  during  the 
last  Session  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  bare 
been  carefully  carried  into  effect  during  the 
period  which  has  since  elapsed. 

"  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  the  result 
of  this  legislation,  so  far  as  it  has  been  tested 
by  a  short  experience,  has  been  satisfactory ; 
that  agrarian  crime  has  diminished ;  and  that 
the  power  of  coercive  conspiracies  has  sensibly 
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abated ;  aIbo  that  measureB  tending  to  develop 
the  resooroos  of  Ireland,  and  to  facilitate  an 
increaae  in  the  nomber  of  the  proprietors  of 
the  soil,  will  be  laid  before  as. 

<'  Wo  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  ns 
that  oar  attention  will  be  invited  to  the  subject 
of  Local  Government  in  England  ;  and  that 
measures  will  be  sabmitted  to  us  for  dealing 
with  it,  in  combination  with  proposals  for  ad- 
justing the  relations  between  Local  and  Im- 
perial Finance,  and  for  nutigating  the  burdens 
at  present  imposed  upon  the  ratepayers. 

<*  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  prospects  of  Commerce 
are  more  hopeful  than  any  to  which  Your 
Majesty  has  been  able  to  point  for  many  years 
past.  We  join  with  Yoor  Majesty  in  deeply 
regretting  that  no  corresponding  improvement 
is  observable  in  the  condition  of  Agriculture. 
We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  commending  the 
interests  of  that  great  industry  to  our  attentive 
care,  in  the  hope  that  means  may  be  discovered 
for  enabling  it  to  meet  more  effectively  the 
difficulties  under  which  it  labours. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  we  shall  be  invited  to  consider 


legislative  proposals  for  cheapening  the  Trans« 
f er  of  Land  ;  for  modifying  the  procedure  by 
which  Tithe  Rent-charge  is  collected  ;  for  the 
promotion  of  Technical  Education  ;  for  pre- 
venting undue  preferences  in  the  Rates  charged 
by  Railway  Companies  on  foreign  and  do- 
mestic produce ;  for  remedying  abuses  in  the 
formation  of  Companies  under  Limited  Lia- 
bility ;  and  for  amending  the  Law  as  to  the 
the  Liability  of  Employers  in  case  of  Accidents. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  measures  for  improving  the  position  of 
the  Scottish  Universities,  and  for  regulating 
the  Borough  Police  in  Scotland,  will  be  laid 
before  us,  and  that  proposals  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  us  for  diminishing  the  cost  of  Pri- 
vate Bill  Legislation. 

**  We  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  cur 
cafeful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  which  Your  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust 
that  in  these  and  all  other  efforts  that  we  may 
make  to  promote  the  well  -  being  of  Your 
Majesty's  people,  we  may  be  guided  by  the 
hand  of  Almighty  Gk>d." 
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ABERDABE,  Lord 
Sweating  System,   Motion  for    a    Select 
Committee,  1611 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of 
Sweating  Sjstem,  Motion  fer  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1610 

Abkabav,  Mr.  W.,  Ztmmelt,  W. 
Army^Offioers  at  Reviews  and  Inspections, 
1225 

Access  to  Monntains  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Bryee,  Mr,  J.  O,  Bolton,  Mr,  Haldane^ 
Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Sir  Senry  Soteot,  Mr* 
Samuel  Smith) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  13  [Bill  103] 
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Aocnmnlatioiis  Bill 

[Mr,  Cozent'Mardyf  Mr.  Elttn,  Mr.  Haldane) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  65] 

AoLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  D.|  Cornwall^  Laun^ 
eeston 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House. 
U57 

Admiralty — see  Navy 

Admibaltt — First  Lord  (tee  Hamilton. 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Q.  F.) 

Admiralty — Civil  Lord  {see  Ashhbau- 
Babtlett,  Mr.  E.) 
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Advertbement  Bating  Bill 

{Mr.  SurdeU'CouttM,  Mr.  Seug&r  Hunt^ 
Mr,  Mowbray) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  10  [BUI  70] 

Adyooatb,  The  Lobd  (i$e  Maodokald, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

JJirmaiumt  in  Courts  of  Ju%tie$ — i/ury- 
vun 

QnestioDy  Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  Answer,  The 
Attornej  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
Fth  10, 163 

Africa  ( CtniraV) 

The  Stave  Trade  ^Attach  on  Preehyterian 
Miiiion  SlaHane,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflaln  (Sir  James  Fergosaon)  Feb  28, 
1648 

Africa  (South) 

The  Delagoa  Bay  Railumy,  Qnestion,  Obser- 
▼ations,  The  lifarl  of  Rosobery  ;  Reply,  The 
SeoreUry  to  tbe  Board  of  Trade  (The  Earl 
of  Onslow)  Feb  87, 1466 
Zululand^The  Chief  Ueibepa,  Question,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Uenry  Holland) 
Ftb  21,  1006 

Agrietdtural  Department   of  the   Privy 

Council — Agricultural   and    Dairy 

Schools — Report  of  the  Commission 

Qnestion,  Sir  Richard  Paget;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Dnohy  of  Lancaster  (Lord 

John   Mannen)  Feb  23,   1233  ;   Unestioo, 

Mr.  Cobb :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasary  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Mar  1, 1847 

Agricnltnral  Holdings  Bill 

{Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Cobb^  Mr.  Arthur  Williams, 

Mr,  Francis  Steventon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  62] 

Agricnltnral  Labonrers*  Holidays  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

(Mr,  Therbwm,  Mr,  Barclay,  16*.  BoUon) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  Feb  10  [Bill  21] 

Agricnltnral  Tenancies  Bating  Bill 

{Mr,  Seale-Mayne,  Mr,  C,  T.  Dyke  Aeland, 
Mr,  Cobb,  Mr.  Coetham,  Sir  Bemhard 
SamucUati) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1^*  •  Feb  IS  [Bill  04] 

Agricnltnral  Tenants'  Improvement  Pro- 
tection Bill 

{Mr,  Seale-Bayne,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr,  Thomas  Ellis, 

Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'  •  Feb  U  [Bill  124] 


Agricnltnral  Tenants  dreland}  Belief 
BiU 

{Mr,   Blame,  Mr,  Biggar,  Mr.  MCartan,  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  T,  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Feb  10  [Bill  5] 

AiHD,  Mr.  J.,  Paddington,  i\r. 
Ecclesiastical  Commissionen  and  tbe  Padding* 
ton  Tmsteet— Sale  of  Land,  1810 

Allotments  Act,  1887 

Comnum  Pcuture,  Qaestfon,  Sir  Edward  Birk- 

beck :  Answer,  Tbe  President  of  the  Ijocal 

Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  10, 

646 
Cfroum  Lands^  Compulsory  Purchase,  Qoes- 

tions.  Commander  BethellyMr.  II.  Gardner ; 

Answera,    The     President    of    the    Loeal 

Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  27. 

1486 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendment  BiD 

{Mr,  CM,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  Walter  Fotter, 
Mr,  Seale*Mayne,  Mr,  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr. 
Arthur  Aeland,  Mr,  Winterbotham) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Feb  13  [Bill  104] 

Andbbsok,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Oroaera*    Holdings   (Scotland)    Act   (1836) 

Amendment,  2R.  1196 
Egypt — Administration — Sir  Evelyn   Bariag, 

1227 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An« 

■wer  to.   Motion  for  Adjoamment,  1119; 

Amendt.  1134,  1171 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,    1887-8}— 

County  Courts,  1643 

Anstetttheb,  Mr.  H.  T.,  St.  Andrews^ 
ijpc. 
Scotland — Prison  Commissionen — Closing  of 
Cupar  County  Prisoni  1827 

Architects'  Begistration  BUI 

{Colonel  Duncan,  Captain  Penton,  Mr.  Murphy^ 

General  Goldsworthy,  Colonel  Makins) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  10  [3tU  81] 

Abmbtrong,  Lord 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech^  AddnuinAa* 
■wer  to,  14 

Abmt  (^Questions) 

Chaplains*  Department,  Question,  Mr.  Arthar 
O'Connor :  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  24,  1377 

Civil  Appointments  for  Reserve  and  Dieekarged 
Soldiers.  Questions,  Colonel  Duncan.  Sir 
Henry  Havelock- Allan  ;  Answera,  The  Firtt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith). 
The  Secit^tary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  JIfar  1,1840 

Colonel  Philip  Dickson,  Question,  Mr.  Can- 
ninghamo  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Finanoial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Broiriok} 
Feb  27, 1471 


ABM       ABH  (SESSION    1888}       ABM       ABM 
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Sone  Breeding — Report  of  the  Royal  Commii^ 
tion,  QueBtions,  Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Bur- 
dett-Coatts ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
ihcDachy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners) 
Feb  27,  Hie 

The  Ilousehold  Troope—The  Medical  Service, 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Feb  16,  561 

Itland  Bridge  Barraeke^  Dublin — The  Stone, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Finanoial  Secretary,  War  Department 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  Mar  1, 1831 

Royal  Barrackt,  Dublin — Ineanitary  Condi' 
tion.  Question,  Hr.  Norris  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope) Feb  10,  164 

Ofieert  at  Reviewt  and  Jnspeetiom,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.);  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Feb  23, 1326 

Feneione — Invalided  Soldiert,  Question,  Mr. 
M.  J.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
Feb27,\m 

Purchaee  of  Artillery  Bortes,  Question,  Mr. 
Haubury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  1,  18i0 

Reserve  Foreee^  Transport  and  Field  ArtU' 
lery^  Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 
Wemyss,  Lord  Truro;  Reply,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord  Harris) 
Feb  10,  130 

Royal  Military  College,  Sandhuret,  and  the 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich-- Re- 
commendatiom  of  the  Board  of  Vititore, 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Strafford  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  Stole  for  War  (Lord 
Ilari  is)  Feb  24, 1351 

Woolicieh,  Entrance  Examination  at,  Question, 
Mr.  de  Lisle;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
Stato  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  Feb  14, 
SSO 

Warlike  Storet,  Royal  Commission  on.  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Hanbnry,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  K.  Stanhope)  Feb  21.  994 

War  Office  Re^organizxtion — Recent  Order  in 
Council,  Question,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  13,  252 

Contracti 

Default  from  Tenders,  Question,  Mr.  Wootton 
Isaacson ;  Answer,  The  Secretory  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  1, 1839 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  Stote  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Ston- 
hope)  Mar  1,  1840 

Specification  and  Inspection,  Questions,  Mr. 
Mattinson,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Mar  1,  1824 

Tenders  for  Tweed,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ; 
Answer,  The  Finanoial  Secretary,  War  De- 
partment (Mr.  Brodrick)  Mar  1, 1841 

Ordnance  Dkpabtiient 

A  Magazine  Rifle,  Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wil- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stote  for 
War  (Mr.  £.  Stonhope;  Feb  23, 1232 

[eoni. 


ABur^Ordaanee  Department-^eont, 

The  PneumaXie  Dynamite  Oun,  Question,  Sir 
Ilenry  Tyler;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
Stato  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  Feb  13, 
253 

The  New  0*2  and  lO-ineh  Guns,  Questions 
Major  Rasch,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson,  Mr. 
Ilanbury  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  Stote 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stonhope)  Feb  21,  993 

Failure  of  a  10-tiicA  Oun,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  20,  871 

Failure  of  the  9'2-tntfA  Ouns,  Questions,  Sir 
Bernhard  Samuelson,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ; 
Answers,  The  Secretory  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  23,  1241  ;  Question, 
Major  Rasch ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  28, 
1644 

Obdnakoe  Store  Dbfabtiient 

Supply  of  Leather,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Lafooo  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Feb  24^ 1376 

Inspection  and  Reception  of  Leather,  Questions, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tory of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Feb  28,  1646  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay. 
Mr.  Howell,  Sir  William  Plowden ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  Stote  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Mar  1,  1822 

Recent  Appointments,  Questions,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Secretory  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  1, 
1839 

Armt  (India) 

Jute  and  Coir  Fibre  Bedding,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  14, 
371 ;  Feb  21,  993 

Madras^Army  Clothing  Department — Exclu" 
tion  of  European  Articles,  Question,  Mr. 
Hojfle ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretory  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  16, 
541 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  27, 1475 

AuXILfART  FOBOBS 

Volunteers 

\st  Lancashire  Engineer  Volunteers,  Question, 
Mr.  Caino  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  13,  255 

tth  Lancashire  Artillery  Volunteers,  Question » 
Mr.    Hanbury ;   Answer,  The   Secretary  •  ^ 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  24, 
1374 

The  Tower  Hamlets  Engineer  Volunteers-^ 
Burgess  Short,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor; Answer,  The  Financial  Secretory,  War 
Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  Mar  1,  1835 

Extra  Capitation  Orant^Camp  Allowance, 
Question,  Mr.  Mark  Stowart;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  Stoto  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Feb  21,  992 

8  S  8      '  — 
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Armjf — ^oyal  Barracks,  Buhlin^^  Insani- 
tary Condiiion 

Question,  Mr.  Norris  ;  Answer,  The  SeoreUry 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Sunbope)  Feb  10, 
154 

Mored,  *'That  a  Retarn  of  all  eases  of  febrile 
disease  in  tbe  Diiblio  Garrison  since  January 
1881,  ordered  to  be  printed  0th  September 
1887,  be  continued  to  SlstDeeember  1887" 
{7%6  Earl  Beauehamp)  Feb  30,  851 ;  aaer 
short  debate,  Motion  amended,  and  agreed 
to 


Arlinans*  and  Labourers^  .Dwellings 

Motion  for  a  Uotum  {The  Viteount  Crost) 
Mar  1,  1811  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

AsHEB,  Mr.  A.,  Elgin^  ^e. 
Parliament — Queen's  8peeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1077,1079,1167 

Abhicbad-Babtlett,     Mr.    E.     (Oivil 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty),   Sheffield, 

Eoelesall 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund,  1230 

Athebley- Jokes,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  N.  W. 

Metropolitan  Improvomcnts— Gray's  Inn  Road 
— Dwellings  of  tbe   Labouring  Classes, 
1227 
New  Street  from  Holborn  Town  Ilall,  1230 

Attobney  Qeitebal  {see  Websteb,  Sir 
B.E.) 

Australia  {Western) — Grant  of  Respon- 
sible Government 
Questions,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answers,   The   Under   Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Ilenry  De  Worms) 
Feh  28,  1687 

BalfottBi  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Ohief  Secre- 
tary to    the    Lord    Lieutenant  of 
Lreland),  Bfanchester,  E, 
Crofters'     Holdings    (ScotlAnd)    Act    (1880) 

Amendment,  2  a.  1105,  1200 
Ireland— Questions 

Administration  of   the    Law — "Blunt    v. 

Byrne,"  260,  880 
Evictions — Tenants  of  RTicted  Farms,  900 
Land  Law  Act,  1887— Return  of  Eviction 

Notices.  260 
Land— The  "  Plan  of  Campaign,"  256 
Local  Bankruptcy  Courts,  150 
Magistracy— Mr.  J.  E.  Barrett,  J.P.,  231  ; 

— Resident  Magistrates,  1258 
State- Aided  Emigration— Charges  against 
Mr.  Stoney,  1371,1372 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and   Procedure   Act, 
1887— Questions 
Alleged  Meetings  of  Suppressed  Brinchcs 
of  the  National  Lcnguo,  883 

• 
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Baltour,  Right  Hon.  A.  Z,^€ont.     . 

Cases  of  M.  Moyniham  and  T.  Quinlan, 

248 
Cases  Tried,  1123.1129 
Prosecutions  under  the  Act,  1253 
Suppression  of  National  League  Branches, 
261 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1382 ; — 

Irish  Questions  and  Answers,  876 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  163,  lOi,  179,  340,  386,  392,  424, 
587,  594,  718,  721,  723.  724,  725,  727,  730, 
731,  732,  733,  734,  735,  737,  738,  741,  742. 
745,  748.  740,  750,  752,  755.  759,  760,  768, 
1092,  1095,  1096,  1097.  1100,  1104.  1114; 
Report,  1270,  1273,  1274, 1275, 1276,  1277, 
1279,  1280,  1284,  1202,  1333,  1335,  1339, 
1340 
Parochial  Boards  (Scotland),  2R.  1203,  1204 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act  (1878) 

Amendment,  2R.  362 
Ireland — Sunday  Closing  Acts,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  1594 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates.  1887-8) — 
Salary,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of  County 
Court  Officers,  &e.,  in  Ireland,  1655,  1550, 
1558,  1559,  1560 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Mo- 
tion for  LeaTe,  980 

BALFOUBy  Qeneral  Sir  Q-..  Etneardins^ 
shire 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1171 

Bankrnptcy  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Peter  McDonald,  Mr.  John  O^Cotmor,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr,  John  Barry,  Mr,    0*ffea,   Mr, 

M'Cartan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  14  [Bill  121] 

Babolat,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Army  (Ordnance  Store  Department) — Exami- 
nation and  Acceptance  of  Leather,  1822 

Crofters'  lloldings  (Scotland)  Act  (1886) 
Amendment,  2K.  1195 

Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882.  1226 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech— Debate  on  the 
Address,  10U8 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1155,  1164,1166 

Scotland— Local  Gorernment,  383 

Babing,  Mr.  T.  C,  I^ndon 

Parliament — Business  of  tbe  Ilouse  (Rules  ol 
Procedure)- Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Uobm* 

1428,1458 

< 

Babtley,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington,  N. 

Education  Department— Technical  EdueatioOy 
1260 

Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  1636 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — South  Kensing- 
ton Museum — Loans  of  Works  of  Art.  1823 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouie,  Res.  1386, 
1400 

Parliament—Businofts  of  Iho  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Prooddurc),   Ko9.  I.  Sittinsfi  of  the  IIou9'*, 
1412;  IV.  Irrclo ranee  or  Ropelition,  1711 


BAR 
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Babtlst,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.^eont. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  225 

Supply  (SapplementarjT  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Coontj  Courts,  1539 
Mint  (including  Coinage),  1533 
Fublio  Bttildicgn,  Ireland,  1515 
Seienco  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin,  1521, 
1532 

Babttelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Suisex, 

ir.w. 

Armj— Household  Troops — The  Medical  Ser- 
vice, 551 

Commander  Bethell-^The  Seychelles  Islands 
—Island  of  Mabe.  552 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1251 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure),  Bes.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1455;  II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1673 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  522, 523,  527,  528,  529,  530,  922 

Sopplj  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Police,  Coanties  and  Boroughs,  Groat 
BriUin,  1546 

Beaoh,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioxs- 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Bristol,  W. 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — ^Tho  Bull  Rock, 

1482 
Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882, 1226 
Food  Supply — Exportation  of  Cattle,  Ac.  from 

the  Argentine  llepublio,  1489 
Merchandise    Marks    Act,     1887  —  Sale    of 

Foreign  Meat,  1837 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1252 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  III.  Disorderly   Conduct, 

1691,  1698 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  126),  1262 
Post  OfBce  Contraots— The  Australian  Mails, 

1488 
Sea    Fishery    Department— Trawling    within 

Territorial  Waters,  1486 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
-  Bankruptcy  Department  of   tho   Board  of 

Trade,  1525, 1527 

Trade  and   Commerce — Exports  from   Ger- 
many, 1885-1886,  1473 
Foreign  Competition  —  Mr.   Qiffen's  Re- 
port, 1480 

BSAT70HAMP,  Earl 

Army — Royal   Barracks,  Dublin— Insanitary 
Condition,  Res.  851,  856 
.  House  of  Lords — Hour  of  Meeting,  695 
Railway  and  Canal  TrafiBc,  2R.  1806 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill 

{Mr.  Quilter,  Sir  Edward  Birkhtek^  Baron 
Dimsdale,  Mr,  Heneage,  Viscount  TFoUnir^  Sir 
Henry  Selwiti'lbbetson,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner^ 
Mr,  Francis  Stevenson,  Mr.  (Jurdon) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Feb  13  [Bill  105] 


(SESSION    1888)        BEL       BOA 
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Belfast  Oovernment  Bill 

{Mr.    Tuite,    Mr.    Sexton,    Mr.    Biggar,    Mr. 

M'Cartan,  Mr.  (yKelly,  Mr.  O'Boherty) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  10  [Bill  50] 


Bentinok,  Right  Hon.  Ot.  A.  0.,  WkiU- 

hav&n 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1671 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

National  Gallery,  1590 

Beresfobd,   Lord   0.   W.   De   La  P., 
MaryUhone,  IS, 
Admiralty— NaTal    Intelligenoe    Department, 
247 

Bbthell,  Oommander  Q.  B.^  York,  E.R.^ 
Holdernes9 
Allotments  Act,  1887— Crown    Lands— Com* 

pulsory  Purchases,  1485 
India  (Bengal)— Wreck   of  tho  £<<  Sir  John 
Lawrence,"  1485 

BiGQAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W, 
International    Sugar   Bounties    Conferenoe— 

Banquet  at  the  Foreign  OflBoe,  1654 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.   III.  Disorderly  Conduct, 

1093 

Bills  of  Sale  Begistration  Bill 

{Mr.  Hunter,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelton,  Sir 
Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Barclay, 
Mr.  S.  Williamson,  Mr.  EesUmont) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'^  •  Feb  10  [Bill  34] 

BiBKBEOK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Allotments  Act,  18S7 — Common  Pasture,  546 
North    Sea    Liquor  7Traffic— Floating    Grog 
Shops  —  International  Conference  at    the 
Ilagno,  543 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech, '  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  917 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887— Trial  of  Rev.  J.  M'Fadden,  P.P. 
1353 

Parliament — Queen's^Spcech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  313 

BLT72n>ELL|    Colonol    H.  B.  H.,  Zan^ 
eashire,  S,  W,,  Ince 
Parliament— Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1757 

BoA]^D  OP  Trade  —  President  {see 
Stanley  of  Peeston,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade  —  President  {see 
Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks-) 
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BoABD   OF   Trabb— Secretary   to    (m^ 
Onslow,  Earl  of) 

BooRB,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Metropolitan  ImproTements^Sabway  between 
Greonwioh  and  BlaokwaIl|  086 

Borough  Funds  Bill 

(Jfr.  Woodall,  Mr,  Eiehard  Chamberlain^  Mr, 
Pieton,  Sir  Albert  UoUit,  Mr,  JToodhead) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I** •Feb  IS  [Bill  95] 

Borough  Funds  (Ireland)  BUI 

(Mr.  Murphy,   Mr.  T.  D.  SuUivan,  Mr.  T, 
Harrington,  Mr.  E.  Dwytr  Oray) 
«.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  14  [Bill  lid] 

Bbablattoh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

AflSrmatione,  153 
Arm  J — Questions 
Bedding.  871 

India^Coir  Fibre  Bedi,  003 
Ordnanoo    Store  Department — Inspcetion 
and  Reoeption  of  Tx^atber,  1047 ; — Re- 
cent Appointments,  1840 
Bnrmah — Capitation  Tax,  540 
Criminal    Law  —  Sentences    of   Flogging   at 

Liverpool  AiiBixes,  1248,  1240 
Grand  J  unction  Water,  2R.  1631,  1035 
Ireland — Administration  of  the  La«r^-"  Blunt 
V.    Byrne,"  880  ;  ^  Prison    Clothing, 
1363,  1864 
Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  Aot,   1887 
(Cases  Tried),  1124 
labour  Statistics — Feriodieal  Returns,  246 
London   Corporation   (Charges   of  MaWersa* 

tion),  258,250 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Marquess  of  Salisbnrj, 

Personal  Statement,  48,  50.  1008 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1205 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House,    Res. 

Amendt.  1386 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.  IK.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1692, 1702;  IV.  Irrelevance  or  Repetition, 
Amendt.  1712  ;  V.  Motions  for  Adjournment 
in  Abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  1714 ; 
VI.   Government  Business,  1720 ;  IX.   Di- 
▼isions,    Motion    for    Adjournment,    1731, 
1732,1738.1784 
Parliament — Privilege    (Wrongful   Arrest   of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  J77,  270 
.  Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to.  1113,  1114 
Pensions — Civil  List  of  King  George  III.  1650 
Post  Office— Addresses—"  And  Co.,"  094 
Delivery  and  Detention  of  liCtters,  371 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis — Trafalgar 

Square,  48 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.   1905, 

1906,  1941  ;  Amendt.  1944,  1945, 1954 
Pnblie   Record  OflQoo—  Use  of  Ink  in  Tran« 

scribing,  1354 
Supplj  (Supplementarj  Estimates,  1887*8 )-— 
Countj  Courts,  1535,  1530,  1537 
Public    Buildings,    Ireland,    1507,    1508, 

1^00,  1513 
Seienee  and  Art  Buildings,  Publin,  1518, 

1^20 
Temporary  Commissions,  18.  > 

'  00111. 


BoADLAroR,  Mr.  C. — eont. 

Trades  Unions^  Statistical  Tables,  249 
Vaccination    Laws  —  Fines,    Ac.  —  Bradford 
West  Riding  Court,  711 

Bbamwzll,  Lord 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment^  2R.  538 ;  Comm. 

el.  4,  Amendt.  1403 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1800 

Breacb  of  Promise  of  llarru^e  Bill 

{Sir  Roper  Lethhridge,  Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Caut§t 
Dr.  ComminSf  Colonel  Makint) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  16  [BiU  128] 

BRU)0£KAir,  Colonel  Hon.  F.,  BolUn 

Trade   and   Commerce — Exports   from  Oor* 
many,  1885-1886,  1473 

Brioht,  Mr.  J.,  Manehe$ier,  S.  W. 

India    (Telegraphio    Services)  —  Director   of 
Indo-European  Telegraphs,  547»  872 

BritiBh  and  Irish  Industry  Bill 

{Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Charlee  Gray,  Mr. 
BrookJUld,  Mr.  Norrie,  Mr.  JokneUm,  Mr. 
Faniuharion,  Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Mr.  Maple) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  13  [Bill  112] 

BrittBh  Columhia — Introduction  of  £dh^ 
hili 

Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answers,  Tho  Score* 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonics  (Sir  Hcoij 
Holland)  Feb  14,  872 

Srttith  Guiana — Eeele%%aetical  Affairt 
Question,  Mr.  Crossley ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  1, 1818 

Bboadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 

Inspection  of  Quarries,  375 

Iron- Working  Industry^Importation  of  Polish 

Workmen,  240 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  ao 

Address,  Amendt.  085 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Uoose, 

1425,  Amendt.  1442,  1447  ;  IX.  Divisions, 

1740 


Bbobrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Sur^ 
rey,  Guildford 
Army— Questions 

Auxiliary    Forces— Tower    Hamlets    En- 
gineer Volunteers — Burgess  Short,  1886 
Colonel  Philip  Dickson,  1471 
Pensions — Invalided  Soldiers,  1478 
War  OtBce—Island  Bridge,  Dublin,  1831 : 
—Tendon  for  Tweed,  1842 
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Bbooefieu),  Mr.  A.  M.,  SuaeXf  Rye 

Parliament^ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  202 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 1700 

Bbttob,  Lord  H.,  WtUn^  Chippenham 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  778 

B&yoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 

Bormah  (Upper) — Opium  and  Liquor  Licences, 

1243 
Kgjpt — Judge  Advocate  General  at  Cairo,  256, 

257,  561,  562,  503 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittlngn  of  the  House, 

1408 ;  VII.  Committees  of  the  Wbolo  House, 

1722;    IX.   DiYisions,   1747;    XL   Public 

Bills,  Amendt.  1774, 1787 
Southern  Pacific— The  New  Hebrides,  873 
Turkey — The  Dardanelles — Alleged  Purchase 

of  an  Island,  1496 

Bvohavak,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Eiinlurghj  W. 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (188$) 
Amendment,  2R.  1198 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
Amendt.  1454,  1455;  V.  Motions  for  Ad- 
joumment  in  Abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  1717;  IX.  Divisions,  1757 

Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [Mr,  0*NeiU, 
Colonel  Saunthrtenf  Colons  Wwring) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  47] 

Bulgaria — JSuropean  Titrkey 
Address  for,   "  Further  Papers  on  the    late 
events    in  European   Turkey  "   {The  Lord 
Straiheden  and  Campbell)  Feb  23,   1207  ; 
after  short  debate,  Address  agreed  to 

Bubdett-Cotttts,   Mr.  W.  L.   A.  B., 
Wesimineter 
Army — Horse  Breeding— Report  of  tho  Royal 

Commission,  1477 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1938, 
1941,  1945 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  BiU 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneral  for 

Scotland,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  Feb  14, 
475  :  Question  put ;  A.  122,  N.  19  ;  M.  103 
(D.  L.  3) 

Bill  ordered ;  read  l®  [Bill  118] 

BurialBBiU 

{Mr^  Oebome  Morgan,  Mf.  John  EUxe, 

Mr,  Ulingworth,  Mr,  Richard) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1<*  * 
Feb  13  [Bill  111] 


Jiurmah —  Capifation  Tax 
Question,  Mr.Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of   State    for  India    (Sir   John 
Gorst)  Feb  16,  546 

Burmah  ( Upper) 

Forces  Employed — J^umher  and  Costt,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Slagg  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Seoro* 
tary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst 
Feb  17,  709 

Opiwn  and  Liquor  Lieencee,  Question,  Mr. 
Bryce ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  23, 
1243 

The  Ruby  Minee,  Question,  Mr.  J.  M* 
Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India(  Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  1, 1843 

The  Teak  ForetlSj  Question,  Mr.  Hunter  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  28,  1652 

BiTBT,  Mr.  T.|  Morpeth 
Foreign  Affairs^ Italy— Speech  of  Admiral  Sir 

William  Hewett  nt  Genoa,  715 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  784 
Sugar  Bounties— The   International  Confer* 

enoe,  1247 

Buxton,    Mr.  S.  0.,    Tower   EamleU^ 
Poplar 
Immigration  of  Destitute  Aliens,  379 
Metropolitan  Police— Case  of  Constable  Bloy, 

152,  253 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  L  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1407 

Bybnb,  Mr.  G.  M.,  Wieldow,  W. 

Ireland— Labourers'  Act  —  Cottages  — >  Rath- 
drum  Board  of  Guardians,  900 

Oadooaw,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Ireland — Agrarian  Outrages  — The  Rotnrns, 
242,  243,  244,  690, 691,  692 

Caike,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrow^in-Furnesi 

Metropolitan  Police^Charges  of  "  Blackmail- 
ing," 1230 

Parliament — Meeting  of  the  House  (Ash  Wed- 
nesday), 384 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)-^ 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1866 

War  Office — 1st  Lancashire  Engineer  Volun- 
teers, 255 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Olasgow,  St,  Rollox 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to, 1115 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  (Scotland), 
1548 

CAMBRmoE,  Duke  of   (Field  Marshal 
Commanding  in  Chief) 
Army— Royal  Barracks,  Dublin  —  Insanitary 
Condition,  Res.  854 
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Oamsrou,  Dr.  0.,  Glaigow,  CsUege 

Africa  (Central)— Slave  Trade — Attack  on 
Presbyterian  Mission  Stations,  1648 

Malta  Boundary  Commissioners — Expenses, 
1481 

Parliament — Public  Bills  —  Amendments  to 
Question  for  2R. — Parochial  Boards,  Ac. 
Bill,  1495 

Parliament — Qaeen's  Spceob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Amendt.  1010,  1014,  1041,  1043, 
1048,  1095 

Parochial  Boards  (ScoUand),  2R.  1203 

Scotland — Law  and  Jastioe  —  Bankruptcy 
Laws—Case  of  John  Aold,  a  Bankrupt, 
1820,  1821 ;— Imprisonment  for  Debt, 
1244,  1245 
Lewis,  Destitation  in,  148  ;~Meat]e8  in, 
866 

Oamebon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  Sfo. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1071.  1095, 1097 
Scotland — Magistracy — The  Sheriff  of  Sather- 
land,  999 
Hegister   of    Sasinos,    Edinborgh  —  The 
Keeper,  1826, 1827 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew,  W. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoase  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1749 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1167 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  Sfc. 

Crofters'     Holdings    (Scotland)    Act   (1886) 

Amendment,  2R.  1201 
East   India    [Purchase  and  Construction  of 

Railways],  Report,  Res.  2,  1593 
Egypt— Sues  Canal,  809 

India— Questions 

Annual    Reports  —  Statistics   of    Crime, 

1832 
Finance,  Ac— Expenditure  on   Railways, 

1235,  1236;— Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax, 

1832 

Government  Publications,  1831 
Railway  from  Sukkur  to  Sibi— The  Scinde- 
Pishin  Line,  858 

Parliament^Business  of  tho  House,  1382 
Palace  of  Westminster- Westminster  Hall 
—The  Restoration,  713 

Post  Office — Submarine  Telegraph  Company, 
868  «    r  r«  /» 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

County  Courts,  153i,  1537 
National  Gallery,  1590 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act,    1875, 

1869 
Public    Buildings,    Ireland,    1500,    1501, 

1517 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin,  1521, 

1522,1523 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1853, 1856 

Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh,  8. 

Ireland— Crime  and  Oulragc— Attack  on  a 
Protestant  Church,  874,  850,  1223 
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Campbell-Banneeman,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling,  Sf-c, 

Criminal  [^*iw  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887— Cases  Tried,  1129 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  1318 

War  Office— Ro-organiiation — Recent  Order 
in  Council,  252 

Camperdowk,  Earl  of 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1806 

Oaitterbttbt,  ArchbisHop  of 

Sweating  System,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1612 

Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Serrioes,  Seltet 
Committee,  983 

Carew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N. 
Post  Office- Central  Telegraph  Office— Dedno- 
tions  from  Pay,  1829 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of 
Cathedral  Churches,  2R.  533 

Oabmarthkt,    Marquess    of,    Zamheih, 
Brixton 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  470 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill  [k.l.] 

{The  Lard  Bishop  of  CarliHe) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  (No.  2) 

Read  2>  i^e5  10,  538 

Oayan,  Earl  of,  Somerset,  8. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  104 

Central  Asia — The  Afghan  Boundary 
Question,   Mr.  Plcton  ;   Answer,  The   Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AlEairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  10, 153 

Ceylon — Foreign  Mail  Steamert 
Question,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of   State  for  the   Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  10,  550 

CnAifOELLOB,  The  Lord  {see  HalsbubYi 
Lord) 

Chakoellob  of  the  Duchy  of  Laxoastbb 
(see  Manners,  Bight  Hon.  Lord 
J.  J.  xt.) 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (m# 
GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  8. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addics3  in  An- 
-  Bwer  toj  764 
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Channing,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Northampton,  F. 

Education  Department—Technical  Instruction 

— Institution  of  Schools,  708 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Court 

Uouses  —  Accommodation    for     Prisoners 

Awaiting  Trial,  542 
Post    Office — Select    Committee   011    Sunday 

Postal  Labour,  542 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Zineolnshire, 
Sleaford 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.    II.    Closure  of    Debate, 
1659,  1660  ;  IV.  Irrelevanoo  or  Repetition, 
Amendt.  1706 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  883,  890,  1108, 1109,  1111 

Charities  (Ireland)  Administration  Bill 

{Mr,  P,  J.  Power,  Mr,  Sexton^  Mr,  M*Cartan, 
Mr,  Senry  Campbell,  Mr,  CriUy) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  64] 

Charities  (Bent-Charges)  Bill 

{Sir  Walter  Potter,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr,  CM, 
Mr,  John  Bllit,  Mr,  Robert  Seid,  Mr,  Arthur 
Williami) 
i.  Ordered  ;  road  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  62] 

Charity  Commmtonen 

The  Attistant  Charity  Commiaion,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Eilis :  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  Feb  10, 155 

ChruCt  Hotpital,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  An- 
swer, The  Vioe  President  of  the  Council  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  Feb  24, 1373 

Milton  Abbai  School,  Blandford,  Dortetthire, 
Question,  Mr.  Portman  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart 
Djke)  Feb  23,  1246 

Royal  jkolloway  College,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.^W.  Lowther  Feb  21,  987 

Ohildb&s,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Fdtn- 
hurghf  8. 

Estimates,  The,  1498 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1403,   1463,    1465;    IX.    Divisions,    1736; 
XI.  Public  Bills,  1786 
Supply  (Supplementary   Estimates,  1887-8)^ 
County  Courts,  1642 
Mint,  including  Coinage,  1533 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act,   1875, 
1873 

Chnrches,  &c.  (Ireland)  Sites  Bill 

{Mr,  Peter  McDonald,  Colonel  Nolan f  Mr,Mayne, 

Mr,  Byrne,  Mr.  Jordan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<"  •  Feb  10  [Bill  48] 

OHtTBCHiLL,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 

Paddington^  S. 
Estimates,  TLe,  1 198 
Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  1625, 1026 

[eoM, 


Chubchiu.,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S,^eont, 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  664,  669,  670,  677,  679,  681 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.   11.  Closure    of  Debate, 
1602;  111.  Disorderly  Conduct,  1683,  1690; 
y.  Motions  for  Adjournment  in  Abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  1719 ;  Vi.  Govern- 
ment  Business,  1721 ;  IX.  Divisions,  1724, 
1727,  1733,  1734  ;  XI.  Public  Bills,  1782 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
County  Courts,  1535,  1538,  16S9,  1540, 
1545 
Pacific  Islanders'    Protection  Act,    1875, 

1869,  1874 
Police,    Counties   and    Boroughs,    Great 

Britain,  1546 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1503, 1504, 1505, 

1510 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin,  1517 

Chorch  Sites  (Compnlsory  Powers  Re- 
peal) Bill 

{Mr,  Francit  8,  Powell,  Mr,  John  Talbot,  Mr. 

Additon,  Mr.  Tomlinson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  I''*  Feb  10  [Bill  28j 

City  of  London  Parochial  Charities — The 

Return 
Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart  ;   Answer,  Mr« 
J.  W.  Lowther  i^#^2 1,1 004 

Civil  JSstahlishmmts,  Royal  Oommiaion  on 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  1, 1829 

Ciul  Service,  The 
Appointmente — Examination    0/   Candidatee, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Feb  23,  1236 

Civil  Service  Writere 

Sutpensidn  of  Writenl  Question,  Mr.  Gent* 
Davis  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  24,  1379 

Promotion  to  the  Lower  Livition,  Question, 
Mr.  King ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  21,  1000; 
Question,  Sir  John  Puleston  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Feb  28,  1640 

Salary  of  Writere  promoted.  Question,  Mr. 
Forrest  Fulton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb2\,  998 

Saturday  Half-Holiday,  Question,  Mr.  GiU 
hooly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  23,  1240 

Clanoy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co,,  N. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Ao« 
swor  to,  362,  448,  459,  463,  470 

Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Parliiiment— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  111.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1095 
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Olabxb,  Sir  E.  G.  (Solicitor  General),  I  Companies*    Aets    Consolidation    and 


Plymouth 

Farliament^Prifilege    (Wroogfol    Arrest  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  290,  291 

Coal   Jftnei    lUgulation    Jet,    1887  — 
Cheektvet^hmen 
QnestioDs,  Mr.  Fenwiek ;   Anavert,  The  Se- 
cretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews}  Feb  20,  869 ;  Feb  21, 1002 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwiek,  8.E.,  Rugly 

Agricultoral    Department— A grionltaral    and 

Dairy  Schools,  1847 
Charity    Commissioners  —  Royal    Holloway 

College,  987 

Poor   Law  (England  and  Wales )~Boards  of 
Gttardians^-Oakom  Picking,  1210 
St.  OlaTc's  Board  of  Goardians,  1215 

Trade  and  Comroerce^Failure  of  Messrs. 
Greenway,  Smith,  and  Greenway  (the 
Warwick  Bank),  165 

CoaHiLL,  Mr.  D.  H.,  NeujeattU-undir- 
Lyme 

Parliament— Qneen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  218 

Colonial  Marriag^es  Bill 

(Mr.    Oetaviue     V.    Mmrgan,    Mr.    Alexander 

JiP Arthur,  Sir  John  Puieeton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  17  [Bill  1 30] 

Colonies  —  Secretary  of  State  («w 
Holland,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

Colonies — ^Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
Onslow,  Earl  of) 

CoLONXEs—Under  Secretary  of  State  {tee 
DiA  WoBMB,  Baron  H.) 

Colonization 

Anewere  to  Circular,  Qaestion,  Lord  Sand- 
hurst ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Earl  of  Onslow) 
Feb  17,  697 

Cohnial  Conference,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Rankin; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Feb  2i,  1367 

CoHHiNs,  Mr.  A.,  Soicommon,  8. 

Ireland  —  Law    and    Jnstioe  —  Inquest     at 
Mitchelstown,  378 
.  Parliament-— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  114,  432 

Committee  op  Council  on  Education — 
Vice  President  {see  Dyejr,  Eight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 


Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Jamee  Maclean,  Sir  Bemkard  SamueUon^ 

Sir  Albert  EoUit,  Mr,  Mowbray,  Mr,  Zeee) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered :  read  1« 
Feb  27  [Bill  144] 

Contayiotu  Dieeasei  Ordinaneee  in  Crown 

Colonies 
Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of   State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  21,  1002 

Copyhold  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [ii.l.] 

(The  Lord  ffobhouae) 
I,  Presented ;  read  I*  ^  Feb  10  (No.  6) 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wteklow,  M. 

Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  ilarbonrs^Brmy. 
Co.  Wickiow,  1224 
Irish    Land    Commission  —  Sab-Commis- 
sioners (Wickiow),  1222 

CossuAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  K 

Distress  among  the  Labouring  Classes— Ap- 
pointment of  a  Royal  Commission,  3S2 

ParliAment—Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  471 

Supply  (SupplemenUry  Estimates,  1887-8}— 
County  Courts,  1544 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire,  JFirral 

Parliament^Busioess  of  the  House  (Rnies  of 
Procedure),  Res.  X.  Address  in  Answer  to 
the  Queen's  Speeoh,  1768, 1771 

Cbnnty  Conrts  Consolidation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chaneaior) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1«»  Feb  10  (Ko.5) 

Read  2*  Feb  28, 1596 

Connty  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Carew,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr,  Timothy  Marrinf" 
ton,  Mr.  Arthur  Q*  Connor,  Mr,  Maurice 
Mealy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Feb  10  [Bill  6] 

Courtney,    Mr.  L.   H.   (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 
Grand  Junction  Water,  2 R.  IC34,  1635 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1416,  1440  ;  Amendt.  1450,  1459  ;  IL  Clo- 
sure of  Debate,  1072 ;  III.  Disorderly  Con- 
duct, 1690;  VL  Government  Business,  1721; 
IX.  Dimions,  1741, 1759  ;  XI.  Publio  Bills, 
1781 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887*8)— 
Publio  Buildings,  Ireland,  1501 
Salaries,    Allowances,    and    Expenses    of 
County  Court  GflQoers  in  Ireland,  1559^ 
1572, 1583 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1852 
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Obaiq-Sellab,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Lanarkshire, 

Partick 
Parliament— Boiioess  of  the  Honse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Ret.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
HIS,  1423,  1462;   IL  Closure  of  Debate, 
1664 

Obakbrook,  Viscount  (Lord  President 

of  the  Council) 

Cathedral  Churches,  2R.  586 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  46 

Truro  Cathedral  Fabrio  and  Serrioes,  2R. 
705 

0BAW70RD,  Earl  of 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  6 

Obawfobd,  Mr.  D.,  Lanarky  If.E. 

Parliament — Bnsiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
Amendt.  1448,  1450 

Gbemeb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Shorediteh,  Hag- 

geratan 

Parliament— Bnsineu  of  the  Honse  (Rnles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  V.  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment in  Abuse  of  the  Rnles  of  the  Honse, 
1715 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1914 

Crimet  Act,  Ireland — see  Ireland — Cri- 
minal Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887 

Criminal  Evidence  Bill 

{Mr.  AUom$y  Qemeral,  Mr.  Steretary  Mdtthewi, 

Mr,  Sclieiior  OemrdC) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Attorney  General) 
Feb  20,  981  ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered;  readl**  [Bill  182] 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  {Ireland) 
Act,  1887 — see  Ireland 

Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1886) 

Amendment  BiU  (Mr.  Anderson,  Dr. 

ffuntir,  Mr.  Eitletnont,  Mr.  A.  Sutherland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •FeblO  [Bill  58] 

MoTed,  "That   the   BiU  be  now    read    2«" 

Feb  22,  1195  ;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 

**  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjonrned  "   [Mr. 

Mark  Stewart) ;  after  further  short  debate. 

Motion  withdrawn 
Original   Question    put;    A.    102,  N.   190; 

M.  88  (D.  L.  9) 

Cross,  Yisconnt  (Secretary  of  State  for 

India) 

Artisans'  and  Labourers*  Dwellings,  Motion 
for  Papers,  1811 

India  (Ciril  Serfica  CommiB8ion}^The  Re- 
port, 1468 


Grosslet,  Mr.  E.,  York,  W.R.,  Sowerhy 

British  Guiana — Ecclcsiasticar Affairs,  1818 

OuBzoK,  Viscount,  Bueke,  Wyeomle 
Rabies   in    Dogs— Recommendations   of  the 
Select  Committee,  547 

Cuetome 

Cuitome  Offieiale  and  Polttteal  Organitalione, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 
Smith)  JTar  1,  1848 

Outport  Writers,  Question,  Mr.  Toite;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jnokson  Mar  1,1830 

Statutical  Department^Report  of  Committee, 
Question,  Mr.  Tuite;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  1, 
1830 


Dawnat,  Cblonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N.R., 

Thirek 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 
swer  to,  915 

Deacons  (Chnrch  of  England]  Bill 

{Mr.  Oedge,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  Robert 
FowUr,  Lord  Henry  Bruce) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feih  10  [Bill  56] 

DsAST,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  W. 

Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887— Proceedings  at  Rathmore   Petty 
Sessions,  1483,  1484 
State- Aided  Emigration — Charges  against 
Mr.  Stoney,  1370,  1372 

Db  Cobain,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfaet,  E. 

Post  Office— Irregular  Delivery  of  Irish  Mails, 

1652 
Wages  (Ireland),  Leave,  1122 

Deede  of  Arrangement  Act,  l^Sl— Charges 

for  Searching 
Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The 
First   Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith)  Mar  1, 1848 

De  La  Warb,  Earl 

Malta— The  New  Constitution— Papers    and 

Correspondence,  188 
Vivisection,  Motion  for  Papers,  1811 

Dk  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leieee- 

terehire,  Mid 

Army— Entrance  Examinations  at  Woolwich, 
3S0 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  607 

Debby,  Earl  of 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Motionf 
Papers,  1818, 1815 
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Db  Woems,  Baron  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),   Liver- 
pool^ Eait  Toxteth 
AQstralU   (Western)— Grant   of   Responsible 

Gorernment,  1638 
British  Gulana—Ecelcsiastioal  Aflkirt,  1818 
Colonixation— Colonial  Conference,  1358 
Malta — Boandary  Commissioners — Expenses, 
1481 
Constitutional  Changes,  1375 
Merehandise  Marks  Act,  1887— Action  of  Co- 
lonial Governments,  1640 
Sogar   Boanties  ^  International    Conference, 

1247 
Snpplj  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Pacific    Islanders*   Protection    Act,    1875, 
1868, 1869,  1871, 1872 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Estimates,  The,  1497, 1498 

Ireland — Administration  of  the  Law — **  Blont 

V,  Byrne,"  880 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedare  Act,  1887— 

Cases  Tried,  1127  ;— Re-arrest  of  Mr. 

Pyne,  M.P.,  875 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Co.  Down  Tenants,  1492 
Mr.  O'Callaghan,  Sub-Commissioner,  1611 
Special  Report — Schedules,  1493 
Sab-Commissioners,  Co.  Down,  1234 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1440;  n.  Closure  of  Debate,  1061  ;  IH. 
Disorderly  Conduct,  1681  ;  IX.  Divisions, 
1738,1754,  1755.1761 

Parliament — Queen's  S»peech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  646,  771 ;  Report,  1279,  1331, 
1333,  1335,  1339,  1340 

Public  Meetings  —  Special  Shorthand  Re- 
porters, 556 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of 
County  Court  OflBcers,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1561 

DiLLWYK,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swameay  Town 

Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887  (Cases  Tried),  1122 
Statistics,  1479 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House'(  Rules  of 
Procedure),   Res.   II.    Closure  of   Debate, 
Amendt.  1658, 1660,  1674 

DiMSDALB,  Baron  B.,  Serts,  Hitchin 
Army — Horse  Breeding — Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  1476 

DizoK-HARTLAim,  Mr.  F.  D.,  IRddletex, 
Uxhridgo 

Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  Amendt.  1C19, 
1623 

Inland  Revenue  —  Stamps  on  Bankers' 
Cheques,  545 

Members  of  Parliament— Index  to  the  Re- 
turn, 1247 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887^*-Labels  on 
Goods-><' Foreign  Make."  1C43 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  677 


Dtxoh-IIabtlahd,  Mr.  F.  D.— «Mif. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1439 
Parliamentary  Elections — Deptford    Eleetkm, 

1003,  1004 
Post  Office — Questions 

English  Mail  to  South  Africa,  540 

Select     Committee    on    Sunday      Postal 

Labour,  542 
Subsidies  to   Steam  Shipping  Companies^ 
989 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establiabmeiita^ 

1829 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
County  CourU,  1536, 1537 

DogSf  Rah%$»  in — Recommindaiions  of  ik§ 
Select  Committee 
Question,    Viscount    Curson ;    Answer,    The 
President  of  the  Local  Governmeot  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  16,  547 

DimcAN,  Colonel  F.,  I^neiury,  Holham 
Army — Civil  Appointments  for   Reserve  and 

Discharged  Soldiers,  1849 
Haytian  Government — Imprisonment  of  Mr. 

Coles,  376 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  66 

DuNBAYEK,  Earl  of 

Mr.  McNeill,  Death  of,  at  Boulogne,  867 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1801 
Sweating  System,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1590 

Luteh  JSoit  Indieif  The — Importation  of 
Cooliee 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affsin 
(Sir  James  Fergussoa)  Feb  13,  251 

Dwelling  EoiueB  (Sanitary  Inspection) 

Bill  {Mr,  Stat^iey  SiU, 

Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler^  Mr,  Davenport,  The 
Marquess  of  Stafford) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  10  [Bill  82] 

Dykb,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President   of    the    Committee    of 
Oouncil  on  Education),  JTent,  Dart' 
ford 
Charity     Commissioners — Christ's    Hospital, 
1373 
Milton  Abbas  School,  Blandford,  Dorset- 
shire, 1246 
Education  Department — Questions 
Award  of  the  Merit  Grant,  1652 
Practical  iLlementary  Science,  1238 
Technical     Instruction  —  Institution     of 
Schools,  709 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — South  Kensiog* 
ton  Museum— Loans  of  Works  of  Art,  1828, 
1830 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimitos,  1887-8)—- 
Charity  Commission,  1529 
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Xarly  Closing  Bill 

^Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  John  Barry,  Mr,  Burt, 
Mr.  Camoron  Corbitt,  Sir  Walter  Foiter, 
Mr.  WhitUy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •Feb\{^  [Bill  8] 

Zast  India  (PurchaBe  and  Construction 
of  BailwajB)  Bill 

{Sir  John  Oortt,  Mr,  Jackson) 

€.  Moved,  **That  To-morrow  a  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  ooniider  of  authorising  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  in  Goancil  of  India  to  raise 
money  in  the  United  Kingdom  for  the  par- 
chase  ot  the  Oadh  and  Rohilound  Railway, 
and  for  the  constraotion,  extension,  and 
equipment  of  Railways  in  India  through  the 
agenoj  of  Companies  (Queen's  Reoommenda* 
tion  signified) "  {Sir  John  Oortt)  Feb  23, 
1350 ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Resolutions  in  Committee  Feb  24,  1462 

Resolutions  reported  Feb  27,  1592;  Res.  1 
read  1"  and  2«,  and  agreed  to 

Res.  2  read  !» ;  Moved,  "That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  said  Resolution  "  {Sir 
John  Gorsi)  i  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Res.  3  read  1*  and  2«,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  l^  *  [Bill  143] 

Ebrington,  Yiscoant,  Dwon,  Tavistoek 
Parliament — Admission  of  Strangers  to  the 
Speaker's  Gallerj,  57 

Ecclesiastical   Assessments    (Scotland) 

Bill  i^r,  Jnmes  A.  CampbcU, 

Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  Haldanc,    Mr.  Edmund 
Bobertion,  Mr.  Thorburn,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
C.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  27] 

Sechsiaitical  Commimonert^  The,  and  the 
Padding  ton  Trustees — Sale  of  Zand 
Question,    Mr.    Aird ;    Answer,   Sir    Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson  Mar  1,  1819 

Ecclesiastical  Contamacy  Bill 

{Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Wardle, 
Mr.  Joieey,  Colonel  Saunderson) 
0.  Ordered ;  read  !•  *  Feb  13  [Bill  100] 

Eduoatiok  Defabtmisnt  (England  and 
Wales)  ( Questions) 

Award  of  the  Merit  Grant,  Question,  Mr. 
Rankin  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyko)  Feb  28, 
1652 

Education  of  the  Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb — 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  flonter ;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Feb  21, 
1008 

Praelical  Elementary  Science,  Question,  Mr. 
Ilubbard ;  Answer,  Tho  Vice  President  of 
tho  Council  (Sir  Willl.im  Hart  Dyko)  Feb  23, 
123S 

[eoitf. 


EDnoATioNDBPARTMiirT(^ii^2an<f  aivd  Wales)  ^ 
—cent, 

Technieal  Education,  Question,  Mr.  Bartlejr ; 
Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasur/ 
(Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Feb  23,  1250 

Technical  Instruction^Institution  of  Schools, 
Question,  Mr.  Channing ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke)  Feb  17,  708 

Education  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment 
BiU 

{Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Sutherland,  Mr,  Thorburn) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  12] 

Eqebton,    Hon.  A.    de    T.,     Cheshire^ 
KniUsford 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  670,  686 
Metropolitan  Improvements — Subway  between 

Greenwich  and  Blackwall,  987 
Theatres  (London  and  the  Pro?inoes]~Coa« 
strUction,  1656 

Egypt 

Adminislration-^Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  Quos* 
tion,  Mr.  Anderson;  Answer,  Tho  Under 
Seoretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  23,  1227 

Lighthouses  in  the  Red  Sea,  Question,  Mr. 
Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  28,  1641 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  at  Cairo,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan, 
Mr.  Libouchere ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  13, 
266 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bryce ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  16, 561 ;  Question,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan  ;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  20,  878 

The  SueM  Canal,  Question,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  20,  869 

Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay,  Mr.  MundcUa  ; 
Answers,   The   President  of  tho   Board  of 
Trade  (Sir  Michael  llioks-Boaoh)  Feb  23, 
1226 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Lord  Thnrlow) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  Feb  9  (No.  1) 

Ellenborouqh,  Lord 

Law  and  Just ico— Appointment  of  a  Publio 
Prosecutor,  363,  369 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxhurgh 

rnrlinmont— Business  of  the  llouso  (Rulos  of 
Procedure),  lies.  IX.  Divisions,  1745 
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Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Notttn^fham,  Etuhelifi 

Army  and  Navy  Eitimatet,  Seleot  Committee 

on — Re-appointmtnC.  1654 
Charity  Commisiion— The  Commissioners,  155 
Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedare  Aot,  1887— 
Boycotting  the  Police — Sentences,  1320  ; 
•^John  Sullivan,  Blacksmith— Captain 
Massey,  K.M.,  1639 
Land  Law  Act,  1887— Return  of  Eviction 
Notices,  250  ;— Retarn  of  the  Judicial 
Rents,  1357 
Law  Officers — Resignation  of  Mr.  J.   C. 

Blake,  Crown  Solicitor,  1226 
Magistracy  —  Appointments    under    the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887, 
1835 
Purchase  of  Land  Act,  1865 — Arrears  of 
Instalments    of  the   Purchase    Money, 
1356:— Returns,  258 
Parliament— New  Rules  of  Procedure,  1868^ 

Rule  I.  (Sittings  of  the  House},  1400 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  477,  404 
'  Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Charity  Commission,  1527 
Salaries,    Allowances,    and    Expenses    of 
County   Court  Officers,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
1552, 1555,  1559,  1560,  1572 

Ellts,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  898 
Quarries,  Inspection  of,  718 
'>V^nles  —  Tithe    Agitation  —  Employment  of 
Military,  1835 

Emigration  and  Immigration 
Immigration  of  Foreign  Paupere  into  England 
— Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  lloworth  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  10, 140 

Emigration  and  Immigration 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  Laws  existing  in  the  United  States  and 
elsewhere  on  the  subject  of  the  Immigration 
of  destitute  aliens,  and  as  to  the  extent  and 
effect  of  suoh  Immigration  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  to  report  whether  it  is  de- 
sirable to  impose  any  and,  if  so,  what  re- 
atrictions  on  suoh  Immigration,  with  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records " 
(Captain  Cotomb)  Feb  13 

Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AiEairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  14,  370 

Employere^  Liability 

Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Ftb  13,  261 

Employerg'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Byrne,  Mr,  Arthur 
(/Connor,  Mr.  W,  A,  Maedonald,  Mr.  Chanee, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Sexton) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  26] 


Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Burt,  Mr.   Broadhurst,    Mr.  Jeieeg,   Mr. 

Heldane,  Mr,  Loekwood) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Feb  10  [Bill  71] 

EmployerB*   Liability   for   Injuries   to 
^Workmen  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr.  Attorney  Oenerai, 

Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Forwood) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  27  [Bill  146] 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 
Crofters     Holdings    (Scotland)     Act    (1886) 

Amendment,  2R.  1107, 1108 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uonse,  Res.  1388 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1160 
Parochial  Boards  (Scotland),  2R.  1204 
Scotland — Fishery  Boards-Purchase  of  Boats, 

1830 
Sea    Fishery    Department — Trawling    within 
Territorial  Waters,  i486 

Evelyn,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Deptfard 

Parliament—Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to«  613 

EwABT,  Sir  W.,  Belfast,  N. 
Ireland — Local  Bankruptcy  Courts,  150 

Factory  Acts — The  ^^  Sweating  System*^ 
at  the  East  End  of  London 
Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  \f.  U.  Smith) 
Feb  14,  383 

Factory  and   Workshops    Act    (1878) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  Oeorge  Treeelyan,  Mr.  CampbcU-Bannermanf 

Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Baird) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  29  [Bill  154] 

Fairs  and  Markets  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,   Crilly,  Br.    Tanner,   Dr.  Commine,    Mr* 

Sexton,  Mr.  Lane,  Dr.  Kenny) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  44] 

Fabquhabson,  Dr.  B.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Uonse, 
1421 

Parliament — Queen*s  Spoeoh,  Address  ia  An- 
swer to,  1145 

FsNWiOK,    Mr.     O.f      Northumberland^ 
Wansbeek 
Coal    Mines  Regulation    Act,   l887~Check- 

weighmen,  869,  1002 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  200 
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Fbrousson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  T.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manehester^  N.E. 
Africa   (Central)— SUyo    Trade^AtUok    on 

Presbyterian  Miision  Stations,  1619 
America  (North)— -Anglo- American  Fisheries 

Disputes.  558  ;— The  Treaty,  1248 
Asu&  (Central) — Afghan  Boundary,  150 
Dutob  East  Indiet— Importation   of  Cooliee, 

951 
Egypt^Qaestiont 

Administration — Sir  Erelyn  Baring,  1227 
Lighthoaset  in  the  Red  Sea,  1641 
Soei  Canal,  869 
Foreign    Aflkirs—Alleged    Agreements    with 

European  Powers,  153,  377,  558 
Great    Britain    and   Veneiuela  -~  Rnmoured 

Hostilities,  881 
Ilaytian  GoTernment — Impriionment  of  Mr. 

Coles,  376 
Tl.l.  y\.  tho  Crown  Prince  of  Germany,  157 
Immigration  of  Destitute  Aliens,  379 
labour  Statintios — Periodical  Returns,  216 
Lighthouse  Illuminants,  248 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887 — The  Conyen* 

tion  of  Rome,  250 
Morocco— Alleged  Outrage  upon    a   British 

Subject,  1656 
North    Sea    Liquor    Traffic— Floating    Grog 
Shops — International    Conference    at    the 
Hague,  543 
Pacific,  Islands  of  the— Samoa,  1838 
Pacific  (Southern),  Islands  of  the— Questions 
The  Convention  of  1847.  1473 
The   Loyalty    Islands ~ Expulsion   of  the 

Rer.  John  Jones,  1237 
The  New  Hebrides,  878 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  Ueport.  1181 
Spain — Alleged  Murder  of  a  British  Merchant 
Soiinmn  by  a  Spanish  Sentry  in  the  Port 
of  Hilbao,  1233 
Madrid  Conference,  148 
Supply  (Supplementary    Kstimaiei,  1887-8)  — 

Special  Missions  Abroad,  1852,  1854.  1867 
Trade    and    Commerce — Failure    of   Messrs. 
<srnenway.  Smith,  and  Groonway  (the  War- 
wick Bank),  156 
Trades  Unions— Statistical  Tables,  249 
Tnrliey — Dardanelles — Alleged  Purchase  of  an 

Island,  1496 
Yenesuela — Expulsion  of  a  British    Oflloial, 

1478 
Zanxibar— Land  Disputes,  378 

TiBLD,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex^  Eaithourn0 

Spain — Alleged  Murder  of  a  British  Merchant 
Seaman  by  a  Spanish  Sentry  in  the  Port  of 
Bilbao,  1232 

FiKLAY,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Inverne98,  fee. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  591,  593,504 

Fifliiery  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(COloml  Ifolan,  Mr.  E,   Harrington,  Mr.  FcUr 

M'Donald,  Mr,  Foley) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  JV5  10  [BiU  32] 

Read  2«  •  Feb  29 


FshinginBmrsBiU 

{Mr,  Broadhursi,  Mr,  Arnold  MorUy,  Mr,  OoU* 

ridge) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  29  [Bill  152] 

Flyww,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 

Ireland^Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887~Arrest  of  Mr.  Gilhooly,  M.P.  709, 
710  ;  —>  Sentence  on  the  Mayor    of  Cork 
713,  714,  S65,  866  * 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  305 

Food  Supply,  Thi — Exportation  of  Cattle, 
Spc.  from  tht  Argintine  Hepuhlie 
Question,  Mr.  Stephens  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks- Beach)  Feb  27,  1489 

FoBEiQir  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{8$$  Salisbuby,  Marquess  of) 

FosEioN  Affairs — ^Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Ferqusson,  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affaire 
Alleged  Agreemente  with  European  Powere, 
Questions,  Mr.  liabouchere;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  10,  152  ;  Feb  14, 
377;  Feb  16,  557 
Italg^Speeeh  of  Admiral  Sir  JFilliam  Mewett 
at  Genoa,  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Uamilton)  Feb  17,  715 

Foreshore  and  Fishery  Bights  Bill 

(i/r.  Maodonald  Cameron,  Mr.  Angue  Sutherland, 

Mr,  Wallace,  Mr,  Eunter) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Feb  14  [Bill  123] 

FoRTESouE,  Earl 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1803 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  Hkeeton 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  829 

FowLERi   Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,   Wolver^ 

Hampton,  E, 

Islands  of  the  Paciflo-^Religions  Persecution 
in  Tonga,  988 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilonso—Order  of 
Public  Business,  1204 

Parliament — Business  of  the  IIooso  (Rules  of 
Procedure),Res.I.SittiDgsoftho  House,l  111, 
1441;  Amendt.  1451,  1453,1454;  XL  Clo- 
sure  of  Debate,  1659;  V.  Motions  for  Ad. 
journment  in  Abase  of  the  Rules  of  tho 
House,  Amendt.  1713;  IX.  Divisions, 
Amendt.  1723,  1753,1701 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)^ 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act,  1875, 1807 
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FowLSR,  Sir  B.  N.,  London 

Africa  (South)— Zalulaod— The  Chief  Usibepu, 
1005 

Dutch  East  Indies — Importation  of  Coolies,  251 

India  (Finance,  Ac.) — Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax, 
U7,  251 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  ResJ.Sittings  of  the  House,  1405, 
1406,1437,  1455;  II.  Closure  of  Debate, 
1660  ;  IV.  Irrelevance  or  Repetition,  1710 ; 
V.  Motions  for  Adjournment  in  Abuse  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  1715 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addrou  in  An- 
swer to,  978  :  Report,  1293 

Spain— Madrid  Conference,  148 

France  {Price  of  Bread) 

Question,  Lord  Stanlej  of  Aldorloy ;  Answer, 
The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marqueu  of  Salis- 
bury) Ftb  17,  698 

Franchise  EztenBion  Bill 

(Mr.  Walter  M'Laren,  Mr.  Woodall,  Sir  Albert 
RolUt,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Edwardt'Heatheote, 
Mr.  Arthur  WtlUamt,  Mr.  Boworth) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  /V6  10  [Bill  38] 

Friendly  Societies — A  Boyal  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  Sterenson  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  £xohe<iuor  (Mr.  Goscj^en) 
Feb  13,  259 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Mr.   Norton,   Viscount  FolkestonSy   Mr.  Boyle, 

Mr.  Totnlinson,  Mr.  Llewellyn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  *  Feb  13  [Bill  107] 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Sir  Edward  Birhbeek, 
Sir  Savile  Crostley,  Mr.  Channiny,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr,  Mason) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  74] 

Friendly    Societies    (Transmission    of 
Money)  Bill 

(Viseount  Curzon,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Sir 
John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Sir  Albert 
RoUii,  Mr.  Orotrian) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  i*"  •  Feb  10  [Bill  51] 

FtJLTON,  Mr.  J.  Forrest,  West  Ham,  H. 

Civil  SerTice — Clerks  of  the  Lower  DiTision — 
Salary  of  Writers  Promoted,  998 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  121 

OamUing  Ada — Prize  Drawing  at  Stoke- 
on- Trent 
Question,  Captain  Iloathcote  ;  Answer,    The 
Seoretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Motthows)  Feb  27,  U83 


Gabditeb,  Mr.  H.,  Essex  Saffron  Wkldon 

Allotments  Act,  1887 — Crown    Lands^-Cosi* 

pulsorj  Purchases,  1485 
Boundary  Commissioners — The  Report,  1250 
Ireland — Criminal    Law — JuTenile     CooTiets, 

1249 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  ia  An- 

swer  to,  601,  892 


Gabdneb,  Mr.  B.  BiOHAUDSoir-y  Wsndior 

Grand  Junction  Water,  2EL  1623 


Gedgb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  oi 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 

1407,   1435.    1447.    1460;    II.    Closure  of 

Debate.  1666 
Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue  —Stamps  for 

Cheques,  Ac.  1353 

Gent-Datis,  Mr.  B.,  Lambeth,  Kenning- 

ton 

CiTil  Service  Commission  —  SuspeiiBioa  of 
Writers,  1370 

Germany,  The  Crown  Prince  of 

Question,  Mr.  Iloworth  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs  (Sir 
James  Fergnsson)  Feb  10,  157 

GiLHOOLT,  Mr.  J,,  Cork,  W. 

Admiralty — Coastguard  Station  at  Bere  Island, 

1366,  1367 
Civil  Service  Writers,  1240 

Ireland — Questions 

Arms  Act — Refusal  of  Gun   Licence— Mr. 

W.  Cotter,  1358 
Law  and  Justice— B&ntrj  Petty  Sessions. 

1374;~Durrus  Potty    Sessions,   1236, 

1242 
Law  and  Police— Alleged  Polioe  Outrages 

in  Cork,  862 

Gill,  Mr.  T,  P.,  Louth,  8. 

Parliament — ^Business of  the  House  (Rules of 
Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  Amondt.  1724, 
1725,  1729.  1758.  1757 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  454  ;  Report,  1304 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887^)— 
Salaries,  Allowances, and  Expenses  of  County 
Court  Officers,  d(0.  in  Ireland,  1572, 1580, 
1583 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  £.,  Edin* 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian 
Grants  to  Memhers  of  the  Royal  Family— The 

Select  Committee,  561 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House.  1251, 1331 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1383 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Qouse  (Rules  of 

Procedure).  Res.  X.  Address  in  Answer  to 

the  Queen's  Speech,  1770,  1771 »  1772 
Parliament— Privilege    (Wrongful   Arrest   of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  234 
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Gladstoxs,  Right  Hon.  W.  £. — eonl. 

Parliamont— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  71.  164.  4U.  415,  603.  504.735. 
740,  748.  740.  750,  762,  756,  760.  760,  764. 
768,  771,  772,  812  ;  Report,  1187.  1105 

rarliament — Queen's  Speech — Debate  on  the 
Address,  Personal  Eiplanation.  1253 

Supply  (Supplementary  Rstimntos.  1837-8) — 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act,  1875, 
1870,  1871,  1872 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1858 


Qladstonb,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Leeds,  W, 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Assizes 

— North-Enstern  Circuit,  1845 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  510,  512,  514. 621,  533,  630 

Glebe  Lands  Occnpation  Bill 

{Mr,  Mowbray,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr,  John  Talbot, 

Mr.  Tomlittson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1^  •  Feb  10  [Bill  34] 

GoLDSwoRTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Hammer- 
smith 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (ilules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the   House, 
1418 

GoBST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 
Army  (India) — Questions 
Coir  Fibre  Beds,  004 
Licensing  of  Immorality,  1231,  1844 
Madras — Army  Clothing   Contracts,  542, 
1475 

Rurmah — Capitation  Tax,  646 

Burmah  (Upper) — Questions 

Forces  Employed — Number  and  Costs,  700 
Opium  and  Liquor  Licences,  1243 
Ruby  Mines,  1843 
Teak  Forests,  1662 

East  India  [Purchase  and  Construction  of 
Railways],  1350  ;  Report,  Res.  2.  1503 

India— Questions 

Annual  Reports— Statistics  of  Crime,  1832 

Bengal— WreelK  of  the  *'  Sir  John  Law- 
rence," 1485 

Finance,  &e, — Expenditure  on  Railways. 
1236;— Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax,  147, 
261,  1832 

Government  Publications,  1831 

Graving  Dock  in  Bombay  Harbour,  1843 

Indian  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (Act  XIV. 
of  18G8) ;  and  Cantonment  Acts,  1216 

Merchandize  Marks  Act.  1235 

Railway  from  Sukkur  to  Sibi — The  Scinde- 
Pishin  Line,  858 

Telegraph  Department,  1001 

Telegraphic  Services — Director  of  Indo- 
European  Telegraphs.  647,  872 

Inland  Revenue — Sale  of  Judicial  Stamps  for 
India,  1838 

Parliament — Queen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  965 

YOL.  OOOXXn.   [thibd  sbbibs] 


GosoHEN,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Ohancellov  of 

the  Exchequer),  St.  Oeorge^s,  Han* 

over  Square 
Friendly  Societies— A  Royal  Commission,  259 
Government  Departments,  Attendance  in,  148 

Inland  Revenue — Questions 

Customs  Officers  for  Bonded  Warehouaoia 

1235 
Stamps  on  Bankers'  Cheques.  545 
Transfer  Stamp  Duties  —  Compoanding, 
1218,  1219 

Ireland—Inland  Navigation  and   Drainage— 
The  River  Barrow,  867 
Purchase  of  Land  Act,  1885 — Arrears  of 
Instalments   of   the    Purchase    Money, 
1356;— Returns,  253 

Local  and  Imperial  Finance —Incidence  of  Im- 
perial Taxation,  1815 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  IV.  Irrelevance  or  Repeti* 
tion.  1710 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  102,  621,  771,  802,808,811,812, 
810 

Sale  of  Beer — Adulteration  of  Malt  Liquors, 
1825 

SilTer  Plate — Restrictions  on  the  Blanufaotaro 
and  Sale,  514 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1837-S}  — 
Mint,  including  Coinage.  1533,  1534 

Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  1504, 1611, 1613, 
1617 

Science  and  Art  Buildings.  Dublin,  1523 

Trustee  Savings  Banks— Failure  of  the  Car- 
diff Savings  Bank.  562 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement  of 
1887^Reliof  of  Local  Taxation,  560 

GouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Admiralty  —  n.M.  Taoht  *<  Victoria  and 
Albert."  655 

America  ( North)  ^Tho  Anglo-American  Fish- 
eries Disputes.  658 

Merchant  Shipping  Act — The  "  Emblcton»" 
1224 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1862, 1867 


Graham,  Mr.  E.  0.,  Lanark,  N.  W. 

Army — Colonel  Philip  Dickson,  1471 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot, 
1687— Press  Prosecutions,  098 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis— Trafalgar 
Square,  870 

Scotland — Inspectors  of  Mines  (Western  Dis- 
trict), 1472 


Grand  Junelion  Water  BUI  {hy  Order) 

(7.  Moved.  'iThat    the    Bill  be  now  read   2<*" 

{Mr.  Dodds)  Fib  23,  1619 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ^*  now,*'  add  "  upon  this 

day  six  months"  (Mr,  Dixon- Bartland); 

Question    proposed,  *'  That  *  now,'   Ac. ; 

after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  104,  N.  188 

M.  84  (D.L.  16) 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

2R.  put  off  for  six  months 
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Qranvillb,  Earl 

lIoQie  of  Lords — Iloor  of  Meeting.  697 

ParUament — Queen's  Speech,  AdJress  in  An- 
swer to,  23,  43 

Farliameat — Qaeen'a  Speech — Debate  on  the 
Address,  Personal  SUtement,  133,  136 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1804 

O&AY,  Mr.  0.  W.J  Essex,  Jfaldon 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1837— Sale  of  Foreign 

Meat,  1836 
Parliament^Qneen't  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  213 

Greenwich  Hospital  Fnnd 
Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson  ;  Answer,  The 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  Feb  23, 1330 

Gbimthobfe,  Lord 

Office  of  Works  and  Public  Buildings,  847 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1805 

Trnro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Services,  2R.  703 

OBOTRLAKy  Mr.  F.  B.,  ffuU,  E. 

Criminal  Law — Murder  of  Elfiabath  Oliver  at 
East  Hull,  1483 

Ounton,  Mr.  R.  T,,  Private  Secretary  to 
the  Prime  Minister 
Question,  Mr.  Labouohore  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith) 
^e6  23,  1251 

Eabitaal  Dmnkards  Act  (1879)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (2>r.  Cameron,  Sir 
Lyon  Plajifair,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Sir 
JFalter  FotUr) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  22  [Bill  141] 

Haldake,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 

Parliament— Boiiness  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 

1456 
Parliament— Privilege    (Wrongful    Arrest   of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  297 

Hall,  Mr.  0.,  Cambridge^  Chesterton 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1922, 
1927 

Halsbttby,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

County  Courts  Consolidation,  2  a.  1596 

Law  and  Justice— Appointment  of  a  Publio 

Prosecutor,  369 
Law  of  Distress  Amendment,  2R.  539 
Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses,  211.  1597 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  1,3 
Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Ser?ico8,  Select 

Committee,  984 

Hamiltok,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.   P. 
(First    Lord    of   the   Admiralty). 
Middlesex,  Ealing 
Admiralty—  Questions 

Coastguard  Station  at  Bero  Uland,  1366, 
1867 

\conU 


IIakiltov,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  P. — eotki. 

Dockyard      Establishments  —  Deroaport 
Dock— Vice    Admiral    Grant,    867  ;— 
Sheerness,  875  ; — Accidents  at,  375 
U.M.  Tacht  '<  Victoria  and  Albert,"  555 
Mr.  F.  W.  Smith,  a  Lower  Dirision  Clerk, 

1367.  1368 
Naral  Intelligence  Department,  247 
Pensions  to' Widows,  4kc.— Unclaimed  Prize 
Money,  515 
Foreign    Affairs— Italy— Speech    of    Admiral 

Sir  William  Hewctt  at  Genoa,  716 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  746  ;  RepQrt,  1325, 1327 
Parliamentary  Elections— Deptford   Election, 
1003,  1004 

Hanbitby,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 

Army — Questions 

Auxiliary  Forces— 5th  Lanoaahiro  Artilleiy 

Voluntecrf,  1374 
Ordnance  Department — New  Gnna,  993  : — 

Inspection   and    Reception  of    Leather, 

1645, 1646 
Purchase  of  Artillery  Horses,  1846 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores,  994 
War  OflBce  ( Contracts}— Tenders  for  Tweed, 

1811 
Criminal  Law — Questions 
Conrict  Bowles,  716,717 
Release  of  Cope,  a  Conrict,  1657 
Release  of  George   Beaseley,   a  CouTict, 

1238 
Pensions— Civil  List  of   George  IlL,    1239, 

1649, 1650 

Hanbuby-Tracy,  Hon.  F.  S.  A.,  MotU" 
gomerg,  Spc. 
Great  Britain  and  Veneiuela— Ramonrei  IIos- 

tilities,  881 

Harooubt,  Sight  Hon.  8ir  W.  O.  Y., 
Derby 

Parliament — Privilege  (Wrongful  Arrest  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Ree.  270»  271.  273, 
270,291 

Parliament — Qaoen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  807,  819,  820,  823 

Hares  Preservation  Bill 

{Coknel  Dawnag,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Albert 

RoUit,  Mr,  DiUujyn,  Mr.  Lawson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feb  13  [BUI  101] 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry,  IF. 

Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedore  Act,  1887 
(Cases  Tried),  1 132  ;— Proceedings  at 
Rathmore  Petty  Sessions,  1484  :-Su- 
tistics,  14S0 

Irish  Land  Commission — Appeal  of  Jere- 
miah Green,  of  Beaufort,  Killarney,  1613, 
1614 

Law  and  Justice — "Blunt  v.  Byrne "— 
Prison  Clothing,  1361 

Law  and  Police— Roriral  of  Pugilism,  864 
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llARBiKOTOir,  Nfr.  E.^eofU, 

Parliament — Qa«eii'i  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  186,  187,  409,  410,  448,  503,  528, 
530 

Snpplj  (Sapplemootary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of  Count/ 
Court  OflBcers,  Ao.  in  Ireland,  1584 

Habris,  Lord  (IJEder  Secretary  of  State 
for  War) 
Army — Reserve  Forces — Transport  and  Field 
Artillery,  141, 144 
Roval  Military  College,  Sandhurst,  and  the 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich — Re- 
commendations of  the  Board  of  Visitors, 
1351 
Army — Royal   Barracks,    Dublin— Insanitary 
Condition,  Res.  853,  856,  857 

Habbis,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway^E, 

Parliament ~ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  1375,  1370 

Habtinoton,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Laneashir$j  RossendaU 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure},   Res.  III.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1608 

Havelock- Allan,  Sir  H.  M.,  Durham. 
8,JE. 
Arm  J — Civil  Appointments  for  Reserve  and 
Discharged  Soldiers,  1850 

Sayti — Tmprisonmsnt  of  Mr.  Coles 

Question,  Colonel  Duncan ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  14,  376 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Ootrage^Affray  near  Ennis  — 

The  Ute  Head  Constable  Whelehan,  1330 
Irish  Land  Commission—Sub-Commissions, 

Co.  Down.  1334 
Law  and   Justice — *'  Blunt  v,   Byrne  *' — 

Prison  Clothing,  1363 
Magistracy— Supersession,  1310 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford^  N, 
Criminal  Evidence,  Motion  for  Leave,  081 
East   India  [Turchaso   and    Construction  of 
Railways],  1350 

Ireland — Questions 

Evictions— Tenants    of   Evicted    Farms, 

006,  007 
Irish  Land  Act,  I870'-Compensation,  007 
Irish  Land  Commission — Sub- Commissions, 

Co.  Down,  1C3 
Magistracy— Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,1361, 

1363  :— Resident  Magistrates,  1353 
Post  OflSce — Sorting  OfSoe,  Dublin,  1350 
State-Aided  Emigration— Charges  against 

Mr.  Stoney,  1371,  1373 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act, 

1887— Questions 
Alleged  Meetings  of  Suppressed  Branches 

of  the  National  League,  883 


IIbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.— ^nf. 

Magistracy— Refusal  of  Bail,  1360 
Prosecutions  under  the  Act,  1353 
Sullivan,    tho   Kerry    Blacksmith,    1378, 

1370 
Trial  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  866 

Municipal  Franchise  (Belfast),  Leave,  1131 

Parliament- Business  of  the  House,  1333  ;^ 
Irish  Questions  and  Answers,  876,  877 

Pailiament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1403,  1404 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  737,  730,  738 ;  Report,  1376,  1380, 
1283,  1284,  1202 

Public  Accounts,  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1350 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment, Motion  for  Leave,  070,  081 

Ways  and  Means,  1348,  1340 

Heathootb,   Captain  J.   H.   Edwards, 
Staffordshire,  N.  W. 
Gambling  Acts— Prize  Drawing  at  Stoke-on- 
Trent,  1483 


HEAToy,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Sgypt— Mghthouses  in  the  Red  Sea,  1641 
Inland  Revenue- Sale  of  Judicial  Stamps  for 
India,  1837 

Post  Office — Questions 

Australian  Mail  Contracts,  1487,  1483, 
1817  ; — Privileges  to  Foreign  Steamers, 
1365,  1360 

Mail  Contracts — Subsidies  to  Steam  Com- 
panies, 1364 

Postal  Charges  at  Shanghai,  1487 

Postal  Orders,  1487 

Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  868 

Telegraph  Money  Orders,  871 

HeneaqEi  Eight  Hon.  E.,  GreatOrimshy 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  III.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1701 ;  IX.  Divisions,  1761  ;  X.  Address  in 
Answer  to  the  Queen's  Speech,  Amendt. 
1766, 1772,  1774 

Hennikeb,  Lord 
Office  of  Works  and  Public  Buildings,  843,  847 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  3R.  1808 

Herring  Fishery  (Scoiland)  Bill 

{Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr,  Fittlay) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  75] 

Herschell,  Lord 

^rmy — Royal    Barracks,  Dublin^nsanitary 

Condition,  Res.  852 
County  Courts  Consolidation,  2R.  1507 
Ireland— Agrarian    Outrages— Tho    Retorni, 

243,  601 
Law  of  Distress  Amendment,  2R.  537  ;  Comm. 

el.  4,  1464  ;  cl.  5,  Amendt.  1165  ;  el  6,  ib. 

add,  el  ib.  1466 
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Hill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  A.  W.  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Down,  JT. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Answer  to  the 
Address],  1460 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech  (Answer  to  Ad- 
dress), H69 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,   Stafordihire,  King- 

Btoinford 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uoase  ( Kales  of 

Prooedure),  Res.  III.  Disorderlj   Conduct, 

1692, 1708 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouso,  Res.  1389 
Parliament — Pririlege    (Wrongful    Arrest  of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien).  Res.  892 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

County  Courts,  1535, 1536 

HoARB,  Mr.  S.y  Norwich 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  222 

HoLLAio),    Bight    Hon.    Sir    H.    T. 

(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 

Miampitead 
Africa  (South)— Zululand— The  Chief  Usibepu, 

1005 
British    Columbia — Introduction  of   Rabbits, 

373 
Ceylon — Foreign  Mail  Steamers,  550 
Contagious    Diseases    Ordinances   in    Crown 

Colonies,  1002 
Islands  of  the  Pacific— Religious  Persecution 

in  Tonga.  989 
Liquor  Ordinances  (Crown  Colonies),  711 
Seychelles  Islands— Island  of  Mah£,  552 

HoMB  Department — Secretary  of  State 
(8$e  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Hoke  Dsfartment — Under  Secretary  of 
State  («M  Wortley,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuabt-) 

HoTTLDSwoBTH,    Sir  W.   H.,   Manehei- 
Ur,  N.  jr. 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  380 

EooBing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill 

{Lord  Henry  Bru&e,  JHqfor-Generai Ooldsworihy, 
Sir  WiUiam  Flowden,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  White) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  13  [Bill  97] 

Eonsing  of  Working  Classes  (London) 

Bill  (Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Broad- 

hunt,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Zawson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  15  [Bill  137] 

Howell,  Mr.  Or.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 
Army-^Questions 

India— Madras— Army  Clothing  Depart- 
ment—Exclusion  of  European  Articles, 
1475 

[oont. 


Howell,  Mr.  Qc.^wnt. 

Ordnance  Storo  Departmaat^InaiMetion 
and  Reception  of  Leather.  1615,  1616, 
1823  ;— Recent  Appointments,  1839 

War  Office  (Contraou)— Returns,  1840 

Charity  Commission— Christ's  llospital,  1373 

Labour  Statistics,  715 

Law  and  Police — Rerival  of  Pugilism,  864» 
865 

Metropolitan  Police— Notice  of  Poliee  Orders, 
151 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1930 

Statute  Law  Revision  Committee,  715   - 

Trustee  Savings  Banks — Failure  of  the  Car- 
diff Savings  Bank,  552 

HowoETH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 

H.I.H.  the  Crown  Prince  of  Germany.  157 
Immigration  of  Foreign  Paupers  into  England, 

149 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Honse, 
Amende  1457,  1458;  III.  Disorderly  Con- 
duct,  1688:  IX.  DivUions,  1761 ;  XI.  PabUo 
Bills,  1779 

HoYLE,  Mr.  I.|  Zancashire^  8.B.,  He^- 

wood 
Army  (India) — Madras — Army  Clothing  Con- 

traeU,  541,  1475 
Merchandise   Marks   Act,   1887— Action    of 

Colonial  Governments,  16i0 
Post  Office— Re-direction  o(  Letters,  150 

Httbbard,  Mr.  E.,  Bueht,  N. 
Education  Departments-Practical  Elementary 
Science,  1238 


HuQHES,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  aa 
Address,  689 


HxTirr,  Mr.  F.  Seager,  Maryhlonc,  AT. 
Grand  Junction  Wator,  2R.  1633 


HxTirrEB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Ah$rd$m,  N. 
Blind,  The-sReport  of  the  Royal  Commission, 

1008 
Burmah  (Upper)~The  Teak  Forests,  1652 
Crofters'     Holdings  (Scotland)    Aot     (1886) 

Amendment,  2R.  1202 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1394 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  196, 1042 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)^ 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  (Scotland),  1517 


Illinqworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford^  W. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Prooedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 

1438 
Parliament— Privilege  (Wrongful    Arrest   of 

Mr.  Patrick  0*Brien),  Res.  300 
Parliament ~Quecn*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swcr  to,  1120 
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India — Seoretary  of  State  {see  Oboss, 
Yisoount) 

Ihdia — Under  Secretary  of   State  {see 
QonBTf  Sir  J.  E.) 

India  ( Qu$Hu>n$) 

Annual  Reporti,  Ihe^  Statxttia  •J  Crime, 
Qaeition,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretary  of  SUto  for  India  (Sir 
John  Goni)  Mar  1, 1833 

Bengal^  Wreck  of  the  **  Sir  John  Lawrence,*' 
Question,  Commander  Bethell  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  India  ^Sir 
John  Gorst)  Feb  27,  1485 

Cftvil  Service  Commitsion—  The  Report,  Ques- 
tion, The  Earl  of  Kimbcrlej  ;  Answer,  The 
Seoretary  of  State  for  India  (Visoount 
Cross)  Feb  27,  1463 

Oovernment  Jhtblicatione,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John.  Gorst)  Mar  1, 
1831 

Graving  Dock  in  Bombay  Harbour,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  Mar  1,  1813 

Indian  Contagioiu  Diteasei  Aet  {Act  XIV,  of 
1668) ;  axid  Cantonment  Acts,  Question,  Mr. 
James  Btoart ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Feb  23, 1246 

Lieenting  of  Immorality,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Williamson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  23, 
1231  I'-Worhing  of  the  Contagious  Dieeasee 
Acts,  Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
f  Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  1, 1843 

Inland  Revenue^  Contract  for  Judicial  Stamps 
for  India,  Questions,  Mr.  llennikcr  Hea- 
ton,  Mr.  King ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  SUto  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Mar  I,  1837 

Merehandiie  Marks  Aet,  Question,  Mr.  Mun- 
dolla  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  23, 
1235 

Railway  from  Sukkur  to  Sibi-^The  Seinde- 
Pisltin  Line,  Questions,  Mr.  Slagg,  Sir 
George  Campbell  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Feb  20,  858 

TSLBQRAFH   DlPARTMBKT 

Question,  Mr.  King  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Feb  21.  1000 

Telegraphic  Services — The  Director  of  the 
Jndo-European  Ttlegrafhs,  Questions,  Mr. 
Jacob  Bright ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
J***  16,  547;  2^*6  20,872 
[See  Post  Office— Postal  Charges  to  India] 

FlMAMCI,  Ao. 

Expenditure  on  Railways,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell;  Answer,  Ihe  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  Feb  23, 1235 

[09tlf. 


India — Finance,  ^tf.— cont. 

Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax,  Questions,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler;  Answers,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst), 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  10,  147;  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  India  (Sir  John  Qorhi)Feb  13,251  ; 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  1,  1832 

Indnstrial  Agricultural  Edncatioii  Bill 

(Mr,  Jesse  ColUngs,  Mr.  Henry  Fowler,  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Howell,  Sir  John  Ken^ 
naway.  Sir  Bemhard  Scunuelson,  Mr,  G, 
Dixon,  Mr,  Robert  Reid,  Mq;or  Rasch) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  80] 

Industrial  Schools    Aet,    1875 — Amend- 

ment — JEmigration 
Question,    Mr.   Rankin  :   Answer,    The    Se« 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  24,  1358 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill 

{Mr,  Mundella,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Richard,  Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr.  Rathbone, 
Mr.  Stuai  t  Rendel,  Mr.  WiUiatn  Abraltam) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1  •  Feb  10  [Bill  01] 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  (No.  2) 

Bill  (^r,  Kcnyon^ 

Sir  John  Puleslon,  Mr.  Swetenham,  Mr* 
Walsh,  Admiral  Mayne) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I'  •  Ftfb  21  [Bill  ISO] 

Intestates  Estates  Bill   {Mr.  Ambrose) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  28  [BUI  151] 

lBELAin>  (Questions) 

Arms  {Ireland)  Aet — Refusal  (f  Gun  Licence 
~~Mr.  W.  CotUr,  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly  ; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Uarman) 
Feb  24, 1 358 

Belfast  a  •*  City,"  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  13,  257 

Boycotting — Explanation  of  Terms,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  Feb  10,  550 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights^The  Bull 
Rock,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  An- 
swer, Tho  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Ilicks- Beach)  Feb  27,  1481 

General  Prisons  Board  ^  Bibles,  Question, 
Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary Feb  14,  372 

Harbours  and  Railways  in  Ireland^  Reports 
of  the  Comihissioners,  Question,  Colonel 
Kolan  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  10,  157 

Local  Bankruptcy  Courts — Legislation,  Ques* 
tion,  Sir  William  Ewart ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Feb  10, 150 
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Iriland— «on^ 

Flanting  of  TrefB^**  Statutory  Termors,'* 
Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  The  So- 
licitor Geneml  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
Feb  17.710 

State' Aided  Emigration  —  Charges  ugaingt 
Mr,  Stonsg,  Qoestions,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  T.M. 
Ilealy  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) J'e^  U,  1870 

GamiNAL  Law  aicd  Procsduri  (Ireland)  Act, 

1887 
Arrest  of  Members 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  D. 

Sheehy,  Mr.  Alderman' J.  Ilooper,  Mr.  Lane, 

Mr.  J.  R.  Cox,  Mr.  A.  Blane,  Mr.  E.  llar- 

rington,     Mr.  T.   Harrington  ;   Letters  rc- 

oeiTed  by  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  9,  52 
Mr.  D.  Sheehy,  Mr.  J.  D.  Pyne,  Mr.  J.  Gil- 

booly ;     Letters  recetred  by  Mr.  Speaker 

Feb  13.  244 
Imprisonment  of  a  Member  (Mr.  J.  C.  Flynn) ; 

Letter  received  by   Mr.  Speaker    Feb  28, 

1657 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Oilhooly,  M.P.^  Question,  Mr. 

Flynn;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  17, 

709 
Remand  of  a  Member  in  Custody  (Mr.  J.  D. 

Pyce);    Letter  received    by    Mr.  Speaker 

Feb  20,  857 
Rs'arrest  of  Mr.  Pyne,  M.P.,  Questions,  Mr. 

M'Cartan,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Under 

Secretary  Feb  20,  873 

Trial  of  Rev.  J.  M*Fadden,  P.P.,  Questions' 
Mr.  Blane  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  24, 1363 

Cases  oj  M.  Moyniham  and  T.  Quinlan,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pioton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  13, 
248 

John  Sullivan,  the  Kerry  Blacksmith,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
SecreUry  Feb  24,  1378 ;— Captain  Massey, 
R.M.,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  Feb  28,  1039 

Boycotting  the  Police — Sentences,  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond,  Mr. 
M*Cartan  :  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  28, 1220 

Press  Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr.  Cunning- 
liame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
Ury ^<;&  21,  908 

Proceedings  at  Rathmore  Petty  Sessions, 
Questions,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  Edward  Har- 
rington ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  27,  1483 

Prosecutions  tinder  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaKour)  Feb  23,  1252 

Sentence  on  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Undersecretary  Feb  17, 
713  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr,  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  Feb  20,  805 

Statistics,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  27,}  in 

[com/. 
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1887— oont. 

Suppression  of  National   League   Branches, 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald  ;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfour)  Feb  13,  260 
Alleged  Meetings  of  Suppressed  Branches  of 

the   National  League,    Questions,    Colonel 

Waring,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  20,  882 
The  Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Dromore — Sentence 

on    a    Ballad    Singer y    Questions,   Mr.   P. 

M* Donald,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Under 

Secretary  Mar  1, 1821 
The  Magistracy^  Refusal  of  Bail,  Queationa, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  24, 

1360 

RoTAL  Commission  ok  Irish  Public  Wobxs 

Drainage  and  Land  Improvement,  Question, 
Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  16,  663 

Drainage  Works,  Question,  Colonel  Waring; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  17,  707 

Railway  MismanagemetU,  Question,  Mr. 
Marum  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  21,  1006 

The  Proposed  Expenditure,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
M*Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  23,  1217 

Laboubbrs*  (Irelamd)  Act 

Cottages — The  Rathdrum  Board  of  Ouardiams, 
Question,  Mr.  Byrne  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Feb  21,  990 

Land  (Ikblaxd) 

The  "Plan  of  Campaign,"  Question,  Mr. 
Schwann;  Answer,  The  (jhief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  13,  256 

Land  Act  (Ireland),  1870 

Compensation,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy: 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  21,  997 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1887 

Return  of  Eviction  Notices,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretarr  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  13,  250 

Returns  of  the  Judicial  Rents,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  £.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  24,  1357 

Purchase  of  Land  {Ireland)  Act,  1885 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Feb  13.  258 

Arrears  of  Instalments  of  the  Purchase  Money, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  Ihe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
Feb  24.  1356 

Irish  Land  Commission 

Appeal  of  Jeremiah  Oreen,  of  Beaufort,  KU' 
larney.  Questions,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  28, 
1643 
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Ibbland— Jrt>A  Land  Cotnmianon^eoni, 

Irish  Land  Commission  Court,  Kerry^^Faxr 
RentSy  Question,  Mr.  Sheehan  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  SecreCarj  Feb  27,  1480 

SeheduUs  of  Prices,  Qaestion,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretarj 
Feb  16,  645 ;  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  21,  901 

Special  Report  and  Schcduhs^  Question,  Mr. 
Dillon ;  Answer,  The  Under  Sccrotarj 
Feb  27.  1403 

8\ib'  Commissioners 

Sub-Commissioners  for  the  County  Divisions, 
Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Sccreiarj  Feb  10,  660 

3fr,  0*Callaghan,  Sub  Commissioner,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Dillon;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary Feb  28,  1641 

Sittings 

Co.  Donegal,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  21, 
000  ;  Feb  24,  1366  ;  Ftb  27,  1400 

Co.  Doum,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  T. 
W,  Russell ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
fVd  14,  381  ;  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
T.  M,  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary Feb  20,  8C2  ;  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilealy  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  Feb  23,  1233  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Feb  27.  1400  ;— Tenants  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ; 
Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  24, 1376 ; 
—  Co.  Down,  Question,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  Ftb  27,  1402 

Wicklow,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  Feb  23,  1222 

National  Kdcgation  (  Ireland) 

Miss  Donnelly,  Aughiogan   National  School, 

Question,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  Afar  1,  1822 
Board  of  National  Education^  Special  Fees, 

Question,  Mr.  Leahy  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  Feb  23,  1246 

FisnsRizs  (Irxlakd) 

Salmon  Fisheries — Kttlaloe,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  21, 1001 

PiEus  AMD  Harbours  (Ireland) 

Oalicay  Dock,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  ( Mr. 
Jackson)  Feb  14,  372 

FiSHBRT   PlERB  AND    II ARBOURS   (IrSLAND) 

Bray,  Co,  Wicklow,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr;  Jackson)  Feb  23,  1224 

Inlakd  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 

The  River  Barrow,  Question,  Mr.  Leahy  ; 
Answer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Feb  20,  867  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Leahy  ;  Answer,  The  Under  2!>ecretary 
Feb  24,  1860 

[eont. 


Iebland^cor^ 

Lunatic  Abtlumb  (Ireland) 

Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum — Appointment 
of  Rev,  Mr,  Kerr,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  24,  1366 

Poor  Law  (Irblakd) 

Belfast  Union— Charges  against  Dr.  Spudding, 
Question,  Mr.  Leahy  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  Mar  1, 1826 

Maeroom  Union— Protestant  Inmates,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  Feb  24,  1366 

Workhouses,  Question,  Colonel  Waring ;  An- 
swer, Tho  Under  Secretary  Feb  17,  707 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Non- Delivery  of  a  Registered  Letter,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  M'Donald ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Riikes)  Feb  20,  860 

Salaries— Delay  in  Payment,  Question,  Mr. 
Tuite ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikrs)  F<;6  24,  1366 

Tfie  Sorting  Office,  Dublin,  Qoestions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Tho  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  24,  1360 

Pott  Office,  Dublin  ( Telegraph  Department)—' 
Miss  M,  A,  Oough,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  1,  1816 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

"Jilunt  T.  Byrne,"  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Lewis ;  Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  13,  260  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carlhy,  Mr.  Snaw 
Lefevre  ;  Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
Feb  10,  662  ;  Questions.  Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  Tho 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Feb  20,  870  ;— Pmo»i  Clothing, 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Brad, 
laugh,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington  ;  Answers- 
Tho  Under  Secretary  Feb  24, 1363 

Mrs.  Ryan,  a  Prisoner  for  Contempt,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Picton ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  1,  1833 

Resignation  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Blake,  Croan  Solicitor, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis;  Answer,  Tho 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden) 
Feb  23, 1226 

The  Inquest  at  MitcheUtown,  Question,  Mr. 
Commins ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  14,  378 

County  Inspector  Brownrigg,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchero  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  20,  870 

Bantry  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  Gil- 
hooly  ;  Answer,  Tho  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  24,  1374 

Durrus  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  Gil- 
hooly  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  23,  123G  ;  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Gilhooly;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary,  1242 

Criminal  Law  (Irkland) 

Juvenile  Convicts,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
Feb  23,  1240 
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Thb  Maoxbtbact  (Irbland) 

Jpp<nntmeftt8  und^r  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Froeedure  {Irglmid)  Act,  1887,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  £.  Ellin;  Answer,  Tho  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Mar  1, 
1835 

Petty  Sesiions  Court,  Kanturh-- Refusal  of 
Summons,  Qaestions,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden)  Feb  24.  1870 ;  Feb  37, 1491 

Retident  Jfaaistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  M.  Heair  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) Feb  88,  1258 

Supersession,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilealj ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  28,  1219 

Mr,  J.  E.  BarreV,  J,P,,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  18.  251 

Mr.  Ceeil  Roche,  R.M.,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Heal  J  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  24.  1301 

Captain  Seagrave,  R.M.,  Question,  Mr.  Labon- 
chere ;  Answer,  Tho  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Feb  16,  550 

Law  and  Poucb  (Ibblaud) 

Alleged  Police  Outrages  in  Cork,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary; 
Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Gilhooly  [no 
reply]  fV^  20,  860 

BtATB  of  IllBLAiri) 

Bogeotting—Deatfi  of  Michael  Sullivau,  Car 
Driver,  Killarney,  Question,  Mr.  Sheehan  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  28,  1642 

Orimb  and  Ootbaob  (Ihblaitd) 

Agrarian  Outrages^The  Returns,  Question, 
Observations,  Earl  Spencer  ;  Reply,  The 
Lord  Priyy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  Feb  18, 
242  ;  Questions,  Earl  Spencer,  Lord 
Ilerschell;  Answers,  Tho  Lord  Priry  Seal 
(Earl  Cadogan)  Feb  17,  600 

Attack  on  a  Funeral  Procession  at  Belfast, 
Questions,  Mr.  M*Gartan ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Seoretnry  Feb  24,  1380;  Question, 
Mr.  Johnston;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary Feb  27,  1488 

Attack  on  the  Protestant  Chureh  of  Mullough' 
dun,  Co,  Fermanagh,  Questions,  Mr.  John- 
ston, Mr.  II.  Campbell ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  Feb  14,  373 

Alleged  Attacks  on  Churches,  ^e..  Questions, 
Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  II.  Campbell ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  Feb  20,  858 

Attack  on  a  Church  a$  Castlecaldvcell,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  H.  Campbell,  Mr.  Jordan  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  Feb  23,  1223 

Citv  of  Cork,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  27,  1 470 

The  Affray  near  Ennis—The  late  Head  Con- 
stable fVheiehan,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Ilealy  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Feb  23,  1220 

Tenants  of  Evicted  Farms,  Questions.  Mr.  T. 
M.  Ilealy ;  Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.J.  Balfour)  Feb  2\,  900 

The  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  A.  E.  Pease; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb  21,  095 


Ireland—  Criminal  Law  and  Proeadur^  Aet 

(l887)(CMf«2Vi>rf) 

Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
Return  of  Cases  tried  under  '  The  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,'  op 
to  the  18th  day  of  February,  under  the  fol- 
lowing heads:— Date  ot  Trial;  Place  of 
Trial ;  Names  of  Magistrates  presiding ; 
Name  and  age  of  accused ;  E^te  when 
offence  was  committed  ;  Place  where  offence 
was  committed ;  Nature  of  offence ;  Retolt 
of  Trial;  Sentenoe  (if  convicted);  whether 
appealed  against ;  Date  when  Appeal  beard; 
Place  where  Appeal  heard  ;  Name  of  Judge 
by  whom  Appeal  heard;  Result  of  Appeal" 
{Mr,  Dillwyn)  Feb  2\,  1122  ;  after  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  92,  N.  134;  M.  42. 
(O.L.  7) 

Ireland — Sunday  Closing  Acts 

Moved,  **  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  tho  operation  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Acts  (Ireland)  "(ifr.  J. ,7.  Ai//«#r) ; 
Feb  27,  1594  ;  after  short  debate,  QueaUoa 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newingt<m,  IFalwarik 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Hoaae, 
1419 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Bern- 

lets.  Stepney 

War  Offlco  (Contracts) —Default  from  Tenders, 
1880 

Italy  and  Abyssinia — Massowah 

Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope) 
Feb  Id,  540 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  I^, 
Civil  Service— Questions 

Appointments—  Examination  of  Candidates, 

1237 
Civil  Service    Commission — Suspension  of 

Writers,  1370 
Clerks  of  the  Lower  Divi8ion,1000  ;~Salary 

of  Writers  Promoted,  098 
Writers,  1211  ;^Promotion   to  the  Lower 
Division,  1C40 
Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  Scision  1887, 

13G7 
Customs— Customs    Establishment!— Ontport 
Writers,  1830 
Statistical   Department — Report  of  Ck>m« 
mittee,  1830 
Estimates,  The,  1408 
Ireland — Questions 

Fishery  Piers  and   Ilarbours— Bray.  Co 

Wicklow,  1224 
Piers  and  Harbours -Gal  way  Dock,  372 
Salmon  Fisheries— Killaloe,  1001 
Merchandise    Marks   Act,    1887 — Labels   on 
Goods—"  Foreign  Make,"  1043 
The  Instruction*,  548 
Pensions— Civil   List  of  George  IIL,   1230, 
1650 
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Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L. — c<nU, 

Supply  (Supplementnrj  Estimates,  1887-8) — 

Bankruptoj  Department  of  tho  Board  of 

Trade,  1524,  1526 
Charitj  Commission,  1527 
County    Courts,    1534,  1535,   1536,  1537, 

1538,  1539,  1540. 1541,  1543,  1543 
l.ighthousea  Abroad,  1530 
Mint,  including  Coinage,  1530,  1532 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1876 
National  Gallery,  1502 
Pacific   Islanders'   Protect  ion    Act,   1875, 

1873 
Police,   Counties    and    Boroughs,    Great 

Britain,  1545,  1547 
Public   Buildings    (Ireland),    1501,    1505, 

1508,  1500,  1518 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin,  1519, 

1520, 1522 

James,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury^  Lan- 
cashire 
Parliament — Privilege   (Wrongful    Arrest    of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  278,  270 

Jebsey,  Earl  of 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  46 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  Amendt.  1796, 
1800, 1805 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Bel/ait,  8. 

Ireland —  (},uestions 

Belfast  a  "  City,"  257 
Belfast,  Alleged  Outrage  at,  1488 
Crime  and  Outrage— Attack  on  a  Protes- 
tant Church,  Ao.  373,  853 
Parliament— Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1736 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  102 
Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 

Superannuation),  211.  1319 
South  Pacific,  Islands  of  the — Convention  of 
1847, 1473 
The  Loyalty  Islands  ~  Expulsion  of  the  Rev. 
John  Jones,  1237 

JoioBT,    Mr.   J.,   Durham^    Cheater -le- 
Street 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  IIouso  (Rules  of 
Proceduro),  Res.  IX  Divisions,  1743 

JoHDAN,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

Ireland— Crimo  and  Outrage— Attack  on  a 
Church  at  Castlecaldwell,  1223 

Jarors'  Detention  Bill 

[Mr,  LocMtcoodf  Mr.  Finlay^  Mr,  Howard  Vincent) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Feb  \0  [Bill  65] 

Justices  6f  the  Peace  BUI 

{Mr,  Seale-nayne,  Mr,  Coleridge^  Mr,  MotceUf 

Mr.  Rendel,  Sir  Bemhard  SamueUen) 

Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  10  [Bill  20] 


EjLY-SHTnTLBWoRTH,  Eight  HoD.  Sir  TJ. 
J.,  Laneaehire,  Clitheroe 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  074 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools^  544 

Keniyy,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid 

Army  Pensions — Invalided  Soldiers,  1477 
Ireland — National  Education — Miss  Donnelly, 
Aughiogan  National  School,  1822 

Kenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Denhigh,  Sfc. 
County  Boundaries — Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion, 149 

Kjenyon-Slaney,    Lt-Col.  W.,    Shrop' 

shire,  Newport 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  910 

KiKBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandeworth 
Commons  (Metropolis)— Wandsworth  Common 

— Damage  by  Vehicular  Traffic,  544 
Rating  Assessments — Exemption  of   Lunatic 

Asylums,  1494 
Sil?er  Plate — Restrictions  on  the  Manufacture 

and  Sale,  543 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-S)— 

County  Courts,  1541 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 

Army — Roynl   Barracks,    Dublin — Insanitary 

Condition,  Res.  850 
India  —Civil  Service  Commission — The  Report, 

1463 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech— Debate  on  the 

Address,  Personal  Statement,  138 

KiKG,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Bull,  Central 
Australia    (Western) — Grant    of  Responsible 

Government,  1637 
Civil  Service— Clerks  of  the  Lower  Division, 

1000 
India — Telegraph  Department,  1000 
Inland  Revenue— Sale  of  Judicial  Stamps  for 

India,  1837 
Meroliant  Seamen— Case  of  the  Negro  Riley, 

1636 

EjNG-HABMAir,  Eight  Hon.  Oolonel  E. 
E.  parliamentary  Under  ^Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Kent,  hie  of  Thanet 
Ireland — Questions 

Arms  Act —  Refusal  of  Gun  Licence — Mr. 

W.  Cotter,  1859 
Boycotting— -Explanation  of  Terms,  551 ; — 

Death  of  Michael  Sullivan,  Car  Driver, 

Killarney,  1642 
Criminal  Law — Juvenile  Convicts,  1350 
Evictions— The  Returns,  096 
General  Prisons  Board— Bibles,  372 
Inland    Navigation  and    Drainage — River 

Barrow,  1369 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870— Compensation,  997 
Labourers'     Act  —  Cottages  —  Rathdrum 

Board  of  Guardians,  090 
Land  Law  Act,  1887 — Returns  of  the  Ju- 
dicial   Rents,    1357;— Tenants    of   the 

Lord  Lientenant,  1370 
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Kixo-Iliiiciii,  Right  Hon.  Colonol  E,  R.^eoitf. 

Law  and  Police— Alleged  Police  Outnges 

in  Cork,  861 
Lanatic  Aiylums — Cork  District  Lunatic 

Asylum— Appointment  of  Rot.  Mr.  Kerr, 

1365 
Magistracy — Supersession,  1220 
Mitohelstown    Inquest — County    Inspector 

Brownrigg,  871 
National    Education — Board  of  National 

Education^  Special  Fees,   1245; — Mias 

Donnelly,  Aughiogan   National  School, 

1822 
Riots,  Ac— City  of  Cork,  U70, 1471 
Kojal  Commission  on  Irith  Public  Works 

—Drainage  Works,  708  ;^Proposed  Ex- 
penditure, 1218 
State-Aidod  Emigration— Charges  against 

Mr.  Stoney,  1370 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Questions 
Affray  near  Ennia — The  late  Head  Con- 
stable Whelehan,  1220 
Attack  on  a  Belfast  Funeral  Proccsaion, 

1380.  1381,  1489 
Attack  on  a  Protestant  Church,  874,  850, 

1223 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act, 

1887— Questions 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Gilhooly,  M.P.  710 
Boycotting   the    Police—Sentences,   1221, 

1232 
Presa  Prosecutions,  908 
Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Dromorc— Sentence 

on  a  Ballad  Singer,  1821, 1822 

Re-arrest  of  Mr.  Pyne,  M.P.  874,  875,  876 

Sentence  on  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  714,  865, 

866 
Statistics,  1479,1480 
Sullivan,   the    Kerry    Blacksmith,    1378, 

1639 
Trial  of  Rer.  J.  M'Fadden,  P.P.  1353 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission— Questions 
Appeal   of  Jeremiah  Green,  of  Beaufort, 

Killarney,  1643 
Kerry— Fair  Rents,  1480 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Co.  Down  Tenants,  1492 

Mr.     0*Callaghan,    Sub  -  Commissioner, 

1641,  1644 
Schedule  of  Prices,  546,  901 
Special  Report — Schedules,  1404 
Sub-Commission    for  Co.    Donegal,   990, 

1356, 1491 
Sub-Commisaion  for  Co.  Down,  331,  332, 

500,  8G2,  863,  1234,  1235.  1400 
Sub-Commissioners,  Wicklow,  1222 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Administration  of   the    Law— **  Blunt  r. 

Byrne*'— Prison   Clothing,  553,   1363, 

1364 
Dorrus  Petty  Sessions,  1243 
Inquest  at  Mitohelstown,  378 
Mrs.  Ryan,  a  Prisoner  for  Contempt,  1833, 

1834 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 

Belfast    Union  —  Charges    against    Dr. 

Spedding,  1826 
Macroom    Union  —  Protestant    Inmates, 

1355,  1356 
Workhouses,  707 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  500,  502,  505,  512,  514 


KNATOHBtTLL-HTrGESSBKy  Mr.H.  T.,  XtfU/f 

Faversham 
NaTy —  Dockyard  Establ ishmMits  <— Sheemei^ 
375 ;— Accidents  at,  374 

Labouohbrs,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Admiralty — DeTonport    Dock — Vice    Admiral 

Grant,  867 
Egypt— Judge  Ad Tocate  General  at  Cairo,  257 
Estimates,  The,  1498 
Foreign    AfRiira — Alleged    Agreement    with 

European  Powers,  152,  153,  377,  557,  558 
Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  1624 
Grants  to  Members  of  the  Kojal  Famil/ — ^A 

Select  Committee,  501 

Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Captain      SeagraTe, 
R.M.  556 
Mitchelstown   Inqaest— Count/  Inspector 
Brownrigg,  870 

Mr.  R.  T.  Gunton,  Secretarj  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  1251 

Parliament — Adjournment,  1596 

Business  of  the  House,  1251,  1252 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Kes.  1393 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouae  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  lloaae, 
Amendt.  1426,  1434,  1458,  1459.  14G1 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  420,  421,  424 ;  Report,  Amendt. 
1172 

Public  Meetings—  Special  Shorthand  Re- 
porters, 556 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1837-8) — 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Amendt.  1875, 
1876,  1877, 1878 
Special    Missions    Abroad,  1851,    1852; 
Amendt.  1853, 1861, 1866 

Labourers'  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
BiU 

{Mr.  Stack,  Hr,  Matthew  Ktnny,  Mr.  PamM, 
Mr,  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  0* Connor,  Mr.  IkiU, 
Mr.  Lalor) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Feb  10  [BUI  18] 

Labouring  Cioises 
Diitreet  among  the'^Appointinent  of  a  Royal 
Commistion,  Questions,  Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent, Mr.  Ilandol  Cossham  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  Feb  14,  382 

Jronworking   Induttry,    The — Jmportatum  of 
Polish  Workmen,  Question,  Mr.  Brcidhntst ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  GoTcm* 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  13,  249 

Labour  Statiities 
Question,  Mr.  llowell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  the   Dome  Department  (Mr. 

Matthews)  Feb  17.  715 
Periodical  Returns^  Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretarj  of  State  for 

Foreign    Affairs    (Sir    James    Fergusson) 

Feb  13,  246 

Lafoite,  Mr.  A.,  Southwark^  Bermondujf 
Army  Contraots^-^SuppIy  of  Leather,  1377 
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liAiOB,  Mr.  B.,  Queen^i  Co,^  Leix 

rarliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  502 

LAMmoTON,  Lord 

Office  of  Works  and  Public  Buildings,  841,  850 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

{Mr,  Parnellj  Mr,  Juitin  MCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr,  Dillon,  Mr,  O'Brien,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  10  [Bill  1] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment (Arrears  of  Bent)  Bill 

{Mr.  T,  jr.  Russell,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr. 
Jesse  Callings,  Mr,  Mobhouse,  Mr,  Sinclair) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Feb  27  [Bill  147] 

« 

Land  Law  (Wales  and  Monmouthshire) 
Bill 

(J/r.  JBrffn  Roberts,  Mr.    John    Roberts,  Mr. 

Warmington,    Mr.   JBowen   Rowlands^  Mr, 

Thomas  Ellis) 
e.  Ordered;  read  T*  Feb  14  [Bill  122] 

Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Barclay,  Mr,  Mackintosh,  Sir  Oeorgs  BaU 

four,  Mr,  William  Hunter) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  14  [Bill  115] 

Land  Transfer  Bill [ul.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I  Presented ;  read  1**  Feb  23  (No.  21} 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) 

( Qttestions) 

Appcintmeni  of  a  Public  Prosecutor,  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Ellenboroogb  ;  Kepljr, 
The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Ilalsbury) 
Feb  14,  368 

Court  Houses^ Accommodation  for  Prisoners 
awaiting  Trial,  Question,  Mr,  Cbanning ; 
Answer,  The  Secrctarjr  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  16, 
542 

Moure  of  Lords—Appeals,  Question,  Mr.  £. 
Robertson ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  Fib  27,  1470 

Law  of  Evidence — County  Court  Practice, 
Question,  Mr.  0*IIea  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  Feb  16, 
554 

Affirmations  by  Jurymen,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
Jaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  Feb  10,  158 

Sufolk  County  Courts,  Questions,  Mr.  F.  S. 
StCTcnson  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  ot  Stato 
for  tho  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  21,  092  ;  /*e6  27, 1479 

[Mftl. 


Law  and  Jtottoi  {England  and  Wales) — eont. 

The  Assiges— North' Eastern  Circuit,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  I,  1845 

CsiMiKAL  Law 

Criminal  Statistics— The  Anthropometrieal 
System,  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  1,  1817 

Liverpool  Assises  —  Sentences  of  Corporal 
Punishment  by  Mr.  Justice  Orantham,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  PiokersgiU ;  Answer,  The  Seoro- 
Inry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  22,  1205;  Questions.  Mr. 
Rradlaugn,  Mr.  PowelUWiliiams  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
Feb  23,  1248;  Question,  Mr.  Powell-Wil- 
liams ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  28,  1638 

C<ue  of  Cope,  a  Convict,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Homo  I)epartmenk  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  28, 1651 

Murder  of  Elieabeth  Oliver  at  East  Hull, 
Question,  Mr.  Grotrian ;  Answer,  Tbe  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tbe  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  27,  1482 

Release  of  George  Beaseley,  a  Convict,  Question, 
Mr.  Iianbury ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) Feb  23.  1238 

The  Convict  Bowles,  Question,  Mr.  Iianbury  ; 
Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  17,  716 

Law  and  Police 
Revival  of  Pugilism,  Questions,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answers,  Tbe   Seoretary  of  Stato  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  20, 
864 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill  [b-i*] 

{The  Lord  Serschell) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Feb  10  (No.  4) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  Feb  16,  537 
Committee  Feb  27, 1463  (No.  23) 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St,  Paneras,  7F, 
Post  Office -Dismissal  of  Samuel  HarTcy,  a 

Letter  Carrier,  1375 
Sugar  Bounties  Conference — The  Papers,  1008 
Town  Holdings  Committer— Re-appointment, 

157 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  8, 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Aot 
(1878)  Amendment,  2R.  302 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare,  8, 

Ireland — Questions 

Board    of    National    Education  —  Special 

Fees,  1245 
Inland  NaTigation  and    Drainage— RiTor 

Barrow,  807. 1360 
Poor    Law  —  Belfast    Union  —  Chsrgci 

against  Dr.  Spodding,  1825 
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Leaseholders  (Purchase  of  Fee  Simple) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Lawton,  Mr,  JBroadhurst,  Mr,  J,  liowUnds, 
Mr,  Warmirtffton,  Mr,  R,  Reid,  Sir  John 
Pultston,  Mr,  Thommt  EUia) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  74] 

Lbfeybb,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 

Ireland — AdminlBtration  of  the  L»w^*<  Blont 
«.  Byrne,"  5«3 

Parliament — Basiness  of  the  Iloase,  565 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  VII.  Ck>mmittees  of  the 
Whole  ilouse,  1723  ;  IX.  Dirisions,  Amendt. 
1754 

Farlinment— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  742  ;  Report,  1194 ;  Amendt.  1254, 
1261,  1262, 1271,  1273,  1274, 1277,  1327 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of 
County  Court  OflBcers,  die.  in  Ireland,  1548, 
1555,  1558 

Lbighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  OeweBtry 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  Reeorery,  1250 

Lethbbidoe,  Sir  !B.,  Kensington,  N. 
Ceylon — Foreign  Mail  Steamers,  550 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  955, 978 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N, 

Ireland — Administration  of  the  Law — "  Blunt 
V,  Byrne,"  260 

Liability  of  Trustees  Bill  [r.l.] 

{The  Lord  BeraehtU) 
I.  Presented ;  read  l*"  •  Feb  28  (No.  24) 

Libel  Law  Amendment  Bill 

('Sir  Algti-non  BorihwUk,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr, 
Law8on,  Mr,  Jmningt,  Dr,  Catneron,  Mr,  John 
MorUy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  17] 

Licensing  Laws  Bill 

{Sir  William  Eouldtworth,  Colonel  Bridgetnan, 
Mr,  Samuel  Smith,  Mr,  Whitmore) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  P* 
Feb  10  [Bill  22] 

Life  Leases  Conversion  Bill 

{Sir  Edmund  Leehmere,  Mr,  Battings,  Sir  John 

Fuletton,  Mr,  Radclife  Cooke) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  13  [Bill  99] 

Lighthouse  Illuminants 

Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  13,  248 


Limited  Liability  Jets  Amendment  BM— 
Solders  of  Stock  in  Companies 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  JFefr  21 
1005 

Limited  Owners  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Ealdane,  Mr,  Aequith,  Mr,  J,  B. 
Balfour,  Mr,  Arthur  EUiot,  Mr.  JCarl 
Stewart,  Lord  Eleho,  Mr,  Ferguson) 

e.  Ordered    read  lo  •  Feb  10  [BiU  63] 

Liquor  Ordinances  {Croum  Colonics) 

Question,  Mr.  A.  M* Arthur;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Ucnry  Holland)  Ftf3  17,  711 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Option  (England) 
BiU 

{Mr,  Alii  ton,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr,  Burt,  Sir 

Walter  Foster,  Mr,  Caine,  Mr,  Jacoby,  Mr, 

Coatham,  Mr,  Henry  Wilson,  Mr,  Octavius  V, 

Morgan) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed  to, 
and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1^  * 
Feb  14  [Bill  119] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Lreland)  Bill 

{Mr,   Johnston,  Mr,  T,  W,  Ruseeil,  Mr.  John 

Redmond,  Mr,  De  Cobain,  Mr,  Jordan) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolatioo  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  BiU  ordered  ;  read  1*  * 
Feb  10  [BUi  25] 

Liqaor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,   M'Lagan,  Mr,  Lgell,  Br,  Cameron,  Mr, 

Mackintosh,     Mr,     Cameron     Corbet,    Mr, 

Stewart,    Dr,    Clark,    Mr,    Munro^Ferguoon, 

Mr,  Thorbum) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  :  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1*  * 
Feb  13  [Bill  106] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  Bill 

{Mr,  Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr,  Richard,  Mr,  Thomas, 

Mr,  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr,  Lewis,  Mr,  Esskmont^ 

Mr,  Cossham,  Mr,  Bryn  Roberts,  Mr,  Carem) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  V*  * 
Feb  14  [BiU  117] 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — South  Ken- 
sington Museum — Loans  of  Works  of 

Art 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Bartley ; 
Answers,  The  Vice  President  of  the  OouLCil 
(Sir  WiUiam  Uart  Dyke)  Mar  1, 1827 

Local  and  Imperial  Financc'^Ineidenee  of 
Imperial  Taxation 
Question,  Sir  Richard  Pnget ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  tho  Ezcheqaer  (Mr,  Goscbea) 
Mar  1, 1815 
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XooAL  OovzsNMENT  BoABD— President 
(«M  EiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

IiOOAL  GoYEBNHBNT  BoARD— Secretary 
to  {tee  LoKQ,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

JOoeal  Government  Board — County  Bound- 
arise — Report  of  the  Commimon 
Quest  ion,  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  The  PreBident  of  the 
Local  Qovernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Feb  10,  149;  QuestioD,  Mr.  Herbert  Gard- 
oer ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasorj 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Ftb  28,  1250 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders   (Bangor  and  nTarrenpoint) 

Bill  [H.L.] 

{The  Lord  Balfour  of  BurUy) 
L  Presented ;  read  1»  *  Feb  16 

LooKwooD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Parliament— Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  116 

LoiTDON,  Bishop  of 

Traro  Cathedral— Fabric  and  ScrTioes—  Select 
Committee,  083 

London   Coal  and  Wine    Duties  Con- 
tinuance Bill 

(Sir  Robert  Fowler,   Mr.  Baring,  Mr,   Tation 

Efforton,  Colonel  Bughes,  Mr,  Webster,  Colonel 

Duncan,  \Mr,    Seager^Hunt,    Mr,    Wootton 

Itaaeton) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  V^  * 
Feb  13  [BiU  96] 

London  Corporation  {Charges  ofJUaherea' 
tion) 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Feb  13,  258 

Lord  AdyooatE;  The  (see  Maodonald, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

LoBD  Lieutenant  of  Ibeland  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Balfoue,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.  ) 

LoBD   Lieutenant    of  Ibeland — Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  to  the 
'  (see    Kinq-Harman,    Bight    Hon. 
Colonel  E.  B.) 

LoBD  Pbesident  of  the  Council  {see 
Obanbbooe,  Yiscount) 

LoBD  Pbiyy  Seal  {see  Cadoqan,  Earl) 


Lotteries —  Oamlling  Acts — Prize  Drawing 
at  Stoke-on' Trent 
Question,  Captain    Heathcote  ;    Answer,  The 
Secretarjr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  27,  U83 

Lowtheb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Camherland,  Pen' 
rith 
Cbaritj  Commission — The  Commissioners,  155 

Rojal  Uollowajr  College,  987 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities— The  Re- 
turn, lOOi 

LuBBOOE,  Sir  J.,  London  Univenity 
Parks  ( Metropolis)— Trees  in  St.  James's  Park, 

1857 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XUL  Standing  Committees, 

1702 

Lnnacj  Acts  Amendment  BiU  [hl.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1>  *  Feb  23  (No.  22) 

Lunatic  Asylums — Exemption  from  Rating 
Assessment 
Question,  Mr.   Kimber;    Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Feb  27,  1401 

MoAbthub,  Mb.  A.,  Leicester 

Islands  of  the  Pacific— Samoa,  1838 
Liquor  Ordinances  (Crown  Colonies),  711 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall^  Mid^ 
8t,  Austell 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  L  Sittings  of  the  Ilouse, 
H53 

MoCabtan,  Mr.  M.,  Down^  8, 
Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Attack  on  a  Belfast 

Funeral  Procession,  1380 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1837^ 

Boycotting  the  Police — Sentences,  1222  ; 

—Re-arrest  of  Mr.  Pjne,  M.P.,873, 876 

Irish    Land    Commission  —  Schedules    of 

Prices,  001 ;— Sub- Commission  for  Co. 

Down,  381,382,  550,  862,  1233,  1234, 

1400 

Land  Law  Act,  1887— Tenants  of  the  Lord 

Lieutenant,  1376 
Magistracy- Mr.  J.  E.  Barrett,  J.  P.,  251 
Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department) — Central 
Telegraph  Office- Promotion,  1244 

M'Oabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 
Ireland — Administration  of  the  Law — *<  Blunt 
V,  Byrne,"  562 

Macdonald,  Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Edinburgh  and  St,  An- 
drew's Universities 
Crofters'  Commission— Holdings,  1375 
Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotland)    Act    (1886) 
Amendment,  2R.  1201 
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Maodovald,  Right  Hon.  J.  H.  A. — wnL 

Parliament— Qnecn't  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  1014,  1035, 1036, 1041,  1042,  1043, 
1046,  1047,  1048,  1054,  1068,  1079,  1104, 
1154,1155,  1166 
Scotland — QueBtions 

Bankruptoj  Laws — Imprisonment  for  Debt, 

1245 
Distress  in  the  nighlands,  379 
Education — School  Board  Elections,  1647 
t^ibhery  Board — Purchase  of  Boats,  1830 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  John  Auld,  a 

Bankrupt,  1820,  1821 
Lewis,  Destitution  in,  148 ; — Measles  in, 

866 
Magistracy— The  Sheriff  of  Sutherland,  999 
Prison  Commissioners — Closing  of  Cupar 

County  Prison,  1827 
Register  of  Sasinos,  Edinburgh— Office  of 

Keeper,  240,  1826,1827 
Salmon  Fisheries — Tweed  Fishery  Acts— 
Amendment,  1057 
Sc.i    Fishery    Department — Trawling    within 

Territorial  Waters,  1486, 1487 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  1547, 
1548 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sli^o,  N, 

Civil  Service  Appointments — Examination  of 

Candidates,  1236 
Ireland—  Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 
Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Dromore— Sen- 
tence on  a  Ballad  Singer,  1821, 1822 
Post  Office— Non-dclivery  of  a  Registered 

Letter,  860 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works — 
Proposed  Expenditure,  1217 

McDonald,  Dr.  B.,  Ron  and  Cromarty 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1063,  1068 
Scotland — Education  —  School    Board    Elec- 
tions, 1647 

Macdonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,   Quem^B  Co.^ 
OsBory 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1387  —  Suppression  of  National  League 
Branches,  260,  261 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fbaseb-,  Inverness' 
shire 
Register   of    Sasinos,    Edinburgh — Office    of 
Keeper,  249 

McLaben,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 
Parliaments-Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure],  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1760 
Parliament — Privilege    (Wrongful    Arrest   of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  266,  268 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Burmah  (Uppsr)— The  Ruby  Mines,  1843 
India — Graving   Dock  in    Bombay   Uarbour, 

1843 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1739 
Post  Office -Postage  to  India  and  China,  376, 

877 


M*NeiU,  Jfr.,  Death  of,  at  B&uUyns 

Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dua- 
raven ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  Feb  1 4,  367 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Dublin  Ukiversiiy 
Irel  and— Questions 

Law  and  Justice — Bantry  Potty  Session^ 

1874  ;— Durrus  Petty  Sessions,  1836 
Law   Officers — Resignation   of  Mr.  J.  C. 

Blake,  Crown  Solicitor.  1226 
Planting  of  Trees—"  Statutory  Termon," 
711 
Ireland — Criminal   Law  and   Procedare  Act, 
1887— Questions 
Magistracy — Appoiotxnonts  under  the  Act, 

l83iS:— Refusal  of  Bail.  1360,  1301 
Rathmoro  Petty  Sessions,  Proceedings  at, 

1484 
Trial  of  the  Mayor  of  Cork,  866 

Ireland — Magistracy — Questions 
Ciptain  Soagrave,  R.M.  657 
Kanturk  Petty  Sessions  Court,  1370,  1492 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche.  R.M.  1363, 1363 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  353,  360,  403,  494  ;  Report,  1314 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of 
County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1571, 
1672,  1673,  1676 

Maoheramobne,  Lord  (Ohairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works) 
London   Theatres — Captain    Shaw's    Report, 
694 

Mahony,  Mr.  p.,  Heath,  If. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
Bwor  to,  128 

Malta 

The    New  ConttUuHon^Fapert  and  Come- 
tpondencet  Question,   Earl  Do   La  Warr 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (The'Earl  of  Onslow)  Feb  10, 
138 
Conttiiulional  Changes,  Question,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the   Colonies  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  Feb  24,  1376 
Boundary    Commissioners — Expenset,    Ques- 
tion,   Dr.    Cameron ;    Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of   State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  21,  1481 

Manners,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  H. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Dachj  of  Lan- 
caster), Leicestershire,  E. 

Agricultural  and  Dairy  Schools  ^Report  of  the 
Commission,  1233 

Army— Horse  Breeding — Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  1477 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  889,  890 
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Marrii^e  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
BiU 

^I^r.  Eeneage^  Mr.  Broadhurtt,  Mr,  Surt,  Mr, 
Char  lei  Cameron,  Mr.  Jeae  ColUngt,  Mr, 
Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell) 

e.  Ordered  ;  road  !•  •  Feb  10  [BiU  3] 


Hairiage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
(India)  BiU 

{Sir   William  Flowden,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Vis* 

eount  Baring) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  20  [Bill  134] 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 

Ireland  —  Planting   of    Trees  —  ••  Statutory 
Termori,"  710 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Poblie  Works 
— Drainage  and  Land  ImproFement,  503  ; 
Railway  Mismanagement,  1006 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  913 
Poblio    Meetings  ^-  Special   Shorthand    Re- 
porters, 550 

Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birminghamj  E. 
Antbropometrical  System,  1817 
Coal   Mines    Regalation    Act,   1887— Cheek- 
weighmen,  870,  1002 

Criminal  Law — Questions 
ConTiot  Bowles,  710 
Murder  of  Elisabeth  Olirer,  at  East  Hull, 

U82 
Release  of  Cope,  a  ConTiot,  1651 
Release  of  George   Beaseley,  a   Confict, 

1239 

Employers'  Liability,  261 

Gambling  Acts— Prize  Drawing  at  Stoke-on- 
Trent,  U83 

Houses  of  Parliament— The  Police,  380 

Industrial  Schools  Act  (1875)  Amendment — 
Emigration,  1358 

Inspection  of  Quarries,  375 

Labour  Statistics,  715 

Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Assizes— North- Eastern  Circuit,  1816 

County  Courts,  1479 

Court       Houses  —  Accommodation      for 

Prisoners  awaiting  Trial,  542 
Ireland  —  "  Blunt    v.    Byrne  *'  —  Prison 

Clothing,  1364 
LiTcrpool  Assizes— Sentences  of  Corporal 

Punishment  by  Mr.  Justice  Grantham, 

1206,  1639 
Suffolk  County  Courts,  992 

Law  and  Police— Rerival   of  Pugilism,  864, 
8C5 
Street  Robberies  In  St.  Luke's,  149,  1648 
Merchant  Seamen— Case  of  the  Negro  Riley, 

1637 
Merchant  Shipping  Act— The  <'  Embleton," 

1225 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  678,  679, 687 

[Mfi<. 


Matthswb,  Right  Hon.  H.— ^on/. 

Metropolitan    Improvements  —  Gray's    Inn 
Road  —  Dwellings    of   the    Lnbouring 
Classes,  1228 
New  Street  from  llolborn  Town  Hall,  1229 
Metropolitan  Police — Questions 

Charges  of*  Blackmailing."  1230 
Constable  Bloy,  Case  of,  152,  234 
Crossing  Sweepers,  1815 
Notice  of  Police  Orders,  151 
Numbers,  1490,  1841 

Stipendiary  Magistrate  of  West  Ham  anl 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  559 

Parliament— Admission  of  Strangers  to  the 
Speaker's  Gallery,  57 

Parliament — PriTilege  (Wrongful  Arrest  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien],  Res.  268,  270,  275, 
276 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis — Tower 
Hill,  253 ;— Trafalgar  Square,  870 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1890, 
1901,  1905,  1906,  1909,  1912,  1913,  1914 

Quarries,  Inspection  of,  T18 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  330,  544 

Royal  Commission  on  CItII  Establishments, 
1829 

Scotland— Inspectors  of  Mines  (Western  Dis- 
trict), 1472 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estinutes,  1837-8) — 
Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs,  Great 
BriUin,  1546 

Theatres  (London  and  the  ProTinoes) —Con- 
struction, 543,  1656 

Wales— Tithe  Agitation — Questions 

Cwm,  Co.  Flint^AUoged  Assault   by  an 

Emergency  Man,  1476 
"Emergency  Men,"  1217 
Employment  of  MiliUry,  183i,  1835 
Tithe  Seizures  and  Sales,  1844 


Mattinson,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Liverpool,  Walton 
War    OflBce — Army    Contracts —Specification 
and  Inspection,  1824 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 

Treasury),  Wig  ton 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-S)-- 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1878,  1879 

Maynb,  Admiral  E.  0.,  Pembroke  and 
Eaverfordwett 
Admiralty — Pensions   to  Widows,   Ac. — Un- 
claimed Prize  Money,  545 


Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887 

Action  of  Colonial  Oovemments,  Question, 
Mr.  Hoylo ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  Feb  28,  1640 

Labels  on  Goods^^*  Foreign  Make,**  Question, 
Mr.  Dixon 'Hartland;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  28, 
1642 

Sale  of  Foreign  Meat,  Question,  Mr.  0.  W. 
Gray  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trado  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Mar  1, 
1836 
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MerchandUe  Marki  Act,  1887 — eont. 

Tfic  Convention  of  Rome,  1886 — QQestion,  Mr. 
Mundella;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
guBson)  Feb  13,  250 

The  InttructiouM,  Question,  Sir  Bcrnhard 
Snmuelson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  16,  518 

Merihant    Seamen — Cate    of  the    Negro 
Riley 
Question,  Mr.  King  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  Stato  for  the   Ilome   Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  28, 1636 

Merchant  Shipping  Aci~''  The  HmhU- 
ton" 
Question,  Mr.  Oourley  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  23,  1224 

Merchant  Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Ifr.  King,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  White, 
Sir  John  Puteeton,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton, 
Admiral  Field,  Mr,  Bond) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l«  *  Feb  20  [BiU  133] 

Metalliferons  Mines  BiU 

{Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Mr,  Fenwiek,  Mr, 
Uradlaugh,  Mr,  Stanhope,  Mr,  Angm  Suther- 
land, Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor,  Mr.  Burt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  27  [Bill  U6] 

Metbopolis  ( Questions) 

Conimotit — Wandaioorth  Common — Damage  by 
Vehicular  Trafie,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber : 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  16.  544 

The  Parkin  Treet  in  St.  James* s  Park,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  John  Lubbook,  Dr.  Parquharson  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Planket)  Feb  24, 1357 

Metropolitan  Improvements 

Cray's  Inn  Road — Dwellings  of  the  Labouring 
Classes,  Question,  Mr.  Atherley-Jones ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Homo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  23, 
1227 

New  Street  from  Kolbom  Town  Hail,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Atherley-Jones  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  23, 
1229 

St.  Martin' S'le-Orand,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Row- 
Linds  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Feb  20,  865 

Subway  between  Greenwich  and  Blaekwall, 
Question,  Mr.  Boord  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tattoo 
Egerton  Feb  21,  080 

[Sec  title  Publie  Meetings] 

Metropolis  Local  Government  Bill 

{Mr.  leaace,  Mr.  Kimber,  Major ^  General  Golds ' 
worthy,  Mr.  Bawnann,  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Mr. 
Hunt,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  Colonel  Duncan) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  U] 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Iler  Ma- 
jesty that  She  will  bo  graciously  pleased  to 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  working  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  and  into  the  irregv* 
larities  which  are  alleged  to  hare  taken 
place  in  connection  therewith,  and  to  assure 
Her  M.ije8ty  that  this  House  will  oooenr  la 
empowering  such  Commission  to  take  evi* 
donee  on  oath,  to  compel  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, to  grant  certificates  of  indemnity  to 
witnesses  in  such  cases  as  may  be  desirable 
and  proper,  and  to  call  for  all  necessary 
records  and  documents"  {Lmrd  Rat^dolpik 
Churchilt)  Feb  16,  66i 

Aftnr  short  debate,  Amendt.  after  **  there- 
with,'* insert  '*  and  also  in  the  trantaeUoos 
of  soeh  of  the  London  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  as  the  Commissioners  may  deem 
necessary  "  {Mr.  Broadhwrst)  ;  Qoestion 
proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted ; "  after  further  short  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  39,  N.  130 :  M.  01  (D.L.  i) ;  Main 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Usa  Ma/bstt's  Airswaa  to  thb  Aodbbss  re- 
ported Feb  27,  U60 

Mbthopoutan    Board    of    Works  — 
Chairman  {see  Maohbramorne,  Lord) 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Local 
Management,  ftcO  Bill 

{Colonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr.  Whtt^ 
more,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  10  [BUI  88] 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  Expenses  Bill 

{Mr,   Webster,  Mr.   Tatton  Egerton,  Mr,  Isaacs, 

Mr.  MapU) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  13  [BUI  113] 


Metropolitan  Police,  The 

Case  of  Constable  Bloy,  Questions,  Mr.  Piokers- 
gill,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Uonae  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  10,  I5\i  Feb  13, 
253 

Charges  of  **  Blaehnailing**  Question,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews]  Feb  23,  1230 

Crossing  Sweepers,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  1, 
1845 

Ifotiee  of  Police  Orders,  Question,  Mr. 
Howell ;  Answer,  The  Seeratary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  10,  151 

Numbers,  Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  27,  USO; 
Mar  1, 1841 
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MeiropolUan  Poliee,  Tite^eont. 

The  Chief  Commiitioner— Alleged  Re/Ucliom 
on  the  ^lipcndiarif  Mapitlrate  of  We»t  Ham 
(Mr,  Uaggallay\  Qaestion,  Xfr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answer,  Tho  Secretnr/  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Fth  10, 
550 

Street  Robberiet  in  St.  Luke*i,  Qacstions,  Mr. 
J.  [lowlands ;  Answers,  Tho  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  fMr.  Mat- 
thews) Feb  10,  U9  ;  Feb  28, 1017* 

MiDLETON,  Viscount 

Hoase  of  Lords — Iloor  of  Meeting,  695 

MiLLTowNy  Earl  of 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1352 
Theatres — Bnrning  of  the  Exeter  Theatre — 
Report  of  Captain  Shaw,  985 

Mining  Accidents  Insurance  (Scotland} 
Bill 

{Mr,  Bairdy  Mr,  Soziet\  Mr,  Vernon,  Mr, 
Hugh  Klliot,  Mr,  Bruee) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  U  [Bill  120] 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Deyon) 
Bill 

{Mr,  Charlet  Aeiand,  Mr,  Biekford-Smith,  Mr, 
BolithOf  Mr,  Courtney y  Mr,  W Arthur,  Mr, 
SeaU'Hayne) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l®  •  Feb  IS  [Bill  114] 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Mamhtg,  WhiU- 

chapel 
Post  OflBee— Mail  Despatches  to  the  United 

States,  1474 
Public  Meetings  in   the   Metropolis— Tower 

nui,  253 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 

Mint  (including  Coinage),  1530, 1532 

MoBE,  Mr.  E.  J.y  Shropshire,  Ludlow 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  920,  921 

MoBOAN,  Eight  Hon.  O.  Osborne,  Den- 
highehire,  E, 

Kgtpt— Judge  Adroeate  General  at  Cairo, 
257,  878 

Malta— Constitutional  Changes,  1375 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Uouse,  Res. 
1886 

Parliament — Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  lies.  I.  Sittings  of  tho  Uouse, 
1441  ;  II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1060 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  908 

MonoAN,  '}&x,  0.  Y.,  Baiter  sea 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Aet,  1887— Charges 
for  Searching,  1848 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  1181 

Sale  of  Beer— Adulteration  of  Malt  Lii^uors, 
1825 

VOL.  COOXXII.  [thied  series.] 


MoBLBY,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Neweasile-upon* 
Tyne 

Parliament— Adjournment,  1695.  1596 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedurn),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1427,1437:  III.  Disorderly  Conduct,  1085, 
1692;  lY.  irrelevanceor  Repetition,  1700 

Parliament— Pri village  (Wrongful  Arrest  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  Amondt.  301 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  177,  179, 182,  650,  654,  658,  %\\, 
819 

Morocco — Alleged  Outrage  upon  a  British 

Subject 

Question,   Sir    John    Simon ;    Answer,   The 

Under    Secretary    of    State    for    Foreign 

Affiiin  (Sur  Jamei  Fergusfon)  Feb  28,  1650 

Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  17  (No.  16) 

Read  2*  Fe5  28, 1597 

Moss,  Mr.  E.,  Winchester 
Parliamentary    Eleotions-^Winohester    Elec- 
tion, 1308 

Konntains,     Bivers,     and     Pathways 
(Wales)  Bill 

{Mr,  Thomas  ElKs,  Mr,  WiUiam  Abraham, 
Mr.  Bowen  Bowlandt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  17  [Bill  120] 

MoTTNT  -  Edgoumbe,     Earl    of    (  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household) 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 

swer  to,  582 
Tmro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Serriees,  2R.  696 

MuNDELLA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
Charity    Commissioners  —  Royal    Ilolloway 

College,  988 
Electric  Lighting  Act,  1882, 1226 
India — Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1235 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887 — The  ConTOQ- 

tion  of  Rome,  250 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Ues.  IX.  Divisions,  1730,  1759 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  158,162,505 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

Bankruptcy   Department  of  tho   Board   of 

Trade,  1525 
Trade  and  Commerce — Foreign  Competition— 

Mr.  Giffen's  Report,  U80 

Municipal  Franchise  (Belfast)  Bill 

{Mr,  De  Cobain,  Mr,  Etelemont,  Mr,  O'Neill, 

Mr.  Fenwiek) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  De  Cobain)  Feb  21, 
1121 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
BiU  ordorod ;  read  !<"«  [Bill  138] 
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Kanicipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  II$nry  Campbell,  Mr,  Sexton^  Mr,  T,  M, 
Mealy,  Mr,  Carew,  Mr,  T,  D,  Sullivan,  Mr. 
Oray,  Sir  Thomat  Etmondo) 

6.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  10  [Bill  15] 


Bates  Dill 

(^Mr.  Craig,  Mr,  Rowntre$,  Mr.  Dodds, 
Sir  Albert  Mollit) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Feb  13  [BUI  109] 

MuRFHT,  Mr.W.  M.,  DMtn,  8L  PairtcJ^s 

Parliament — Qaeen'a  Speech,  AddreM  in  An- 
awer  to,  440,  447 

FatioEal  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Mayne,  Mr,  Clancy,  Mr,  Peter  M*Donald, 
Mr.  Tuite,  Mr,  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  E.Ear, 
rington) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  J'tfd  10  [Bill  23] 

Nayt  ( QuBBtioni) 

Coaetguard  Station  on  JBere  Uland,  Qoestions, 
Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiraltj  (Lord  George  Ilamilton) 
Feb  24,  1360 

Chreenwieh  Sotpital  Fund,  Question,  Sir 
Samuel  Wilson  ;  Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiraltj  (Mr.  Ashmead  -  Bartlett) 
Feb  23  1230 

M,M.  Yacht"  Victoria  and  Albert;*  (luetiion, 
Mr.  Goorley;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Ilamilton) 
Feb  16,  655 

Mr.  F,  W.  Smith,  a  lA>wer  Division  Clerk, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton).  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  \V.  11. 
Smith)  Feb  24,  1307 

Naval  Intelligenee  Department,  Question,  Lord 
Charles  Beresford  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Feb  13,  247 

Pemions  to  Widows,  jte, — Unclaimed  Prise 
Money,  Question,  Admiral  Mayne  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  16,  545 

Thb  Dooktabds 

Accidents  at  Sheemess,  Question,  Mr.  Knatoh- 
buU-Hugessen  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
FeblA,3U 

Dockyard  EttahlishmenU^Sheerness,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  KnatohbuU- llugessen  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Ilamilton)  Feb  14,  375 

Devonport  Dock — Vice  Admiral  Orant,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Labouohero ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil* 
ton)  Fa  20,  867 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  N. 

.   Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Aotj 
1887  (Cases  Tried),  1125 
Harbours  and  Railways  in  Ireland  *>Reporta  of 
the  Commissioners,  157 


NoLAX,  Colonel  J.  P. — eoni; 

Ireland — Gcner.il  Prisons  Board — Bibles,  379 

Piers  and  lI.irbours— Galway  Doek,  S7i 
Italy  and  Abrssinia^Massowah,  540 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (  Ralet  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Uoose, 

1437  :  II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1670  ;  IIL 
Disorderly  Condoet.  1701  ;  IV.  Irreleeajwe 
or  Repetition,  1710;  XIII.  SUnding  Goia- 
mittees,  1789 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Addrosa  io  An- 
swer to,  06, 08 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  18S7-8)— • 
Poblio  Buildings,  Ireland,  1516 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin,  1519 

Ways   and    Means — Financial    Statonieiit    of 
1887— Relief  of  Loeal  Taiation,  500 

Fonconfomiist  Marriages  (Attendftnee 
of  Begistrars)  Bill 

{Mr.  Atkinson,  Captain  Colomb,  Sir  John  Simon, 
Mr.  Orctrian,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr. 
Qourley,  Mr.  Fenieiek,  Mr.  WiUiam 
Abraham  {Olamorgau),  Mr.  Thomas,  Mr, 
KeUy,  Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr.  J.  M, 
Maclean,  Mr,  Howard  Vincent,  Mr,  Sin^ 
clair) 

€.  Ordered ;  road  1*  •  2^5  20  [Bill  153] 

NoBBis,  Mr.  E.  8.,  Tow§r  HamleU^  Ziau- 

housa 
Army— Royal    Barraoka,   DobUn-^IntaniCaiy 

Condition,  154 
Parliament — Busineas  of  the  Douse  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Iloase, 

1430 
Post  Office— Gorernmont  Elcctrieal  Faetory, 

Holloway,  549 
Publio  Departments — Supsrannuation   AUow- 

anoes,  1006 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887*8)~- 

County  Courts,  1537 

North  American  Fieheriee 

The  Fisheries  Disputes,  Question,  Mr.  Goar- 
loy ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  16,  558 

The  Treaty,  Questions,  Mr.  £.  Robertson  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Aflkirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  23, 1248 

NoBTHCOTB,  Hon.  Sir  H.  Stafford,  Exeter 

Parliament — Business  ol  the  Douse  (Roles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  tbo  Uoose, 

1438  ;  V.  Motions  for  Adjournment  in  Abase 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  1717 

Theatres  (London  and  the  ProTlnces) — ^(ToB- 
struction,  543 

Nm'ih  Sea  Liquor  Traffic — Floating  Qr^ 

Shops — International  Conference  at 

the  Hague 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeok  :  Answer,  Tbe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiirt 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  10, 543 
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Norton,  Lord 

Artiianf  and  Labourers'  DwcUingB,  Motion  for 
Papers,  18  li 


Oaths  Bill 

(Mr.  Bradlauffh,  SirJohn  Simon,  Mr.  KeUy,  Mr, 

Courtney  Kenny,   Mr,   Burt,  Mr,   Coleridge^ 

Mr,  IlUfigworth,  Mr.  EieharU,  Colonel  Syrt, 

Mr.  JiMte  Colling t) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  l<*  * 
Feb  10  [Bill  7] 

O'Beien,  Mr,  P.,  Monaghan,  N, 

Ireland— Post  Office,  Dublin  (Telegraph  Do- 
partroent) — Miss  M.  A.  Gough,  1816 

Parliament — Privilege  (Wrongful  Arrest  of  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  282 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipp&rary^  N, 

Ireland — Salmon  Fisheries — Killaloc,  1001 

Q'Bribn,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,  N,E. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887  —  Alleged  Meetings  of  Suppressed 
Branches  of  the  National  League,  8d2 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  666,  503,  645,  649,  721,  729,  730, 
731,  732,  733,  734,  771 

Occupiers'  Disqualification  Bemoval  Bill 

{Mr,   JThittnore,  Mr,  Jefreyt,  Mr,  IToiierg  Mr, 

Mowbray) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  13  [BUI  i  10] 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  JDonegal,  E, 

Admiralty — Mr.  F.  W.  Smith,  a  Lower  DiTi* 

sion  Clerk,  1368 
Army—  Questions 

Army  Contracts — Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment —  Inspection    and    Reception    of 
Leather,  1647 ;— Supply  of  Leather,  1376, 
1377 
Auxiliary  Forces — Tower  Ilamlets  Engi- 
neer Volunteers — Burgess  Short,  1835 
Chaplains'  Department,  1377 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores,  995 
Board  of  Inland  ReTcnoe — Political  Serrants, 

1847 
Customs  Department — Political  Servants,  1848 
Ireland — Boycotting— Explanation  of  Terms, 
550 
Irish  r^and  Commission — Sub-Commission 
for  Co.  Donegal,  999,  135G,  1490,  1401 
Parliament— Business  of  the  llooso,  1382 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  III.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1699 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  418,  527,  834 
Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 

SuperannuationX  2R.  1349 
Puhlio  Departments — Superannuation  Allow. 

ances,  1007 
Scotland— Inspectors  of  Mines  (Western  Dis- 
trict), 1472 

l^eont. 
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O'CoxNNon,  Mr.  K,—eont, 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)  — 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  1525 
Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act,  1875, 1872 
Public    Buildings    (Ireland),    1499,   1505 
1513 


O'CoNNOE,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper ary^  8. 

Ireland— Riots,  Ac— City  ofCoik,  1471 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  o 

Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1749 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 

swer  to,  309 
Parliamentary    Elections — Winchester    £Ieo« 

tion,  1369 
Sunday  Closing  Acts  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  1594 

O'CoNNOE,  Mr.  T.  p.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Admiralty — Mr.  F.  W.  Smith,  a  Lower  DitI- 

sion  Clerk,  1367,  1368 
Ireland — Magistracy — The   Resident    Magis- 
trates, 1253 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art— South  Kensing- 
ton Museum — Loans  of  Works  of  Art,  1837* 
1828 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1882 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1385 
Parliament^-Businesi  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure),   Res.   III.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1687 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  1276 
Parliamentary   Elections— Deptford  Election, 
1003,  1004 
Winchester  Election,  1369 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1878 
Salaries,    Allowances,    and     Expenses    of 
County  Court  Officers,  die.  in  Ireland, 
1573,  1587 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1802 
Wages  (Ireland),  Leave,  1121,  1122 
War    Office — Army    Contracts— Speoificatioil 
and  Inspection,  1825 
Island  Bridge,  Dublin,  1831 

Office  nndor  the  Crown  (Vaeati  g  of 
Seats)  Bill 

{Mr,  W,  F,  Lawrence,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr, 
Hobhouae,  Mr*  Tomlinson,  Mr,  Francis  Steven* 
eon,  Mr,  Edmund  Mobertton,  Mr,  Seager  Hunt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  13  [BiU  98] 

Official  Trustee  B  1 

{Mr,   Warmington,  Mr,   Haldane,    Mr,    Bowen 

Rowlands) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22  [Bill  142] 

O'Hba,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  IT. 

Law  and  Justice— Law  of  E?idenoe— County 

Court  Practice,  554 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeobi  Addresi  in  An* 

swer  to,  310 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)^ 

Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  of  County 

Court  Officers,  &o,  in  Ireland,  1568,  157i 
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OxsLow,  Earl  of  (UnJer  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 

Afiica  (South)— Dela^oa  B.iy  Railwaj,  1467 
Colonisation — Answers  to  Circular,  697 
Halta— Tho    New  Constitutions-Papers    and 
Correspondence,  138 

{S$critary  io  the  Board  of  Trade) 

Sweating  System,  Molion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mitteOi  1614 

Ordnance  Deparimeni^aQe  Army 
OntlawrieB  Bill 

e.Vi%h^VFeb9 

Paeifie^  Jslands  of  the 
Reii^oue  Persecution  in  Tonga,  Qncstion,  Mr. 
Honry  II.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
Feb  21.  068 
Samoa,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nics (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  1 ,  1838 
[See  title  Southern  Paeijie'] 

Paobt,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  Welle 

Agricultoral  and  Dairy  Schools— Report  of 
the  Commission,  1233 

Local  and  Imperial  Finance—  Incidence  of  Im- 
perial Taxation,  1816 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure),  Res.  II.  Closure  of  Debate, 
1671  ;  111.  Disorderly  Conduct.  1689, 1690 

Parliament — Queen's  speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  90S 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)*- 
County  Courts,  I5il 

Parish  Testries  Beform  Bill 

(Jff.  Cobb,  Mr,  Channing,  Sir  Walter  Footer, 
Mr.  SeaU'Bayne,  Mr,  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr,. 
Arthur  Aeiandf  Mr,  Vintfrbotham) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  91] 

Parker,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  V.  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment  in  Abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
17U 

Parliament 

LOKDS— 

MkITINO  of  THB  PlRLIAMKNT  Ftb  9 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  by  Com- 
mission 

Roll  of  tuk  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  delivered  at  tho  Table  (in  the 
usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal 
in  the  Third  Session  of  the  Twenty-fourth 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  Feb  9 

J^et  i^ajes$ts*i$  iWost  (JHtactous  Zmtt^ 

delivered  by  The  Lord  Cbivobllob  Feb  9,  3 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by 

The   Lord    Cuinckllob  ;    An    Address    to 

HzB  Majibtt  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl 

[eoni. 


PARLTiyiKT — L0RDS>-Mn/. 

of  Cbawford  (tho  Motion  being  seconded  \f 
Lord  Arustbonq)  F*b  0,  6;  after  debate, 
Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dieeentiewte 
Personal  Statement.  Earl  Granville ;  Observa- 
tions, Tho  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  The  Earl 
0fKimberleyJe6  10,133 

Heb  Majesty's  Axbweb  to  thb  Addbbss 
reported  Feb  10,  632 

[^For  Lordi  Addreee—uo  Appendix.] 

Chairman  of  CommitUeS'-The  Dnko  of  Book* 
ingham  and  Chandos  appointed,  n^aititd  </£#- 
eentienU,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committeea 
of  this  House  for  this  Session  Feb  9 

Committee  for  jPnttV^^^f— appointeu  Feb  9 

Sub'Commiltee  for  the  Journals,  appointed 
Feb  9 

Appeal  CommitUe — appointed  Feb  9 

OjfSse  of  the  Clerk  of  the  ParliamenU  end 
Office  of  tXe  OentUman  Usher  of  the  Biack 
Hod  —  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  i^06  10;  List  of  the  Committee, 
Ui 

Standing  Orders  CommtV/^^— appointed  Feb  16; 
List  of  the  Committee,  532 

Committee  of  Selection — appointed  Feb  16; 
List  of  the  Committee,  532 

Private  Bills 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  16 

Mouse  of  Lords — Sour  of  Meeting,  Qnestioa, 
Observations,  Earl  Beauchamp,  Ylaeoont 
Midleton  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and 
Secretary  of  Sta^e  for  Foreign  AiEsirs  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  Feb  17,  696 

COMMONS— 

Privileges — Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  be  appointed  Fob  9 

Public  Petitions — Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  F^  10 ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 240 

Printing — Seleot  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Feb  13  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
364 

5«2rc^t0ji— Committee  nominated  Feb  16 ;  List 
of  the  Committee.  690 

Standing  Orders  —  Committee  nominated 
Feb  16;  List  of  the  Committee,  690 

Public  Accounts — Seleet  Committee  nomi- 
nated Feb  23  :  List  of  the  Committee,  1350 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  {Mouse  of 
Commons) — Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Feb  13 ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 364 

Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  Session  1887 — 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Feb  24, 1367 

9tytire00  in  Sns&ier  to  f^er  iSHajesits's 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by 
Mr.  Spbakib  ;  An  humble  Address  thereon 
moved  by  Mr.  Whabtok  (the  Motion  being 
seconded  by  Colonel  DuNOAif)  Feb  9,  58; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
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Debate  reiamed  [Second  Night]  Feb  10,  158  ; 
after  long  debate.  Debate  farther  adjoarned 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Feb  13,305; 
after  debate,  Amendt.  to  learo  out  para- 
graphs ten  and  eleven,  insert  "  Ilumbljr  to 
represent  to  Her  Majestj  that  the  portion 
of  the  Irish  legislation  of  last  Session  which 
was  of  an  ameliorative  eharnctcr  hns  tended 
to  diminish  agrarian  crimey  whereas  the 
repressive  legislation  of  the  Session  has 
done  mueh  to  alienate  the  sympathy  and 
respect  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjeets  for 
the  law  ;  and  that  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  as  well  as 
maoh  of  the  action  of  the  Executive  in  Ire- 
land, has  been  harsh,  partial,  and  mis- 
chievoas  "  (Mr,  Farnell),  352  ;  Question 
proposed,  *•  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after 
Jurtber  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Feb  14,  384  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  Further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Feb  13,  477 ; 
after  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Sixth  Night]  Feb  10,  566 ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjoarned 

Debate  resamed  [Seventh    Night]    Feb    17, 

718  ;    after    long    debate.    Question   put ; 

A.   817,  N.  220  ;   M.  88  ;    Division  List, 

Ayea  and  Noes,  836 
Main  Question  again  proposed,  841 ;  Debate 

further  adjournod 

Debate  resomod  [Eighth  Night]  Feb  20,  88d  ; 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  at  end,  add  **  But 
this  House  humbly  expresses  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty its  regret  that  another  deficit  is 
threatened  in  the  Indian  Budget,  and  that 
it  has  been  deemed  necessary  to  raise  the 
Salt  Tax  in  order  jto  meet  the  same  ; 

*■  That  it  views  with  anxiety  these  recurring 
deficits  in  the  Indian  Revenue  Accounts, 
and  urges  greater  economy  in  the  Adminis- 
tration ; 

"  That  it  calls  upon  the  Government  of  India 
to  meet  tho  wishes  of  the  Nntivc  population, 
both  in  respect  of  finance  and  administra- 
tion, so  far  as  it  can  do  so  consistently  with 
prudence  and  sound  policy,  and  that  it  urges 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  redeem  the 
promise  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  two 
years  ago,  that  an  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  Government  of  India  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Royal  Oommission  for  that 
purpose"  {Mr.  S'imwl  Smith )t  015  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
added  ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  079  ;  Debate 
further  adjoarned 

Question,  Mr.  Bartley;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Feb  21,  1003 

Debate  resamed  [Ninth  Night]  Fe5  21,  1010 
Amendt.  at  end,  add  *'  Humbly  to  express  to 
your  Majesty  our  regret  that  no  reference  is 
made  in  Your  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  the 
acute  distress  which  prevails  in  many  parts 
of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  to 
the  disturbances  which  have  arisen  out  of 
that  distress,  or  to  any  projected  remedial 
legislation  intended  to  put  an  end  to  the  oriti- 
oal  stato  of  matters  which  at  present  exists 
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in  the  North  of  Scotland  "  {Dr.  Cameron), 
1034;  Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  added;*'  after  long  debate. 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Wallace) ;  Question  put,  and  negatived  ; 
original  Question  put ;  A.  133,  N.  194 ; 
M.  01  (D.  L.  6) 
Main  Question  again  proposed,  1110;  after 
short  debate,  Debato  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  Feb  22,  1184 
Amendt.  at  end,  add  "  Humbly  to  represent  to 
Her  Majesty  that,  owing  to  the  great  fall  in 
the  value  of  agrieultural  produce,  the  pay- 
ment of  rents  in  Scotland  fixed  before  such 
fall  has  in  many  cases  become  impossible, 
and  that,  by  reason  of  many  landlords  not 
having  made  any  reduction  of  rents  or  hav- 
ing mado  reductions  wholly  inadequate,  great 
loss,  in  some  oases  amounting  to  ruin,  is 
being  incurred  by  occupiers  of  land,  and  to 
praji  that,  by  tho  creation  of  some  competent 
tribunal  or  otherwise,  steps  may  be  taken  to 
relieve  the  occupiers  of  agrieultural  land 
from  tho  scrioos  consequences  aliovo  men- 
tioned "  {Mr.  Anderson)  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  those  words  be  there  added  ;  " 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  77,  N.  100  ; 
M.  113  (D.  L.  8) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  bo  appointed  to 
draw  up  the  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  upon  tho  said  Resolotion  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1172 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 
and  second  timo  Feb  23,  1172 

Amendt.  at  end  of  paragraph  7,  insert  **  Hum- 
bly to  represent  to  your  Majesty  that  it  will 
conduce  to  our  proper  appreciation  of  certain 
of  the  subjects  which  Her  Majesty  has  re- 
commended to  our  consideration,  if  we  oan 
be  informed  that  no  Correspondence  has  been 
exchanged  between  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
and  the  Government  of  His  Majesty  tho 
King  of  Italy,  containing  any  assurances  of 
a  contractual  character,  which  would  consti- 
tute a  binding  pact  upon  Her  Majesty's 
actual  Ministers  in  the  unfortunate  event  of 
a  war  breaking  out  during  their  tenure  of 
ofiloe  between  the  French  Republic  and  tho 
Kingdom  of  Italy,  or,  if  such  assurances  have 
been  given,  that  thoy  should  bu  brought  to 
our  knowledge "  {Mr,  Labouehere);  Question 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  bo  there  in- 
serted ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ; 
after  further  short  debate,  Further  Proceed- 
ing on  tho  Report  of  tho  Address  deferred 

Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladitono 
Feb  23,  1253 

Further  Proceedings  resumed  Feb  23,  12u4 
Amendt.  after  paragraph  11,  insert  "  That  this 
House  humbly  expresses  to  Her  Majesty  its 
regret  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Tour 
M.-ijesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  any 
measure  for  Ireland  which  shall  deal  with 
tho  arrears  of  excessive  and  unjust  rents 
wliich  have  accumulated  in  many  cases 
during  the  last  two  years  of  agricultural 
depression  from  tho  inability  of  tenants  to 
pay  them,  and  which  bli:ill  prevent  tho 
wholesale    oviolion   of    tenants    which    is 
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tbreatencd  in  the  district  of  Longhrea  and 
Woodford"  {Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre):  Question 
proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  in- 
■nrted  ;  '*  after  long  deb-ite.  Question  put : 

A.  180,  N.  201 ;  M.  15  (D.  L.  11) ;  Address 
agreed  to 

Hbb  Majesty's  Answrb  to  thb  Address  re- 
ported Feb  21, 1400 

A6r.  Bradtaugh  and  ike  Miarque$$  of  Salisbury, 
Personal  Statement,  Mr.  I5radlaugh  ;  Obser- 
Tations,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  0,  48 ;  Personal  Expla- 
nation, Mr.  Bradlangh  Feb  81,  1008 

Abaest  of  Memhers. 
Mr.  Cunmnghame   Qraham*$   Impri$  nmeiU, 
Letter  receiTcd  bj  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  9,  57 

CWmtnoZ  Law  and  Procedure  {Ireland)  Act, 
1887 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  D. 
Sheeby,  Mr.  Alderman  J.  Hooper,  Mr.  Lane, 
Mr.  J.  R.  Cox,  Mr.  A.  Blane,  Mr.  £.  Uar- 
rington,  Mr.  T.  Harrington ;  Letters  re- 
ceived by  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  0,  53 

Mr.  D.  Shcehj,  Mr.  J.  D.  Pjrne,  Mr.  J.  Gil- 
hooly;  Letters  rcecived  bj  Mr.  Speaker 
Feb  13,  244 

Remand  of  a  Member  in  Cuttody  (Mr.  J.  D. 
Pyne)  ;  Letter  received  bj  Mr.  Speaker 
Feb  20,  857 

Impritonmeni  of  a  Member  (Mr.  J.  C.  Flynn) ; 
Letter  received  bj  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  28, 
1057 

SITTINGS  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE   HOUSE 

Ash  Wednuday 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  meet  To-mor- 
row, at  Two  of  the  clock"  {Mr.  W,  S. 
Smith)  Fa  14,384 
Question  pot ;  A.  101,  N.  01  ;  M.  70  (D.  L.  3) 
Moved,  '*  That  this  Ilouse  do  now  adjourn  *' 
Feb  27 ;  after  short  debate,  (Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

£  USINE8S  OF  TEE  HOUSE  AND  P  UBLIC 
BUSINESS 
Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 

The  Address,  Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address 
haTo  precedence  this  da/  of  the  Notices  of 
Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Vtij,  and  To- 
morrow of  the  other  Orders  of  the  Daj  ( J/r. 
W.  B.  Smith)  Feb  14  ;  Feb  21 

Moved,  **  That  the  Orders  of  the  Daj  subse- 
quent to  Supply  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  Public  Meetings 
in  the  Metropolis"  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith) 
Mar  ],  1850;  Motion  agreed  to 

Observations,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith);  Questions, 
Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  Feb  10,  504  ;  Questions,  Sir  Walter 

B.  Barttelot,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Sir  Bernh.ird 
Samuelson  ;  Answers,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith),  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Bench)  Feb  23,  1251  ;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Arthur 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ;  ADSwers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 
Smith),  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  24,  13S1  ;— /ris& 
Questions  and  Answers^  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  20. 
870; — Order  of  Public  Business,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Henry  Fowler,  Mr.  Bradlaagfa  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasarj  (Mr. 
W.  n.  Smith)  F06  22,  1204 

Public  Bills — Amendments  to  Question  far 
Second  Reading  —  Parochial  Boards,  ^. 
Bill— Crofters,  ^e.  Bill,  Questions,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  A.  Sutherland;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker  Feb  27, 1495 

'•Members  of  Parliament  ''—Index  to  the  Return, 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Stoart- Wort  ley)  Feb  23, 
1247 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 

Admission  of  Strangers  to  the  Speaker's  OaU 
Ury,  Question,  Viscount  Ebringtoo  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  IlooM 
Department  (Mr,  Matthews)  Feb  0,  57 

The  Police,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  ilome  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  14,  370 

Westminster  Hall —  The  Restoration,  Questions. 
Mr.  Webster,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  Feb  17,  713 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Souse 
Moved,  **  That  the  Consideration  of  the  pro- 
posed Rules  of  Procedure  hare  precedence 
of  all  Orders  of  tho   Day  and  Notices  of 
Motion  on  every  day  on  which  the  considera- 
tion of  those  Rules  may  bo  set  down  by  the 
Government"  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Fdt2\, 
1332  ;  after  short  debate,  Amcndt.  in  line  3, 
after  <*  day,"  insert  **  except  Wednesdays  " 
{Mr.  Bradlaugh) ;  Question  proposed,  "  Tbst 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  farther 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  150,  N.  247 ; 
M.  07 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1397 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

PARLIAMENT -^  BUSINESS  OF  THS 
HOUSE  {RULES  OF  PROCEDURE)^ 
I.  SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE, 

Moved,  "That,  unless  the  House  otherwise 
order,  tho  House  shall  meet  every  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  at  Three  of 
tho  elock,  and  shall,  unless  previously  ad- 
journed, sit  till  One  of  the  clock  a.m^  when 
the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House  without 
Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  originating  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  or  ooless 
proceedings  made  in  pursuance  of  any  .Aet  of 
rarlianient  or  Standing  Order,  be  then  under 
consideration : 

1  hat  at  Eight  of  the  clock  the  Speaker  or 
Chairm.in,  as  the  case  miy  be,  shall  suspend 
the  silting  by  leaving  the  Chair  until  Nine 
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of  tho  clock,  ir,  arter  the  resumption  of 
basinets,  at  Nine  of  the  clock,  and  before  a 
quarter-past  Nine,  notice  be  tnkcn  that  iO 
Members  are  not  present,  tho  Speaker  or 
Chairman  shall,  unless  40  Members  are 
sooner  proaont,  suspend  tho  sitting  until  a 
quarter-past  Nine,  when  he  shall  count  the 
llouso  or  Committee : 
That  at  half  an  hour  after  midnight  on  Mon- 
dajs,  Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Fridays, 
except  as  aforesaid,  and  at  half-past  FIto  of 
the  clock  on  Wednesdays,  the  proceedings  on 
any  business  then  under  consideration  shall 
bo  interrupted :  and,  if  tho  House  be  in 
Committee,  tho  Chairman  shall  Icare  tho 
Chair,  and  make  his  report  to  the  House ; 
and  if  a  Motion  has  been  proposed  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  IIous<*,  or  of  the  Debate, 
or  in  Committee  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  every 
such  dilatory  Motion  shall  lapse  without 
Question  put ;  and  the  business  then  under 
consideration,  and  any  business  subsequently 
appointed,  shall  bo  appointed  for  the  next 
day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit,  unless 
the  Speaker  ascertains  by  the  preponderance 
of  Toices  that  a  Majority  of  the  House  desires 
that  such  business  should  be  deferred  until 
a  later  day : 

Provided  always.  That  on  the  interruption  of 
business  the  Closure  may  be  moved,  and  if 
moved,  or  if  proceedings  under  the  Closure 
Rule  be  then  in  progress,  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  shall  not  leave  the  Chair,  until 
the  Questions  consequent  thereon,  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Rulo  '  Closure  of  Debate,'  have 
been  decided : 

That  after  the  business  tinder  consideration 
at  half-past  Twelve,  and  half- past  Five 
respectively,  has  been  disposed  of,  no  opposed 
business  shall  be  taken  ;  and  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  the  close  of 
the  Sitting  shall  stand  for  the  next  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit : 

That  a  Motion  may  be  made  by  a  Minister  of 
tho  Crown  at  the  oommencement  of  Public 
Business,  to  be  decided  without  Amendment 
or  Debate,  to  the  following  effect.  *That 
tho  proceedings  on  any  specified  business,  if 
under  disousaion  at  half-past  Twelve  this 
night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  '  Sittings  of  the  llouso  : ' 

Provided  always,  That  after  any  business 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  Rcsolu* 
tion  is  disposed  of,  tho  remaining  business  of 
the  sitting  shall  bo  dealt  with  according  to 
the  provisions  applicable  to  business  taken 
after  half-past  Twelve  o'clock  "  {Mr,  W.  //. 
Smith)  Feb  2i,l^Q0 

After  debato,  Amendt.  in  lino  1,  after  "other- 
wise onler/'  Insert  **  the  Standing  Orders 
relating  to  Wednesday  sitiings  shall  no  longer 
apply  to  the  sittings  on  Wednesday,  but  shall 
apply  to  the  sitiings  on  Friday,  and  tho 
Standing  Orders  relating  to  Fridays  shall  no 
longer  apply  to  the  sittings  on  Friday,  but 
shall  apply  to  the  sittings  on  Wednesday, 
and "  (Mr,  Labouchere)^  1 128  ;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  thoso  words  bo  there  io- 
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serted  ;"  after  further  short  debate,  Question 
put;  A.  105,  N.  167:  M.  63 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  H32 

Amendt.  in  line  2,  afler  *'  at,"  insert  "  half- 
past"  {Mr.  Labonthere),  1435;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  *  half-past,'  Ac.  ; "  after 
debato,  Question  put ;  A.  100,  N.  214 ;  M.  lU 
(D.  L.  14) 

Amendt.  in  lino  3,  leave  out  "  One  of  the  olook 
a.m.,"  insert**  half-past  Eleven  of  the  olook 
p.m."(i/>*.  Broadhurtt),  1444  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt,  to  omit  from  the  proposed  New  Rule 
lines  8  to  13  inclusive  (Mr,  W,  B,  Smith), 
1447;  Question,  "That  the  words,  Ao. ;" 
put,  and  negatived 

Amendt.  in  Rule  I.  line  14,  to  omit  **  half-an« 
hour  after"  (Mr.  W.  H,  Sfuith),  1448; 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  dio. ;  "  put,  and 
negatived 

Amendt.  in  line  16,  leave  out  from  <*  inter* 
rupted,"  to  *'day,"  in  lino  25,  inclusive, 
insert  '*  and  the  Question  then  under  con- 
sideration shall  be  put,  unless  at  the  times 
before  mentioned  a  Motion  shall  be  made 
*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'  which 
Motion  shall  be  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  Debate.  If  such  Motion  bo  resolved 
in  the  affirmative,  tho  business  under  con- 
sideration shall  stand  adjourned  until  the 
next  day  on  which  tho  House  shall  sit.  If 
the  Motion  be  resolved  in  the  negative,  tho 
Question  under  consideration  shall  be  put 
forthwith  "  (Mr,  D.  Crawford),  1449 

Question,  **  That  the  words,  *  and  if  the  Houso 
bo  in  Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  leave 
tho  Chair,  and  make  his  report  to  the 
House ;  and  if  a  Motion  has  been  proposed 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
Debate,  or  in  Committeo  That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair, 
every  such  dilatory  Motion  shall  lapso  with- 
out Question  put;  and  the  business  then 
under  consideration,  and  any  business  sub- 
sequently appointed,  shall  be- appointed  for 
the  next  day  on  which  tho  House  shall 
sit,'  stand  part  of  tho  Question;"  afcer 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  23,  leave  out  from  **  sit"  to 
**  day,"  in  line  25, inclusive  (ifr.  F,  S,  Powell), 
1450  ;  Question  proposed,  *•  That  the  words, 
&c. ; "  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  29,  after  **thorecn,"  insert 
*•  and  on  any  further  Motion  "  (Mr,  LionJrd 
Courttietj),  1451  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  in  lino  81,  leave  out  «* half-past" 
(Mr,  W,  B,  Smith),  1451  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  Tliat  '  half-past,'  &c,  ;  "  alter 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Amendt.  in  line  35,  leave  out  "  by  a  Minister 
of  tho  Crown"  [Mr.  Bitehanan),  1455; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  by  a  Minister  of 
tho  Crown  *  Ac.  ;  "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  line  33,  leave  out  "half-past"  (Mr. 
\r.  U,  Smith),  1457;  Question  proposed, 
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••  That  the  vords,  Ac. ;  *'  after  short  de- 
bate, Qnettion  put,  and  negatired 

Amendt.  at  end,  add  "  That  whenever  the 
Home  IB  in  Committee  at  half-pait  Twelve 
of  the  clock  a.m.  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Wayt  and  Means  majr,  at  the  re- 
qaett  of  Mr.  Speaker,  take  the  Chair  as 
Depaty  Speaker,  for  the  purpoee  of  con- 
olading  the  basioess  of  the  sitting "  (Mr, 
Hawcrth),  1458  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  added ;  '*  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  at  end,  add  *That  the  Chair- 
man of  Waja  and  Means  do  take  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  when  requested  so 
to  do  bj  Mr.  Speaker  wiihoot  any  formal 
communication  to  the  Iloose.  And  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  nominate,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  every  Session,  a  panel  of  not  more 
than  five  Members  to  act  as  temporary 
Chairmen  of  Committees  when  req'iested  by 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means"  {Mr, 
LabcurJure),  ]458  ;  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  those  words  be  there  added  ; "  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.,  at  end,  add  **  That  if,  during  the  first 
quarter  of  an  hour  after  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  has  returned  to  the  Chair,  notice 
be  taken  that  40  Members  are  not  present, 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall,  unless  40 
Members  are  sooner  present,  suspend  the 
sitting  until  the  termination  of  the  said 
quarter  of  an  hour,  when  he  shall  count  the 
Uouse  or  the  Committee"  (Mr. Labouchere), 
1450;  Question  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  added  ; "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Feb  27,  1496 

II.— Closure  of  Debate  [Second  Night] 

Moved,  "  That  Questions  for  the  Closure  of 
Debate  under  Standing  Order  XIVa  shall 
be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if,  when  a 
Division  be  taken,  it  appears  by  the  numbers 
declared  from  the  Chair  that  not  less  than 
One  Hundred  Members  voted  in  the  Ma- 
jority in  support  of  the  Motion"  {Mr,  W,  B. 
Smith)  Feb  28,  1657 

Amendt.,  at  end,  add  "  Provided  always,  that 
should  tho  Question  for  the  Closure  of  De- 
bate be  decided  in  the  negative,  no  similar 
Motion  shall  bo  made  on  tho  same  Question 
until  after  the  time  of  two  hours  has 
elapsed "  {Mr.  DiHwyn),  1659  ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added  ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  1660;  after 
debate,  main  Question  put ;  A.  256,  N.  134  ; 
M.  122 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1674 

III.— Disorderly  Conduct 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
do  order  Members  whose  conduct  is  grossly 
disorderly  to  withdraw  immediately  from 
the   House  during  the   remainder  of  that 

[emu. 


Parliament — Suiiness  of  the  Hotue  {RuUm  of  Pt9* 
eedure) — ///.  Diiorderly  Canduct^eonU 

day*s  sitting ;  and  that  the  Serjeant-at-Arms 
do  act  on  such  orders  as  be  may  receive 
from  the  Chair,  in  pursuance  of  this  Rosole- 
tion.  But  if,  on  any  occasion,  Mr.  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  deems  that  his  powers 
under  this  Standing  Order  are  inadrqnate, 
he  may  name  such  Member  or  Members  ia 
pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order  (Order  io 
IJebate),  or  ho  may  call  upon  the  House  to 
adjudge  upon  tho  conduct  of  soeh  Member  or 
Members 

"Provided  always,  Tliat  Members  who  are 
ordered  to  withdraw  under  this  Standing 
Order,  or  who  are  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  under  the  Standing  Order 
(Order  in  Debate),  shall  forthwith  withdraw 
from  the  precincts  of  tho  Douse  sobjret, 
however,  in  tho  case  of  such  suspended  Mem- 
bers, to  the  proviso  in  that  Standing  Order 
regarding  their  service  on  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees "  {Mr.  jr.  B.  Santh),  1677 

After  debate,  Amendt.  in  line  8,  leave  out 
from  <*rOrdcr  in  Debate)"  to  end  {Sir 
Lyon  Pla^air),  1689;  after  further  short 
debate,  Question  put,  "  That  tho  words  '  or 
he  may  call  upon  the  House  to  adjudge  npia 
the  conduct  of  such  Member  or  Members 

"  Provided  always.  That  Members  wlio  are 
ordered  to  withdraw  under  this  Standing 
Order,  or  who  are  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  under  the  Standing  Order 
(Order  in  Debate)  shall '  stand  part  of  the 
Question  ;"  A.  135,  N.  85 ;  M.  60  (D.  L.  18) 

Amendt.  in  line  12,  after  '*  shall,**  insert  "  if 
Mr.  Speaker  or  tho  Chairman  so  direct'* 
{Mr.  Whitbread),  1696  ;  Question  proposed, 
*'That  those  words  bo  there  inserted;" 
after  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  89, 
N.  117:  M.28(D.  L.  19) 

Amendt.  in  line  13,  leave  out  from  "  House/* 
to  end,  add  *'  and  shall,  ipso  facto,  be  ex- 
empted for  the  same  period  from  sorvioo  on 
Committees"  {Sir  Henry  Tyler),  1700: 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  dw. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put;  A.  134,  N.  74 ;  M.  60 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1703 

IV.— Irrelevance  or  Repetition 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman, 
after  having  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  or  of  the  Committee  to  the  conduct  of 
a  Member  who  persists  in  irrelevance  or 
tedious  repetition  either  of  his  own  argu- 
ments, or  of  the  arguments  used  by  other 
Members  in  Debate,  may  direct  him  to  dis- 
continue his  speech"  (ifr.  W.  H,  Smith), 
1705 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  to 
end,  add  **  if  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  that  a 
Member  is  addressing  the  House  with  con- 
tinued irrelevance,  or  tedious  repetition,  or 
that  he  is  unduly  and  unnecessarily  prolong- 
ing Debate  and  ai  resting  the  Progress  of 
Public  Business,  Mr.  Spesker,or  the  Chair* 
man  of  Committees,  may  so  inform  tho  House 
or  tho  Committee 
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**  Thereopoti  any  Member,  rising  in  bis  place, 
iDAy  clnim  to  moTe,  That  tbo  Membor  in 
possession  of  tbo  Ilooso  bo  no  longor  heard 

<'  Sach  Motion  shall  be  pat  forthwith  without 
Amendment  or  Debate,  unless  the  Member 
in  possession  of  the  llouso  elects  to  discon- 
tinuo  his  speech,  in  which  case  be  may  so 
inform  the  Speaker,  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  the  Question  shall  not  be  put 

**  A  Member  who  is  put  to  silence  under  this 
Rule  by  order  of  the  House  or  the  Committee 
is  thereby  prcTcnted,  on  tho  first  occasion, 
from  taking  part  in  any  Debate  during  the 
remainder  of  that  sitting ;  on  the  second 
occasion  during  a  week ;  and  on  the  third, 
or  any  subsequent  occasion,  during  a  month 
from  the  time  when  such  order  of  the  House, 
or  of  the  Committee,  has  been  made"  {Mr, 
Chaplin),  1709;  Question  proposed,  "That 
the  words  '  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  tho  Chair- 
roan,  after  haying  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  or  of  the  Committee  to  the  conduct 
of  a  Member  who  persists  in  irrclevanco  or 
tedious  repetition,'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion ; "  after  short  debate.  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  in  Hue  3,  leare  out  ''either"  {Mr, 
Bradlaugh),  1712 ;  Question  proposed, 
"That  'either,'  ibc. ; "  after  short  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  170,  N.  94;  M.  76 
(D.  L.  21) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

v. — Motions  for  Adjournment  in  abuse 
of  the  Rules  of  tho  House 

Mored,  "  That,  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  a  Chairman 
of  a  Committee  of  the  wbolo  House,  shall  be 
of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  a  Debate,  or  ot  the  House,  during  any 
Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, or  do  leave  the  Chair,  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Uules  of  the  House,  he  may  forthwith 
put  tho  Question  thereupon  from  tho  Chair, 
or  he  may  decline  to  propose  the  Question 
thereupon  to  the  House  "  {Mr,  W,  H,  Smith), 
1713 

Amendt.  in  line  6,  leave  out  from  *'  Chair  "  to 
end  {Mr,  Senry  H.  Fowler),  1713  ;  Question 
proposed,  '*  That  the  words,  Ao. ;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  214,  N.  112 ; 
M.  102  (D.  L.  22) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

VI. — Government  Business 

Moved,  **  That,  on  days  on  which  Government 
bosiness  has  priority,  tho  Government  may 
arrange  such  Government  business,  whether 
Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motions,  in 
such  order  as  they  may  think  fit "  {Mr„  W,  S. 
Smith),  1720 ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

VII. — Committees  of  the  whole  Houso 

Moved,  "  That  whenever  an  Order  of  the  Day 
is  read  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  (not  being  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider a  Message  from  the  Crown,  or  the 
Coromitteo  of  Supply,  or  of  Ways  and 
Means),  Mr.  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair 
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without  putting  any  Question,  and  the  Houso 
shall  thereupon  resolve  itself  into  such 
Committee,  unless  Notice  of  an  Instruction 
thereto  has  been  given,  when  such  Instruc- 
tion shall  be  first  disposed  of"  {Mr.  IF,  K, 
Smith),  1721  ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

VIII.— AmoDdmentfl  on  Report 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  Report  stage  of  any 

Bill  no  Amendment  may  be  proposed,  which 

could  not  have  been  proposed  in  Committeo 

without  an  Instruction  from  the  House  {Mr, 

W.  H,  Smith) 

IX. — Divisions 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman, 
may,  at  his  discretion,  take  the  Vote  of  tho 
House  or  Committee,  by  calling  upon  the 
Members  who  support,  and  who  chnllengo 
his  decision,  successively  to  rise  in  their 
places ;  and  he  shall  thereupon,  as  he  thinks 
fit,  either  declare  the  determination  of  tho 
House  or  Committee,  or  name  Tellers  for  a 
Division  "  {Mr,  JF,  E,  Smith),  1722 

Amendt.  in  line  4,  after  '*and,"  omit  'Mio 
shall  thereupon,  as  he  thinks  fit,  either," 
insert  "  if  the  minority  be  less  than  40  ho 
shall  at  his  discretion "  {Mr,  Henry  H, 
Fowler),  1723;  Question  proposed,  ''That 
the  words,  tbo. ;"  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  to  end,  add 
*'  it  be  in  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  to  take  the  Vote  of  tho  House 
in  the  follon-ing  manner  :^He  shall,  on  his 
decision  being  challenged,  forthwith  order 
the  doors  to  bo  closed,  whereupon  he  shall 
call  upon  tho  Members  who  support  or  who 
challenge  his  decision  successively  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  he  shall  proceed  to  count 
them  one  by  one  in  an  audible  voice.  At 
the  conclusion  of  such  count  he  shall  declare 
the  determination  of  the  House  or  Commit- 
tee" {Mr,  T,  P,  GilC),  1724;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  the  words  '  Mr.  Speaker,  or 
the  Chairman,  may,  at  his  discretion,  take 
tho  Vote  of  the  House  or  Committee  by  call- 
ing upon  the  Members  who  support,  and 
who  challenge  his  decision,  successively  to 
rise  in  their  places ;  and,'  stand  part  of  the 
Question  ;  "  after  short  debate.  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Feb  29, 1732  ; 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  **  may,"  insert  **  after 
the  lapse  of  two  minutes  as  indicated  by  the 
sand-glass"  {Mr,  Henry  U,  Fowler),  1754  ; 
Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  "at  his  dis* 
cretion,"  insert  "  if  he  shall  be  of  opinion 
that  a  Division  is  called  for  dilatory  or  ob- 
Btruotive  purposes"  {Mr»  Shaw  Lefevre), 
1754  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
ibc. ;  "  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  leave  out  "at  his  discre- 
tion," insert  "  if  in  his  opinion  the  Division, 
is  frivolously  or  vexatiously  claimed  "  {Mr. 
Shaw  Ijefevre),   1754;   Question  proposed, 
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**  Thnt  *  At  his  disorotion/  Ao. ; "  after  short 
dchate,  Question  put,  and  negatirod  ;  words 
inserted 

Amendt.  at  end  of  main  Qnestion,  add  "  And, 
in  case  thero  is  no  DiTision,  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  shall  declare  to  the  Ilouse,  or  the 
Committee,  the  number  of  the  Minority 
who  had  challenged  his  decition,  and  their 
names  shall  be  thereupon  taken  down  in  the 
Iloase,  and  printed  with  the  lists  of  Di- 
Ttslons"  (Mr.  W,H,  Smith)^  1760  ;  (Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  those  words  bo  there 
added ; "  after  short  debate,  (Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed,  1762  ; 
after  short  debate,  main  Question  put  ; 
A.  236;  N.93:  M.143 

DiTtalon  List,  Ajes  and  Noes,  1703 

X.— Address  in  Answer  to  tho 
Queen's  Speech 

MoT(d,  '*  That  the  stages  of  Committee  and 
Report  on  tho  Address  to  Her  Majesty  to 
convey  the  thanks  of  the  Uouse  for  Her 
Miijesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  at  the  opening  of  the 
Session,  bo  discontinued  ''  {Mr,  7F,  H, 
Smith),  1760 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  leaye  out  from  *'That,"  to 
end,  add  '*  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty  be 
restricted  to  a  Motion  conyeying  the  thanks 
of  tho  Uouse  for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gra- 
cious Speech,  and  promising  the  careful  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  subjects  whioh 
Her  Majesty  has  recommended  to  their  con- 
sideration, and  such  Motion  shall  be  put 
without  Amendment  not  later  than  the 
third  day  of  the  Debate  thereon,  unless 
the  Uouse  shall  otherwise  order"  {Mr, 
Heneage),  1768 ;  Question  proposed, "  That 
tho  words,  d»c.  ;  "  after  short  jjcbate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

XI.— Public  Bills 

MoTcd,  "  That  after  WhiUuntide,  Public  Bills 
other  than  GoTernment  Bills,  be  arranged 
on  the  Order  Book  so  as  to  give  priority  to 
tho  Bills  most  advanced,  and  that  Lords 
Amendments  to  Public  Bills  appointed  to  be 
considered,  be  placed  first,  to  be  followed  by 
Third  Headings,  Considerations  of  Report, 
Bills  in  Progress  in  Committee,  Bills  ap- 
pointed  for  Committee,  and  Second  Read- 
ings" {Mr.  W.  H.  SaiUh),  1774 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  "That,"  insert  *'all 
Public  Bills  (other  than  Government  Bills) 
introduced  on  or  before  tho  first  Monday  of 
the  Session  shall  bo  set  down  in  the  Order 
Book  for  Second  Reading  in  a  list  to  bo 
called  '  The  Second  Reading  List  for  Wcd- 
nesdajB  up  to  Whitsuntide,'  in  an  order  to 
be  determined  by  the  number  of  signatures 
which  shall  have  been  subscribed  to  each 
such  Bill  at  the  close  of  tho  Sitting  on  the 
following  Tuesday,  each  Member  being  en- 
titled to  subscribe  his  own  name  to  three 
such  Bills  and  no  more;  those  Bills  which 
have  received  moat  signatures  being  placed 
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first,  and  tho  priority  in  the  ease  of  Bills 
which  bavo  received  an  equal  naoftber  ti 
signatures,  being  determined  by  lot,  in  a 
manner  to  be  prescribed  by  Mr.  Speaker; 
and  that  "  (Jfr.  Bryee),  1779  ;  Qnestiea 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  ie- 
■erted  ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with* 
drawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agree   to 

XII. — Bills  relating  to  Religion 
and  Trade 

Resolved,  That  the  SUnding  Order  of  the  9th 
and  SOth  of  April  1772  concerning  Bills 
relating  to  Religion  and  Trade  be  repealed" 
{Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 

XIII. — Standing  Committeei 

Moved,  "  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  Uoaas  ef 
the  1st  December  1882  relating  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  Proceediogs  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees for  the  Consideration  of  Bills  re« 
latiog  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping, 
and  Manufactures,  bo  revived 

"  Provided  always.  That  the  Committees  shaU 
consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  less  than 
Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of 
addition  to  the  said  Committees  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said 
Resolutions"  (Mr.  W.  H.  SmtUi),  1789 

Amendt.  after  "  Shipping,"  insert  *'  Agrical- 
ture"  {Mr.  Seneage),  1790;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  <  Agriculture,'  dto.  ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  1790;  after 
short  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

Parliament — Privilege  (  Wrongful  Arreet 
of  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien) 

Moved,  *<  That  tho  wrongful  arrest  of  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
in  going  from  tho  House  on  Friday.  10th 
February,  was  a  high  infringement  of  the 
Privilege  of  Parliament"  (Jfr.  Pieta*) 
F€b\S,2Q2 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.,  to  leavo  out  from 
flnt  '*  That "  to  end,  add  "  thia  House  re- 
grets that  an  indignity  should  have  been 
offered  to  the  honourable  Member  for  North 
Monaghan  ;  but,  considering  it  to  liave  been 
a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Police  Officer, 
does  not  think  it  nccoss.iry  to  proceed 
further  with  tho  matter"  (Mr.  Attorn^ 
Oeneral) ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  further  debate.  Question 
put,  and  negatived 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  thij 
House  regrets  an  indignity  should  have  been 
offered  to  the  honourable  Member  for  North 
Monaghan,  but,  considering  it  to  have  been 
a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Polico  OfBeer, 
does  not  think  it  necessary  to  proceed 
further  with  the  matter  *  bo  there  added  " 

Amendt.  to  said  Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after 
"  but "  to  end,  add  "  the  circumstances  at- 
tending bis  arrest  bo  referred  to  the  Com* 
mittoe  of  Privilogea  of  this  Uouse,  to  con- 
sider whether  any  or  what  action  ahoald  be 
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taken  Ibereapon,  «nd  what  roeasares  should 
bo  taken  to  prorcnt  sooh  oooarrences  in  the 
fatore*'  (J/r.  John  Morley)\  Question  pat, 
"That  the  words,  Ao.;"  A.  210,  N.  151  ; 
H.05 

Division  List,  Ajes  and  Noes,  301 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Pakuaicbnt — Houss  of  Lobds 

New  Peer 

Feb  28^The  Right  Honourable  Sir  IIonrjThnr • 
Stan  Holland,  Baronet,  G.G.M.U., 
created  Uaron  Knutsford  of  K nuts- 
ford  in  the  County  Palatine  of 
Chester 

Hepreaentative   Peere  for  Ireland   {Cer- 
tificatee) 
Feb^ — The  Earl  of  Kingston,  v.  Viscount 
Doneraile,  deceased 
The  Earl  of  Wicklow,  i;.  Visconnt 
Lifford,  deceased 

Sat  First 
Feb  21  ^Tho  Earl  Russell,  aftor  the  death  of 
his  grandfather 

PABIilAMENT — HoTTSB  OP  OoMMOXS 

I7eiff  Write  heued 
During  Reeeee 

For  Cambridge  University,  v^  The 
Right  honble.  Alexander  James 
Beresford  Beresford  Uope,  de- 
ceased 

For  Camberwell  (Dulwioh  Division), 
V.  John  Morgan  Howard,  esquire, 
County  Court  Judge 

For  Winchester  City,  v.  Arthur 
Loftus  Tottenham,  esquire,  de- 
ceased 

For  Liverpool  (Walton  Division),  v. 
The  Right  honble.  John  George 
Gibson,  Judge  of  High  Court  of 
Justice  (Ireland) 

For  Dublin  University,  v.  Dodgson 
Hamilton  Madden,  esquire,  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland 
Feb  9 —For  Southwark  (West  Division),  v. 
Arthur  Cohen,  esquiro.  Manor  of 
Northstead 

For  Borough  of  Dundee,  i;.  Charles 
Carmichael  Lacaita,  esquire,  Chil- 
tern  Hundreds 
Feb  lO—For  Edinburgh  Burgh  (West  Di- 
vision), V,  Thomas  Ryburn  Bu- 
chanan, esquire.  Manor  of  Korth- 
stead 

For  York,  West  Riding,  Southern 
Part  (Doncaster  Division),  v. 
Walter  Shirley  Shirley,  esquire, 
Chlltern  Hundreds 

Feb  l5—For  Bristol  (Western  Di- 
vision), V.  The  Right  honble.  Sir 
Michael  Edward  Hicks  -  Beach, 
baronet,  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade 

[eoni. 


PARU4USRT  —  Goxxoxs  —  New  Write  Issued^ 
cont. 

Feb  21— For  Deptford  Borough,  v.  William 
John  Evelyn,  esquire,  Chi  Item 
Hundreds 

Feb  23^ For  Hampstead,  v.  Sir  Henry  Thnr. 
Stan  Holland,  baronet,  G.O.M.G., 
now  Baron  Knutsford,  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers 

Ifew  Memhera  Sworn 
Feb  9  —  Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden,  esquire, 
Dublin  University 
Richard  Moss,  esquire,    Wineheeter 

aty 

Miles    Walker    Mattinson,    esquire. 

Borough  of  Liverpool  ( Walton  Di- 

vision) 
Denis   Kilbride,  esquire,    County  of 

Kerry  {Southern  Division) 
John      Blundell      Maple,      esquiro^ 

Borough  of  CamberwM  (Dulwioh 

Division) 
George  Gabriel  Stokos,  esquiro,  Com- 

brtdge  University 
Feb  20— Richard    Knight    Canston,   esquire, 

Southwark  { West  Division) 
Feb  2\—ll\\om7i%  Uyburn  Buchanan,  esquire, 

Edinburgh  Burgh  ( West  Divieifm) 
Feb  22— The  Right  honble.  Sir  Michael   Fd- 

ward  Hicks-Beach,  baronet  (^n<<o^ 

Burgh  ( West  Division) 
Feb  28 — Edward     Brodie     Hoare,     esquire, 

Ifampttead  Borough 
The  Honble.   William  Henry  Wcnt- 

worth    FitiwilUam,    York,     West 

Riding,  Southern  Fart  {Doncaster 

Division) 
Mar  1  —  Charles  John  Darling,  esquiro,  Q.G., 

Deptford 

Afflrmation 

Feb  20— Joseph  Firth  Bottomley  Firth,  esquiro, 

being   one    of   tho  people    called 

Quakers,    made    the    Affirmation 

required  by  Law,  Burgh  of  Dundee 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elections 
(Begistration)  Bill 

(2/r.  Stansfeldf  Mr,  Childere,  Sir  Charles  Russelh 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  69] 

Parliamentary  Flections 

The  Deptford  Election,  Questions,  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  21,  1003 

Winchester  Election,  Questions,  Mr.  Moss, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhopo)  Feb  24,  1363 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

{Mr,  Howell,  Mr,  T.P,  0' Connor ^  Mr,  Piekere- 

gill,  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr»  Fen  wick,  Dr, 

Huntery  Mr,  Warmington,  Mr,  Bowen  RoW" 

lands) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  10  [Bill  10] 
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Parliamentary  EleetioiiB  (MeetiBgs  in 
Schools)  BiU 

(Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Sir  XTghtred  Kay'ShuiiU- 
icorth,  Mr,  Heneaffe,  Mr.  Maitland,  Mr,  Chan- 
ning,  Mr.  CM,  Mr.  SUventon) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [BUI  45] 

Parliamentary    ElectionB     (Betoming 
Officers'  Expenses)  Bill 

^Mr.  Chiiders,  Mr.  Stamfeld,  Mr,  John  Morleyy 

Mr.  Broadhuret^  Mr,  Asquith^  Mr,  Picton) 
9.  Ordered  ;  road  1«  •  Feb  10  [BiU  70] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Setnming 
Officers'  ^penses)  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  EitUmont,  Sir  Oeorge  Trevelyan, 
Mr,  Hunter,  Mr,  M*Swan) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [BiU  i] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Seamen's 
Votes)  Bill 

(Mr.  Atkimon,  Sir  George  Baden'Powell,  Sir 
Edtcard  Birbeek,  Mr,  Brookfield,  Marquees  of 
Carmarthen,  Sir  James  Corry,  Sir  Donald 
Carrie,  Colonel  Duncan,  Mr.  Donkin,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Mr,  Qourley, 
Mr,  Heneage,  Mr.  King,  Sir  Charles  Palmer 
Sir  John  Puleston,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutherland,  Mr,  Whitley,  Sir  Samuel 
Wilson,  Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinek) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  28  [BiU  150] 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  Bill 

(Baron  Dimsdale,  Mr.  Woodalf,  Sir  Robert  Fowler, 
Sir  William  Uouldsworth,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
Mr,  lltingworth,  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  Stansfeld 
Dr.  Cameron) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [BUI  11] 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary, 

ftcO 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair " 
(Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope)  Feb  15,  531 ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Pabnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Parliament— Basiness  of  the  Uoose,  Res.  1395 

Parliament — Basineu  of  the  House  (Kales  of 
Procedure),  Res.  V.  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment in  Abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  Uouse, 
1718:  IX.  Divisions,  1720;  XI.  Public 
Bills,  1780 

Parliament  —  Prirllego  ( Wrongful  Arrest  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  263,  293,  298, 
299 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
svcr  to,  Amondt.  333,  310,  034,  03G,  637, 
723,72^;  Report,  1270 


Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Preston  Mruce) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1"*  •  Feb\0  [Bill  6^] 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  road  £•" 
Feb  22,  1203;  after  short  debate.  QnestiM 
put;  A.  91,  N.  168;  M.  77  (D.  L.  10) 

Pauper   Lnnatics*    Asylxuna    dreland) 
(Officers'  Superannoatioii)  BUI 

(Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Chance) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  •  Feb  20  [BiU  135] 

Read  2«  Feb  23, 1349 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Ireland— BvictioDS — The  Rotams,  095 

Feel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Sprakbb, 
The) 

Feruiona — Cwil  List  of  George  III 

Question,  Mr.  Ilanbory  ;  Answer,  The  S«ere- 
tar/  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  23, 
1239  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Ilanburj,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Tireak- 
sury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  28. 1649 

Personal  Property  Exemption  Bill 

(Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr,  Pieiom, 
Mr.  Cossham,  Mr.  Chinning,  Mr,  M*Swam, 
Mr.  Ho  worth) 

e.  Ordered ;  road  !«»•  Feb  15  [BUI  126] 

niannacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  l^t^  1 

(  The  Earl  of  Milltown) 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Feb  16  (Nob  IS) 

Read  2*  Feb  24,  1352 

PiGKERSGiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bothnol  Green, 

8.W. 
Factory  Acts — Sweating  System  at  the  East 

End  of  London,  383 
Houses  of  Parliament— The  Police,  379 
Law    and    Justice— Liverpool    Assizes — Sea* 
tcnces    of   Corporal    Punishment    by    Mr. 
Justice  Grantham,  1205 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  aa 

Address,  680 
Metropolitan  Pol  ice —Questions 
Case  of  Constable  b.oy,  151,  254 
Crossing  Sweepers,  1815 
Numbers,  U89,  1841 

Stipendiary  Magistrate  of  West  Ilam  aad 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  559 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  la  An* 

swcr  to,  223 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis— Trafalgar 

Square,  47 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — The  Re* 

turn,  871 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  BoanI  of 
Trade,  1620,  1527 
Police,    Counties    and    Boroughs,    Great 
Britain,  1517 
Vaccination    Laws  —  Fines,    Am. — Bradford 
West  Riding  Court,  712 
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PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leie$it&r 

A»A  (Central)— Afghan  Bountlnry,  150 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and   Procedure   Act. 
1687— Cn808  of  M.   Moynibnm  and   T. 
Quinlan,  218 
I^w  and  Jastice— Mrs.  Hjan,  a  Prisoner 
for  Contempt,  1833, 183  i 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouso  ( Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  IX.  DWisiohs,  1744 
Parliament— Privilege   (Wrongful    Arrest    of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  262,  263,  279 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8]— 
MisG^llaneoos  Expenses,  1877 

Piers  and  HarT)oiirB  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

(ifr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Clanep,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Caretc) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*» •  Feb  10  (No.  43) 

Places  of  Worship  Sites  Bill 

(Mr.  John  EllU^  Mr.  BroadhwrH,  Mr,  Burt, 
Mr.  M' Arthur,  Mr.  Denry  WiUon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •Fthn  [Bill  93] 

Playfair,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 

Leeds,  8. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Xlouse, 
1400;  II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1007;  III. 
Disorderly  Conduct,  Amendt.  1688;  IV. 
Irreleranoe  or  Repetition,  1709  ;  XIII. 
Standing  Committees,  1791 

Flowden,  SitW.  0.,  Woherhampton,  W. 
Army  (Ordnance  Store  Department) — Exa- 
mination and  Aooeptanceof  Leather,  1824 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
•wer  to,  952 

Pltjnket,  Eight   Hon.  D.  S.  (First 
Commissioner  of  Works),  Ihnhlin 

Dniversily) 

Metropolitan  Improfements— St.  Martin's-le- 
Orand,  865 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Trees  in  St.  James's 
Park,  1357 

Parliament — Palace  of  Westminster — West- 
minster Ilall^  Restoration,  713 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — The  Re- 
turn, 871 

Pluralities  Acts  Amendment  Act,  1885i 
Amendment  Bill 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bangor) 
h  Presented ;  read  1"  *  Mar  1  (No.  26} 

Poinding  (Scotland)  BiU 

^Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Bolton,  Mr.  MExoan,  Mr.Baird^ 

Mr.  Howdt) 
9.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  10  [Bill  36] 

Poor  Law  (Ekolakb  and  Wales) 

Boards  of  Ouardiant — Oakum  Picking,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
^^^23,1216 


Pooa  Liw  {England  and  WaU»)^eoni, 

St,  Olav$*$  Board  of  Guardians,  Question, 
Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  Fresidont  of  the 
Tx)oal  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Feh2S,  1216 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

[Mr.  Marris,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Mr,  Thomas 
Oill,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Maurice  Mealy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  10] 

Poor  Bates  (Metropolis)  Bill 

{Mr,  Fiekersgill,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  James  i?otc« 

lands,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  road  1»»  Feb  10  [Bill  87] 

Port  and  Harbour  Authorities  (Ireland) 
Bill 

{Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Mr,  Feter  M'Bonald, 
Mr,  T.  Harrington^  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr.  Dioyer 
Oray,  Mr.  Hooper) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Feb  10  [Bill  46] 

PoRTMAN,  Hon.  E.  B.,  Dorsetshire,  If. 
Charity  Commissioners— Milton  Abbas  S'*hool, 
Blandford,  Dorsetshire,  12i6 

Post  Opfiob  (England  and  Wales) 

(  Questions) 

Addresses—**  and  Co.,"  Qaestioos^  Mr,  Brad- 
laogh ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  21,  904 

Dismissal  of  Samuel  Harvey,  a  Letter  Carrier, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  f«awson  ;  Answer,  'I'ho  Post- 
master General  (SCr.  Raikes)  Feb  24, 1375 

Oovernment  Electrical  Factory,  Hollowxt/, 
Question,  Mr.  Norris ;  Answer,  The  Tos't- 
master  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  J^V^  16,  649 

Inland  Revenues-Stamps  for  Cheques,  ^c. 
Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Gedge  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  24, 
1SA3 

Postage  to  India  and  China,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
J.  M .  Maclean ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  14,  870 

Festal  Charges  at  Shanghai,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Urnniker  lleaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  37,  1487 

Postal  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  Ilcnnikcr 
Ilcaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gencrnl 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  27,  1487 

RC'direetion  of  Letters,  Question,  Mr.  HotIo  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Feb  10,  150 
Delivery  and  Detention  of  Letters,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  14,  371 

Select  Committee  on  Sunday  Postal  Labour, 
Questions,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  10,  513 

Travelling  Post  Offiees^Sunday  Duty,  Qucs* 
tion,  Mr.  Tuite;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  20, 803 

[eont. 
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Post  Ofvjoi  (England  and  IFaU$)—eonU 
Mail  Servicer 

The  EnpUih  Mail  to  South  Africa,  Question, 
Mr.  Dixon- Uartland  :  Answor,  Tho  Post- 
master Gonoral  (Mr.  Raikcs)  Feb  K».  040 

Autiralian  Mail  Contracts  —  Privileget  to 
Foreign  Steamert,  Qaestions,  Mr.  llenniker 
Ilfaton ;  Answers,  Tho  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  24,  13«5 ;  Feb  27,  1487  ; 
Mar  I,  1817 

Irregular  Delivery  nf  the  Irish  MniU,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  De  Cobain ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Uaikes)  Feb  28,  1G52 

Mail  Detpatchee  to  the  United  States,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Montaga ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  27.  1474 

Mail  Contracts— Suliidiee  to  Steam  Shipping 
Compamee,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Uartland  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Feb  21,  989 ;  Question,  Mr.  llen- 
niker Ileaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  21, 1364 

SaTIKOB   BaKK  DXPARTIIKXT 

Question,  Mr.  Tuite ;  Answer,  Tho  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  23, 1239 

TbLSOBAPH   DlPARTllKirT 

Central  Telegraph  Office^  Promotiott,  Question, 
Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  23,  1244 

DeduetioM  jrom  Pay,  Question,  Mr.  Carow  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  (Seneral  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  1,  1820 

Money  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  llenniker  Uea- 
ton;  Answer,  Tho  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Feb  20,  871 

The  Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  llenniker  Ilea- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Uaikes)  Feb  20. 808 

PovFLL,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wtgan 

Parliament— Business  of  the  lloase  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1460;  V.  Motions  for  Adjournment  in 
Abuse  of  the  Roles  of  the  lloase,  171A ; 
IX.  Divisions,  1742 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8) — 
Charity  Commission,  1528 

Fbiscb  MiinsTEB  {see  Salisbttry,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Bill 

[Mr,  mWam  Corbet,  Mr.  DUlwyn,  Mr,  P.  /. 
Power,  Dr,  Cameron,  Mr,  MoUoy) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  Ifi  [Bill  83] 

PBOYAin),  Mr.  A.  D.,   Ghegow,  Black- 

friare,  ice. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1083 

Publie  Departmenii 
Attendance  tn,  Question,  Mr,  Tuite  ;  Answer, 
The    Chancellor    of   the    Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Feb  10,  148 

leont. 


Publie  Deparlmenti^oonU 

Superannuation  AUowaneea,  Questions,  Mr. 
Norris,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 
Smith) /V5  21,  1006 

Public  JBTealth 

Infectious  Diseases — Compulsory  Notijieation, 
Question,  Mr.  IIow.ard  Vincent ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  tho  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  27, 1409 

Inspection  ofln/tabited  Rouses,  Question,  Mr. 
1'horburn  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritohie) 
F^  13,  255 

Public  Houses,  Hours  of  Closing  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

(Or.   Cameron,   Mr,   M* Lagan,    Mr.    Caldwell, 

Mr,  Angus  Sutherland) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [BiU  85] 

Public    Houses     (Ireland)    (Saturday 
Closing)  Bill 

{Mr,  T,  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr,  Lea) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Ftb  10  [Bill  3] 

Public  Meetings — Metropolis 

Observations,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  13,  261 

Special  Shorthand  Reporters,  Qaestlons,  Mr. 
Labouehere,  Mr.  Marnm,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An* 
swers,  Tho  Attorney  General  (Sir  Riehard 
Webster)  Feb  16,  656 

Tower  Hill,  Question,  Mr.  Montagu;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  13.  253 

^(r/a/^ar<S<7uartf,  Question,  Mr.  Canninghame 
Graham  :  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  the  llome  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  20,  879 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis 
NotiecB  of  Amendments  on  the  Address,  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  Sir  Charles  Russell,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  Feb  9,  47 

Moved,  *'  That,  haTing  regard  to  the  import- 
ance of  preserving  and  protecting  the  right 
of  open  air  public  meetings  for  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  the  Metropolis,  and  with  a  view 
to  prevent  ill-will  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted  by  a 
Committee  of  this  Uouse  into  the  oonditions 
subject  to  which  such  meetings  may  be  held, 
and  the  limits  of  the  right  of  interference 
therewith  by  the  Executive  Government" 
{Sir  Charles  Russell)  Mar  1,  1879 ;  after 
long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

Public    Record    Offioe^Usc    of  Inl  in 

Transcribing 
Question,     Mr.     Bradlaugh ;    Answer,    The 
Attorney   General  (Sir  Richard   Webster) 
Feb  24,  1354 
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Public  Trustee  Bill 

(Jtfr.  Jfo'icard  Vtttecni,  Sir  Albert  SoUit, 
Mr,  AncUraon,  Mr.  Uradtaugh) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  !»•  Feb  10  [Bill  00] 

PuLESTOK,  Sir  J.  H.,  Bevonpori 

OiTil    SerTioe    Writers— Promotion     to    the 
Lower  DirisioD,  1040 

Quarries,  Inspection  of— Legislation 
QuestioD,  Mr.  Broadhorat :  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  11,375  ;  Question,  Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  17,  718 

BAmSi  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaater 
General),  Cambridge  University 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1409,  1429,  1459;  II.  Closure  of  Debate, 
1668;  III.  Disorderly  Conduct,  1C84  ;  XI. 
Publie  Bills,  1784 
Post  Office^  Questions 

Addresses— «<  and  Co,"  994 
Australian  Mail  Contracts,  1488, 1818  ;— 
Privileges  to  Foreign  Steamers,  1363, 
13G6 
DeliTcry  and  Detention  of  Letters,  371 
English  Mail  to  South  Africa,  511 
Government  Electrical  Factory,  Holloway, 

549 
Irregular  Dolirery  of  the  Irish  Mails,  1653 
Mail  Contracts — Subsidies  to  Steam  Com- 
panies, 1365 
Mail  Despatches  to  the  United  States.  1474 
Non-delivery  of  a  Registered  Letter,  860 
Postage  to  India  and  China,  376.  377 
Postal  Charges  at  Shanghai,  1487 
Postal  Orders,  1487 
Post  Office  and  Inland  Revenue— Stamps 

for  Cheques,  Ac.  1354 
He-direction  of  Letters,  151 
Samuel   Harvey,  a  Letter   Carrier,  Dis- 
missal of,  1375 
Savings  Bank  Department,  1340 
Select    Committee    on    Sunday    Postal 

Labour,  543 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  868 
Subsidies  to   Steam  Shipping  Companies, 

989 
Telegraph  Department — Central  Telegraph 
Office— Deductions  from   Pay,  1829;^ 
Promotion,  1244 
Telegraph  Money  Orders,  871 
Travelling  Post  Offices—Sunday  Duty,  863 
Post  Office  (Ireland)— Questions 

Dublin  (Telegraph  Department)— Miss  M. 

A.Gough,  1817 
Salaries — Delay  in  Payment,  1306 
Sorting  Office,  Dublin.  1359 

Bailway  and  Canal  Companies*  Charges 
Bill 

(^«>  Bemhard  SamueUon,  Mr,  A,  H,  Jckmd, 
Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Dwyer  Gray,  Mr,  Hunter, 
Mr.  J,  MaeUan,  Sir  Albert  BoUit,  Mr. 
Winterbotham^  Mr.  JFoodali) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Feb  10  [BUI  40] 


Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Freaton) 

I  Presented  ;  read  !••  Feb  14  (No.  12) 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»  *'  Mar  I , 

1793 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  aAer  (*«  That ")  insert 
(*'  no  general  measure  dealing  with  railway 
traffic  can  be  considered  satisfactory  which 
does  not  prohibit  preferentbl  rates  in  favour 
of  foreign  imports")  {The  Earl  of  Jersey), 
1799;  after  debate,  on  Question.  "  Tlint 
the  words,  Ao. ;"  Coot.  72,  Not- Cent.  45  ; 
M.  27 

Division  List.  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  1806 
Resolved  in  the  affirmative ;  original  Motion 
agreed  to ;  Bill  road  2* 

Bailway  Companies  (Carriage  of  Fish) 
Bill 

{Sir  Edward  Birkbeek,  Mr,  Totnlinson,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr,  Barclay,  Mr, 
Malloek,  Mr.  Oilhooly,  Sir  Albert  Bollit) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^"*  Feb  10  [Bill  72] 

Bailway  Begnlation  Bill 

{Mr,  Channing,  Mr,  Broadhuret,  Mr.  Charlee 
Fdrker,  Mr.  A.  M,  Dyke  Acland,  Mr.  //. 
X.  Laweon,  Mr.  John  EUie,  Mr.  Jaeoby) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1« •Feb  19  [Bill 84] 

Railways  (  Acquisition  hy  the  State) 

Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Fd3  17, 
717 

Bankin,    Mr.    J.,    Herefordshire,    Leo* 

minster 

Colonization— Colonial  Conference.  13-37 

Education  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 
Award  of  the  Merit  Grant.  1652 

Industrial  Schools  Act,  1875 — Amendment- 
Emigration,  1358. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Ilouse, 
1420 

Truck  Act,  1887— Payment  of  Wages,  1053 

Basoh,  Major  F.  0.,  Essex,  8.B. 

Army     (Ordnance     Department)— The    New 

Guns,  993,  1644 
Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  1634 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  195 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford,  N. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887-* Boycotting  the  Police— Sentences, 
1221, 1222 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  724,  725,  741,780 

Reformatory   and   Industrial   Schools  — 

Legislation 
Question,  Sir  William  Houldsworth  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
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Reformatory  and  InAutrud  Sch$cil§ — Legiilation 
— cont. 

pnrtment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  14,  360: 
Qaeilion,  Sir  Ughtrcd  KAj-Shuttloworth  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretnrj  of  Stnto  for  the  Homo 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Ftb  16,  514 

Begistration  of  Firms  Bill 

{Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Sir  Bernhard  SamusUon,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  3fr.  Zoekwood,  Mr.  Woodall, 
Mr,  Maelure,  Mr,  IF.  L.  Bright,  Mr,  John 
Barry,  Mr,  Sayne) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  10  [UiU  31] 

Reid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumfries,  SfC, 

l*arliament — Business  of  tb«  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  IX.  DiTisions,  1780 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1916 
Supply  (SupplementAry  Estimates,  1887-8)~- 

MiscclianeouB  Eipcnscs,  1878 

Bepresentation    of    the    People    Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Murphy,   Mr,  Timothy  Harrington,  Mr, 
.    Chance,  Mr,  Maurice  Healy,  Mr,  O'Doherty, 

Mr,  T.  M.  Healy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  fV6  10  [B;ll  29] 

Beproductive  Loan  Fund  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  {Mr.  Hayden, 

Dr,  Commine,  Mr.  0*  Kelly,  Mr,  Conway) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  GO] 

BionARD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
lotormediatc  Education  (Wales),  878 

RiPON,  Marquess  of 

rarliament— (Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  44 

BrroHiB,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Goyemment  fioard), 
Towir  EamleU^  Si,  Oeorffe's 
Allotments  Act,  1887— Common  Pasture,  546 
Crown  Land— (^mpulsory  Purchases,  1485 
County  Boundaries — Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion, 149 
Grand  Junction  Water,  2R.  ICSO 
Immigration  of  Foreign  Paupers  into  England, 

149 
Poor  Law   (England  and  Wa^.es)— Boards  of 
Guardians— Oakum     Picking,    1216 ;— St. 
Olave's  Board  of  Guardians,  1215 
Public    Health  —  Infectious    Diseases — Com- 
pulsory Notification 
Inspection  of  Inhabited  Houses,  255 
Rabies  in    Dogs  —  Recommendations  of  the 

Select  Committee,  547 
Snpply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

Special  Missions  Abroad,  1875 
Vaccination  Laws — ^Fioes,  Ac— Bradford  West 
Riding  Courf,  712,  713 


BoBEBTs,  Mr.  J.,  Ftinl,  Sre. 

Wales — Tithe  Agitation — Tithe  Seiiurcs  and 
Sales,  1844 

BoBERTSOK,  Mr.  E.y  Dundee 

Comnattee  of  Public  Accounts,  Session  1887, 

1367 
Croaers'     Holdings    (Scotland)    Act    (1886) 

Amendment,  2  K.  1100 
Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family — The 

Seleot  Committee,  561, 1494, 1495 
Ireland— Adminiitration  of  the  Law—*'  Blunt 

V.  Byrne,"  879 
Law  and  Justico— House  of  Lords — Appeals, 

1476 
North  Ameriean  Fisheriet— The  Treaty,  1248 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1391 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Prooedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 

1414 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  529 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8, 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rulet  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1413,  1444  :  IX.  Divisions,  1751 
Supply  (^Supplementary   Estimates,  1887-8)— 
County  Courts,  1540,  1545 

BosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester^  8, 
Water  Supply— Apprehended  Water  Famine, 
877 

BosBBEBT,  Earl  of 

Afriea  (South)— DeUgoa  Bay  Railway,  1466 
Office  of  Works  and  Publio   Building;s,  846, 

847 
Treaty  of  Wa&hington,  692 

BowLAin)s,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury,  E, 

Law   and    Police — Street    Robberies  in    St. 

Luke's,  149, 1647 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  688 
Metropolitan  Improrements — New  Street  from 
llolborn  Town  Hall,  1229 
St.  Martin*8.Ie-Grand,  865 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  110 

BowLANDs,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan- 
shire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  209 

BowNTREE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Sea    Fishery    Department — Trawling    within 
Territorial  Waters,  1486 

Sof/al  Family,  Grants  to  Members  of  the-^ 

The  Select  Committee 
Questions,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mr.  Labouohere, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone ;  Answers,  The  First 
lx>rd  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Feb  16,  561 ;  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Robertson ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  27, 1494 
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Qaestion,  Mr.  Piokers^rni;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
Feb  20,  871 

BrssELL,  Sir  0.»  Baekney,  S, 

Criminal   Law   and   Procedure  (Ireland)  Aot, 

1887  (Cases  Tried),  1120 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  070 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Order  of 

Public  Business,  1204,  1200 
Parliament— PriTilege    (Wrongful   Arrest    of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  274,  270 
Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  480 
Pablio  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis—Trafalgar 

Square,  48 
Pablio  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1879, 

1800,1001,  1900,1012,  1913 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  8, 

Ireland— Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights— Tho 
Bull  Rock,  1481 
Irish    Land    Commission  —  Schedule    of 
Prioes,  545 ; — Sub-Commission  for  Co. 
Down,  382 
Lighthouse  lilominants,  248 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  565 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  445,  448,  451,  454,  658 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday 
BiU 

(Mr,  James  Sitvetuonf  Mr.    Walter  James,  Mr. 

Charles    Wilson,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mr.   Cozens- 

Uardy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  76] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Cornwall)  Bill 

{Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Bichford' Smith,  Mr, 
Bolitho,  Mr,  Conybears,  Mr,  Courtney,  Mr, 
M'Arthur) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  }••  Feb  13  [BiU  102] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  LeOf  Sir  Jnmes  Corry,  Sir  William  Ewart- 

Mr.  John  Bedtnond,  Mr.  T.   W.  Buesell,  Mr' 

Jordan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"^  *  Ff6  10  [Bill  86] 

Read  2^and  eommittod  to  a  Select  Comm. 
Feb  13,  301 

Salisbitbt,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 
Bnlgaria^-Europe.in  Turkey,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  1212 
Franco— Price  of  Bread.  608 
House  of  I^rds — Ilour  of  Meeting,  006 
Law  of  Dtslrcss  Amendment,  Comm.  liOO 
London  Thcatrca— Captain  Shaw's  Report,  601 
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Mr.  M'Noill,  Death  of,  at  Boulogne,  807 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  36,  42, 14 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech — Delmte  on  tho 

Address,  Personal  Statement,  133, 135, 136, 

13» 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  1803 
Theatres— Burning  of  the  Exeter  Theaitre— 

Report  of  Captain  Shaw,  080 
Treat  J  of  Washington,  692 
Truro  Cathedral  Fabrio  and  SorTices,  Select 

Committee,  084 
Viriseetion,  Motion  for  Papers,  1811 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Anthropometrieal  System,  1817 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedaro),  Res.  IX.  DiTisions,  1787 

Samuelson,  SirB.,  Oxfordshire,  Banbury 
Army    (Ordnance    Dep.ircment)  —  Tho    New 

Guns,  093,  1241 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887 — Tho  Instrae- 

tions,  548 

Sandhtjbst,  Lord 

Colonisation — Answers  to  Circular,  697 
Sweating  System,   Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1609 

Sakdts,  Colonel  TL.lilL.,Laneaeh%re,  S.  W,f 
Bootle 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  828 

Sattndersok,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N, 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  111.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
16S1 

Parliament^ Queen's  Spccoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  398,  409,  410,  414,  415,  419,  421, 
752 

Saving  Life  at  Sea  Bill 

{Mr,  Howard    Ytneent,  Sir   Edward  Birkbeeh 
Lord  Charles  Beretford,  Mr,  Hoare,  Mr,  Men* 
xies.  Captain  Price   Mr  Malkek) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Feb  1  [Bill  89] 

School  Board  Elections  (Scotland}  Bill 

{Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr,  M' Lagan,  Mr.  Estletnont) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  5 1] 

School  Board  for  London  Election  Bill 

{Colonel  Hughes,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Sir  Ouyer 
Hunter,  Mr,  La/one,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay  •Shuttle" 
tp&rth,  Mr.  Isaacs) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  10  [Bill  78] 

School  Board  for  London  (Pensions)  Bill 

{Sir  Richard  Temple,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth,  Afr.  M* Arthur,  Str  Ouyer  Hunter,  Mr, 
Francis  Powell,  Mr.  Cent- Davis) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  10  [Bill  40] 
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School  Fees  (Non-Fanpen)  Bill 

{Mr.  LUwtUyn,  Sir  Richard  Pagft,  Mr.  Hot- 

houte,  Mr.  Whilmore,  Mr.  Quilter) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  1'  •  Feb  10  [Bill  IS] 


tl 


SoHWAVir,  Mr.  0.  £.,  Manchester^  N. 

Ireland— Land^Tbe    "Plan    of   Campaign, 
266 


ScoTLAKD,  Secretary  for  {eee  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

SooTLAKD  {QuedioM) 

Crofters^  Commtuion  —  Holdings,  Qacstion, 
Sir  George  Trevelynn ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Adrocato  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  24, 
1376 

Diititulion  in  Lewis,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adrocato  (Mr.  J.  II.  A. 
Macdonald)  Feb  10,  148 

MeaMlee  in  the  hland  of  /.tfwif.  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  20.  800 

DUtrea  in  the  Highlands,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Mncdonald)  Feb  U,  379 

Lo€€U  Oovernment,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trca* 
snrjT  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Feb  14,  383 

Inspectors  of  Mines  ( Western  Vistriet),  Qnes- 
tions,  Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Scoietarj 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  27,  1472 

Register  of  Sasinss,  Edinburgh— Ofice  of 
Keeper,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Msckinto»h  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A. 
Macdonald)  Feb  13,  249 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Macdonald  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  1, 
1826 

Education  (Scotland) 

School  Board  Elections,  Question,  Dr.  R. 
Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  28, 1047 

Salmon  Fishbriss  (Scotland) 

Tweed  Fisheries  Acts ^^ Amendment,  Question, 
Mr.  Thorborn ;  Answer,  The  I#ord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  28,  1651 

FisBKBT  Board  (Scotland) 

Purchase  of  Seats,  Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  Mar  1,  1830 

Latt  and  Justicb  >(  Scotland) 

Case  of  John  Auld,  a  Bankrupt,  Questions,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.H.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  1, 1920 

Bankruptcy  Laws — Imprisonment  for  Debt — 
Legislation,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J,  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  Feb  23,  1244 

Thb  Maoistract  (Scotland) 

The  Sfif  riff  of  Sutherland,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
donald Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  Fib  21,  990 

IcoMt, 


Scotland—- roii^ 

Prihonb  (Scotlakd) 

Prison  Commissioners  —  Closing  of  Cupar 
County  Prison,  Question,  Mr.  Anstrother; 
Answer,  The  I^rd  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  n.  A. 
Macdonald)  Mar  1,  1S27 

Scotland — Bating  and  Faltuition 
Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  consider  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Bating  and  Valnatioa 
of  the  various  kinds  of  Property  subject  to 
Assessment  in  Scotland,  and  to  report  what 
amendments  may  be  necessary  therein*' 
{Mr.  Edmund  Robertson)  Feb  22, 1206 

Sea      Fishery    DepartmetU  —  Drawling 

uithin    Territorial    Waters    on    the 

English  Coast 

Questions,   Mr.  Rowntree,    Mr.   Esslemont ; 

Answers,  The   President  of  the   Board  of 

Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  The  Lord 

Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  27, 

1480 

Select  Vestries 

/.  Bill,  pro  formd,  rcid  1»  Feb  9 

Sklwik-Ibbetsok,  Sight  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 

Essex,  Epping 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  and  the  Padding- 
ton  Trustees— Sale  of  Land,  1819 

Selwyn,  Captain  0.  W.,  Camhrid^a,  Wie- 
beach 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoasa  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.   HI.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1093 

Seychelles  Islands^  The — Island  of  Ufahi 
Question,  Commander  Bethcll ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the    Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  10,  552 

Shebhak,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Kerry,  E. 

Ireland — Boycotting— Death  of  Miehacl  Sal* 
Clivan,  Car  Driver,  Killarney,  1642 
Irish  Land    Commission  Court,   Kerry- 
Fair  Rents.  1480 

Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  Extracts  Bill 

{Mr,  Caldwell,  Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  &> 
Archibald  Campbell,  Mr,  Edmund  Bobcrtspm, 
Mr,  Mackintosh,  Mr,  Anstruther,  Mr,  Chm' 
ninghame  Graham) 

c.  Ordered ;  i«ad  l«  •  Feb  27  [Bill  143] 

SiDMourn,  Viscount 

Vivisection,  Motion  for  Papers,  1810, 1811 

Silver  Plate — Re%tr%etion»  on  the  Manu- 
facture and  Sale 
Question,  Mr.  Kimbor  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Chan- 
cellor  of   the    Exchequer    (Mr.  Goscbeo) 
Feb  10,  543 
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SiHox,  Sir  J.,  Ddwshurj/ 

Morocco — Alleged   Outrage   upon    a   British 

Subject,  1659 
Parliament — Busineas  oF  tho  Houso  (Rulot  of 

Procedure),  Res.  HI.  Disorderly   Condaot, 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Burnley 

Bormah  (Upper)— Forces  Emplojed — Nnmbor 
and  Costs,  709 

India— Railway  from  Sukkar  to  Sibi^The 
Scinde-Pisbin  Line,  85S 

Parliament — Queen's  Speecb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  938 

Slavery  Law  Consolidation  Bill 

(Mr,  Affred  Petue,  Sir  Itohert  Fowler^  Sir  John 
Kennaioay^  Mr,  Winterbotham,  Mr,  Henri/ 
A'tMtruther) 

c.  Ordered  ;  real  l»  •  Jfei  10  [Bill  42] 

Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  CaldwtUy  Mr,  Sinclair,  Mr,  Tkorhitrn, 
Mr.  Provand) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Feb  10  [BiU  41] 

Small  Holdings  Bill 

(Mr,  Jetae  CoUiugt^  Mr,  JRohert  Reid^  Mr,  Burt, 
Mr,  Winterhotham,  Mr,  Broadhurtt,  Mr,  Cobb, 
Mr,  Neumes,  Mr,  Flower,  Mr,  Pitt-Leicit) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  i^Vi  10  [Bill  0] 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of   the  Treasury),    Strand,    WetU 

minster 

Admiralty — Mr.  F.  W.  Smith,  a  Lower  Divi- 
sion Clerk,  1368 

Agricultural  Department — Agricultural  and 
Dairy  Schools,  1848 

Army — Ciyil  Appointments  for  Rescrre  and 
Discharged  Soldiers,  1849 

Army  and  Nary  Estimates,  Select  Committee 
on — Re-appointment,  1654 

Blind,  The—Report  of  tho  Royal  Commission, 

1008 
Board  oflnland  RoTenue— Political  Servants, 

1847 
Boundary  Commissioners — The  Report,  1250 

'Customs  Department— Political  Servants,  1848 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887— Charges  for 

Searching,  1849 
Distress  among  the   Labouring  Classes- Ap* 

pointment  of  a  Royal  Commission,  382 

Education  Department — Technical  Education, 

1250 
Kj^ypt^ Judge  Advocate   General  at    Cairo, 

256,257,502,503,879 

Factory  Acts— Sweating  System  at  tho  East 
End  of  London,  383 

Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family— A 
Seleot  Committee,  501,  1405 

India  (Finance,  Ac.)— Increase  of  the  Salt 
Tax,  147 

lennt. 


SiiiTn,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  ^^eont, 

Ireland  -Questions 

Belfast  a  ••  City,"  253 

Unrbours    and    Railways— Report   of  the 

Commissioners,  157 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works  -• 
Drainage  and  Land  Improvement,  564  ;— 
Railway  Mismanagement,  1006 
Limited   Liability  Acts  Amendment— Holders 

of  Stock  in  Companies,  1005 
London  Corporation— Charges  of  Malvorsa^ 

tion,  258,  259 
Mr.  Bradlnugh  and  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury, 

Personal  Statement,  60 
Mr.  R.  T.  Gunton,  Private  Secretary  to  the 

Prime  Minister,  1251 
Pari  iamen  t — Questions 
Adjournment,  1595 
Business  of  tho   House,  561,  565,  1204, 

1205, 1251,  1252.  IdSl,  1382,  1850 
Queen's  Speech— Debate  on  the  Address, 
1008 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1382, 

1390,  1390 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1400,  1421,  1424,  1426,  1436,  1439,  1442, 
1445  ;  Amendt.  1447, 1449, 1450, 1451,  U52, 
1453,  1455,1456,  1457.  1458,  1460,  1162; 
II.  Closure  of  Debate,  1057, 1671  ;  III.  Dis- 
orderly  Conduct,   1677,  1690,  1697,  1703  ; 

IV.  Irrelevance  or  Repetition,  1705,  1713  ; 

V.  Motions  for  Adjournment  in  Abuse  of  the 
Rules  or  tho  House,  1712,  1713,  1716, 
1718;  VI.  Government  Business,  1720, 
1721  ;  VII.  Committees  of  the  Whole  House, 
1721,  1722;  IX.  Divisions,  1722,  1725, 
1745,  1754,  1755,  1758,  1759;  Amendt. 
1760  ;  X.  Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Queen's 
Speech,  1760,  1773;  XI.  Publio  Bills, 
1774;  XII.  Bills  relating  to  Religion  and 
Trade,  17S7;  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
1787,1789 

Parliament— Privilege    (Wrongful    Arrest    of 

Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  298,  200 
Parliament-  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,87,  182,  1118, 1119, 1120  ;  Report, 
1192,  1194 
Publio  Departments— Superannuation  Allow- 
ances, 1U07 
Publio  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,    261 
*  Railways — Acquisition  by  the  State,  717 
Rating  Assessments — Exemption  of  Lunatio 

Asylums,  1494 
Scotland — Local  Government,  383 
Sugar  Bounties  Conference — Banquet  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  1634 
The  Papers,  1008 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1687-8) — 
Pacific  Islanders*  Protection  Act,  1875 
1874;  Amendt.  1875 
Special  Missions  Abroad,  1860 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Reeovery,  1250 
Town  Holdings  Committee— Re-appointmcnt, 

157 
Wales— Intermediate  Education,  878 
Water  Supply — Apprehended  Water  Famine  , 
877 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Merits  K 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  o 
Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1758 
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SMirn,  Mr.  S.,  FlinUh're 

British   Columbia— Introduction  of   Riibbltf, 

372 
rarHnment— Queen'i  Speech,  Aildrest  in  A.D- 

•wcr  to,  Amendt.  926,  961,  979 
Walos—Tithe  Asitntion— Qaestions 

Cwin,  Co.   Flint—Allesed  Assault  bj  an 

Emergency  Man,  1476 
«Emergonoy  Men,"  1217 
Emplovment  of  Military,  1834 

Soldiers'  and  SaUors'  Disabilities  Be- 
moval  Bill 

{3ir,Jefrey9t  Mr,  Mowbray,  Mr,  Howard  Vincent, 

Mr,  Whitmore,  Colonel  Hwfhes) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1» •Feb  10  [Bill  66] 

BoLiciTOB    Gbkeral    {tee  Olaekb,   Sir 
E.  G.) 

SOLTCITOB     GeKEBAL     foi*    IrELANP     (#W 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

Solicitors'  Annual  Certificate  (Dnty  Be- 
pea2)Bill 

{Mr,  0*Eea,  Mr.  Arthur  (y Connor,  Mr.  Bwyer 

Gray,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr,  MCartan^  Mr,  Deaty) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  F^A  10  [Bill  C7] 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  BUI 

(Mr,  Maurice  ffealy,  Mr,  Jleynoldt,  Mr.  O'Sea, 

Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  O'Doherty) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !*»  •  Feb  71  [Bill  140] 

Southern  Pacific,  lilandt  of  the 

The  Convention  of  1847.  Question,  Mr.  John- 
ston ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fcr- 
gusBon)  Feb  27,  1473 

The  Loyalty  Jshnde—Sxpultion  of  the  Rev. 
John  Jones,  Questions,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  An. 
swers.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  23  1237 

The  New  Hebridet,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  20,  873  [See  title  Pacific^ 

Spain 

Alleged  Murder  of  a  Britieh  Merchant  Seaman 
btf  a  Spanish  Sentry  in  the  Port  of  Bilbao, 
Question,  Admiral  Field;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  23,  1232 

The  Madrid  Conference,  Question,  Sir  Robortj 
Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Feb  10,  148 

Spbakee,    The   (Right  Hon.  Arthub 

Wellbsley    Peel),    Warwick   and 

Leamington 
Army  (India)— Licensing  of  Immorality,  1231 
Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotlnnd)     Act    (1886) 
Amendment,  2R.  1197, 1198 


SpgiREC,  The— Mfi^ 

Estimates.  The,  1497,  1493 
Ireland— Criminal  Law   and   rroecdmra    Act, 
1887— Questions 
Arrest  of  Membpru,  53,  244,  1657 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Gilhooly,  M.P.,  710 
Kcm.ind  of  a  Member  in  Custody,  857 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  aa 

Address,  670,  076 
Mr.   Cunninghamo   Graham's  ImprisonmeAt. 

67 

Parliamtnt--Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  1352 

New  Kules  of  Procedure,  1883^Rule  I. 

Sittings  of  the  House,  1496 
Publto  Dills— Amendments  to  Question  for 
2R.— Parochial  Boards,   Ac— Crofters 
Ao.  Bill,  1490 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Iloase  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  tho  House, 
1403,  1435,  1447,  1458,  1460;  11.  Closure 
of  Debate,  1650,  1660,  1671  ;  III.  Dis- 
orderly Conduct,  1600, 1695  ;  IX.  Di?i8ions, 
1724,  1754,  1759:  X.  Address  in  Answer 
to  the  Queen's  Speech,  1774 

Parliament  —  Privilege  (Wrongful  Arrect  of 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Urien),  Res.  362,  263,  266, 
268 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  58  :— Addreaa  in 
Answer  to,  187,  454,  463,  523,  528,  629, 
530,  647,  725,  730,  746,  921, 1119  ;  Report, 
1276 

Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (OIBcera 
Superannuation),  2  K.  1319 

Public  Accounts,  Nomination  of  Seleol 
Committee,  1850 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis— Trafiilgar 
Square,  879 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1954 

Ways  and  Means,  1348,  1349 

Speeches  in  Parliament  Bill 

( Jfr.  Atkinson,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Maclurtf 

Mr.  Howard  Vincent) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  28  [Bill  149] 

Sfekosb,  Earl 
Army— Koyal  Barracks,    Dublin— Inaanitary 

Condition,  Res.  85  ft,  857 
Ireland— Agrarian    Outragct— The    Returns 
242,  243,  690,  691 

Spencer,  Mr.  J.  Ernest,    Weet  Brom-^ 

tcieh 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.  1.  Sittings  of  the  Hooaa, 
1437 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Railway  and  Canal  Trafllo,  2R.  1805 
Tniro   Cathedral   Fabric   and    SerTtces,  2R. 
702 ;  Select  Committee,  982,  985 

Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.   (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),  Lincolnshire, 
Jffbrncastle 
Army— Questions 
Bedding,  371 
Chaplain's  Department,  1378 
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Staviiopb,  Right  Uod.  E.^eon/. 

CiTil  Appoiotments  for  Retcrro  and  Dig- 

chargeti  Soldier*,  1850 
Entrance  Examinations  at  Woolwich,  380 
Household  Troopa — The  Medical  Servioo, 

651 
Officers  at  Reviews  and  Inspections,  1225 
Purchase  of  Artillery  Horses,  1816 
Uojal  Barracks,  Dublin  —  Insanitary  Con- 
dition, 154 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores,  995 

Army   (Auxiliary   Forces)-^ Extra  Capitation 
Grant — Camp  Allowance,  992 
5th  Jjincashire  Artillery  Volunteers,  1371 

Army — War  Office— 1st  Lancashire  Engineer 
Volunteers,  255 
Re-organization — Recent  Order  in  Council, 
253 

Army — War  Office — Contracts—  (Questions 
Default  from  Tenders,  1839 
Returns,  ISiO 

Specification  and  Inspection,  1821,  1825 
Supply  of  Leather,  1377 

Army— War  Office— Ordnance  Department^ 

Questions 
Failure  of  a  10-lnch  Gun,  872 
Mngnzino  Rifle,  1232 
New  Guns,  903,  1211, 1212,  lGt5 
Pneumatic  Dynamite  Gun,  253 
Recent  Appointments,  1810  • 
Store  Department — Inspection  and  Reeep- 

tion  of  leather,  1616,  1617, 1823, 1821 

Commons    (Metropolis) — Wandsworth    Com- 
mon— Damage  by  Vehicular  Traffic,  511 
Italy  and  Abyssinia— Massowah,  510 
Parliamentary   Elections— Winchester    Elec- 
tion, 1308,  1309 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wednaihary 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  151 
Supply  (Supplementary   Estimates,   1887-8)— 
Salaries,  Allowances, and  Expenses  of  County 
Court  Officers,  ho.  in  Ireland,  1575 

Stanley  of  Aldbrley,  Lord 

France^Prioe  of  Bread,  008 


Stanley  of  Preston,  Lord  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffie,  1 R.  370 ;  2R.  1703 

Statute  Law  R&vuion  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  llowell :  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  llichard  Webster)  Feb  17,  715 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  Bill 

{Mr,  Fenwiek,  Mr.  William  Crawford,  Mr,  BuHf 
Mr.  William  Abraham  {Olamorffan),  Mr.  Pick' 
ard,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Feb  21  [Bill  137J 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Middhiex,  Harneey 
Food  Supply — Exportation  of  Cattle,  d{0.  from 
the  Argentine  Republic,  1 189 


Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.»  Suffolk,  Eye 

Friendly  Societies — A  Royal  Commission,  2.50 
Law  and  Justioe  (England  and  Wales) — Suffolk 

County  Courts,  092,  1470 
Parliamont — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Aq« 

swer  to.  Report,  1203 
Zanzibar — Land  Disputes,  373 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirheudhright 

Army  (Auxiliary   Forces) — Extra  Capitition 

Grant — Camp  Allowance,  992 
Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotland)    Act    (1830) 

Amendment,  2R.  Amendt.  1196, 1201 
Parliament—Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An  - 

8werto,183,  1U7,  1152 

Stipendiary  Haifistrates  (Pensions)  Bill 

(iS/r  Riehard  Temple,  Mr.  Oodion,  Mr.  Haetings) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  02] 

Straffobd,  Earl  of 

London  Theatres— Captain  Shaw's  Report, 
002 

Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst,  and  the 
Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich— Re- 
commendations of  the  Board  ot  Visitors, 
1351 

Btratheden  and  Oamfbell,  Lord 

Bulgaria — European  Turkey,   Motion  for  an 

Address,  1207 
Offiee  of  Works  and  Publio  Buildings,  819 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shorediteh,  Hoxton 

Army  (India)— Licensing  of  liumorality,  1231, 
1843 

City  of  London  Parochial  Chart ties^Tho  Re- 
turn, 1001 

Contagious  Diseases  Ordinances  in  Crown 
Colonies,  1002 

Indian  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (Act  XIV.  of 
1863}  ;  and  Cantonment  Acts,  1240 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse.  501,  565 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addross  in  An* 
swer  to,  018 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  IX.  Dirisions,  1748 

Snffiragans'  Homination  Bill 

{Mr.  Tomlinton,  Mr.  John  Tntboi,  Baron  Dime* 

dale,  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Admiral  Field,  Mr^ 

Penrote^Fitigerald,  Mr.  Dixon^Hartlani) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  road  1**  * 
Feb  10  [Bill  33] 

Sugar  Bounties 

The  International  Conference,  Question,  Mr. 

Burt;   Answer,   The   Under  Secretary   of 

State  for  the  Colonies    (Baron   Henry  do 

Worms)  Ftb  23, 1247 
The  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 

Smiih)  Feb  21,1008 
The  Banquet  at  the  Foreign  Ofiee,  Question, 

Mr.   Biggar ;    Answer,  Tho  First  J^rd  of 

the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Feb  29. 
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Sullivan,    Mr.  T.   D.,  Dublin,    College 
Oreen 
Ct'itniiial  Law  nnd  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887  (Cases  Tried).  1125 

SUPPLY 

The  EitimcUet,  Qoesiions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Childcrs  :  Answeri, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Trcavury  (Mr,  W.  IJ. 
Smith),  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Feb^l,  U07 
Select  Committee  on  Army  and  Navy  Etlimatet 
— Re-appointment,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  28, 165i 

SUPPLY 

UcBoWed,  That  this  Ilonse  will,  To-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty (Mr.  W.  ti.  Smitii)  Feb  23 

Considered  in  Committee  Feb  27,  UOO— CirxL 

SKRVlCas(SaPPLKMKXTART  EsTlUATB8.1887-8) 

— Class  I. — Public  Wobks  axd  Boildixos, 
Votes  21,  2,  and  3;  Class  II.— Salariks 

AMD  EXPBXSKS  OF  CiTIL  DsPARTllKNTS,  VoteS 

9.   6,  10  and   17;   Class   HI. —  Law  and 

Justice,    Votes   5,    II,    16,  10,  and    28  ; 

Class  IV. — Education,   Scikncb,  axd  Art, 

Vote  4 
Resolutions  reported  Feb  28 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  I,  1851 — Citil 

SbRVIOKS  (SUPPLRMBNTART  ESTIUATBS,! 887-8) 

— Class  IV. —  Educatio.^,  Scibxgb,  axd  Art, 
Vote  7 ;  Class  V. — Forbioit  and  Colonial 
Skrticbs,  Vote  5;  Class  VII.—Misoblla- 
XBoufl,  Votes  1  and  2 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  2 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mt\  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr,  SoUeitor  General  for 
Ireland f  Colonel  King-Harman) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Feb  20,  079;  aaer  short  dcb.ite,  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1®  * 

[Bill  131] 

Butuerland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Parliament— Public    Bills — Amendments    to 

Question  for  2 U. —Crofters,  Ac.  Dili,  1406 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1020,  1036,  1016,  1017,  1054,  1100, 
1108.1109,  1110 

Sweating  Syztem 

Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Ifr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Feb  14,  383 

Mored,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  sweating  system 
at  the  east  end  of  London,  and  to  report 
thereon  to  the  House :  and  that  the  wit« 
ncsses  before  the  said  Select  Committee  be 
examined  on  oath  "  ( The  Rarl  of  Dunraven) 
Feb  28,  1508 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 


Tanxbr,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

InUnd  Reronue — CustomsO (Boors  for  Bonded 

Warehouses,  1235 
Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  f^w  and  Procedure  Act,  1887^ 
Sentence  on   the  Mayor  of  Cork,  711, 
866 
Law  and  Justice — "  Blunt   v,   Byrne  "* — 

Prison  Clothing,  13C4 
Law  and  Poliee — Alleged  Polioe  Ootrmges 

in  Cork,  860,  862 
Lunatio    Asylums — Cork  District  Lanatie 
Asylum  —  AppointOMit   of    Rar.    Mr. 
Kerr,  1355 
Magistracy  —  Kanturk    Petty     Sessions 

Court,  1370,  1401 
Poor  Law— Maoroom   Union — Protestant 

Inmates.  1355,  1356 
Riots,  d(o.— City  of  Cork,  1470,  1471 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  4e.],  Comm. 
531 


Technical  Education  Bill 

(Sir  Henry  Boicoe,  Sir  Uy hired  Kay-Shu  tile- 
worth,  Sir  Bernhard  SttmueUon^  Mr.  O.  Dixcn, 
Mr.  Arthur  Aeland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  10  [Bill  53] 

Technical  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Peter 
McDonald,  Mr.  Mayne,  Mr,  Murphy,  Mr. 
Alderman  Hooper) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [BUI  33] 

Temple,  Sir  H.,  Worcester ,  Evesham 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  045 

Tenure  of  Houses  in  Towns  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Foley,  Dr.  For,  Mr.  Crilly,  Colonel  Nolan, 

Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  10  [  Bill  19] 

Theatres  {London  and  the  Propinees) 
Burning  of  the   Exeter    Theatre--' Report  of 
Captain  Shaw,  Question,  ObservAtions,  The 
Earl  of  MiUtown  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter and    Secretary  of    State  for    Foreign 
Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury )  Feb  21, 
085 
CoMtruction — Legislation,  Question,  Sir  Staf- 
lord  Northeote ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) Feb  16,  543  ;  Question,  Mr.  Tatton 
Egerton  ;  Answer,  The  ScoroUry  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb  28, 1650 
London  Theatres -^Report  of  Captain  Skate, 
1882,  Observations,  The  £arl  of  Strafford, 
Lord   Magheramorne ;    Reply,   The    Prime 
Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflhirs  (The  .Marquess  of  Salisbury)  Feb  17 
092 
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Theatres  (Metropolis)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Dixon'Sariiand,  Mr.  Wbodall,  Mr^  Lawton, 

iiir  Albert  HolUi) 
e.  Ordered;  read  !«•  Feb  10  [Bill  37] 

Thobbubk,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Publio     Ilenlth  —  Inspection    of    Inhabited 

Houses,  255 
Scotlnnd—Salmon  FisberieS'-Tweed  Fisbcrics 

Acts — Amendmcnf,  1651 

2\(he  Bent-  Charge  Recovery — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  tbo  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Feb  23. 1250 

ToiCLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Ilouse, 
1417 

Town  Holdings  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  Lawion ;   Answer,  The   First 

Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 

Feb  10,  157 
Select  Committee  re-appointed  Feb  10,  211 
Select  Committee  nominated  Feb  20  ;  List  of 

the  Committee,  1703 

Trade  and  Commerce 
ExporU  from  Germany,  1885-1836,  Question, 

Colonel  Bridgeman ;  Answer,  The  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  MiohAol  Hieks- 

Boach)  Feb  27, 1473 

[See  title  Labouring  Clanes] 
Failure    of  Messrs,   Oreenwag,    Smith,    and 

Oreenway  {the  JVarwiek  Hank),  Question, 

Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  Foreign   Affairs   (Sir  James 

Fergnsson)  Feb  10,  155 
Foreigih    Compttition^Mr.    Oxffen^s    Report, 

Question,     Mr.    Mundella ;     Answer,    The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 

Hicks- Beaoh)  Feb  27,  1480 
Trustee  Savings  Baiike— Failure  of  the  Cardiff 

Savings    Bank,    Question,    Mr.     Howell ; 

Answer,  The  Chaccellor  of  the  Exchequer 

(Mr.  Goschen)  Feb  16,  552 

Trades  Unions — Statistical  Tables 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  lor  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  13,  249 

Trawling  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hunter,  Mr*  Maedonald  Cameron^  Mr. 
Barclay,  Mr,  Ettlemont) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Mar  1  [Bill  155] 

T&BA8T7KY— First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbkasttrt,  a  Lord  of  (see  Maxwell,  Sir 
H.  E.) 

Tbeasury — Secretary  to  (ses  Jaoksok, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 


Dreatff  of  Washington 
Questions,   The  Earl  of  Roscbery  ;  Answers, 
The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) Feb  17,  692 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Nolan,  Mr,  Chance,  Mr.  Oilhoolg,  Mr. 
Marunif  Mr*  Sheehan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  road  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  CO] 

Teevelyan,  Eight    Hon.    Sir   0.    0., 
Glasgow,  Bridgeton 
Crofters  Commission^ Holdings,  1375 
Tarliament— Business  of  tho  House,  Res.  1306 
Tarliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  HI.  Disorderly  Conduct, 
1690 ;    V.    Motions    for    Adjournment    in 
Abuse  of  tho    Rules  of  tho  House,  1716, 
1720;  IX.  DiTisions,  1752 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  385,   387,  392,   lii,  1101,  llOi, 
1120;  Report,  1280 

Truck  Act,  IHS7— Payment  of  Wages 
Question,  Mr.  Rankin;  Answer,  Tho  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  Feb  28, 
1053 

Tmro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Services 

Bill  [H.L.]  {The  Lord  Steward) 

I.  Presenled  ;  read  1*  ^  Feb  10  (No.  8) 

Read  2",  after  debate  Feb  17,  COS 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  after 
short  debate  Feb  21,  982 

Moved,  *'  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  best  means  for 
providing  for  the  matntenanoe  and  for  tho 
services  of  the  Cathedral  Church  of  Truro  " 
( The  Earl  Stanhope),  984  ;  after  short  de« 
bate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Select  Committee  nominated  Feb  24  ;  List  of 
tbo  Committee,  1353 

Tburo,  Lord 

Army  <—  Reserve     Forces  —  Transport    and 

Field  Artillery,  140 
Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Services,  2  R.  701 


Trust  Companies  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Hobhouse) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  !•*  Feb  10 


(No.  7) 


TuiTB,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  N. 
Customs    Establishment  —  Outport    Writers, 

1830 
Customs  (Statistical  Department) — Report  of 

Committee,  1830 
Government  Departments,  Attendance  in,  148 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  124 
Post    Office  (England  and  Wales)— Savings 
Bank  Department,  1239 
Travelling  Post  Offices— Sunday  Duty,  863 
Post  Office  (Ireland)^Sa*ario9— Delay  in  Pay- 
ment, 1360 
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Tnrb    y  (Ireland)  BiU 

(-Jfr.  Zm,  J/r.  r.  WP;  J^tfM^//,  Mr,  Sinclair) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  F#6  10  [Bill  39] 

Turkey— ThB  BardanelleB— Alleged  Pur- 
chase of  an  Island 
Question,   Mr.    Brjco ;    Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Forefj,'n  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergoison)  Feb  27, 1406 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yartnouth 

Armjr  (Ordnaneo  Department)— >Fnilaro  of  a 

lO-inch  Gan,  871 
Farliament — Basiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Frocedure),  Res.  III.  Disordcrlj  Conduct, 

Ros.  Amcndt.  1700,  1703 
War    Office   (Ordnance  Department)^Pnen- 

matic  Djnamite  Gun,  253 

University  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Ur.  Biggar,  Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  JHllon,  Dr.  Fox, 
Mr,  Thomas  Oill,  Mr.  T.  P.  0*  Connor,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr,  T.  M.  McaJy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*>  •  Feb  10  [Bill  30] 

University   of   Glasgow    (St.  Mnngo's 
College)  Bill 

(Mr,  Baird,  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  Maton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  13  [Bill  108] 

Vaccination  BiU 

(J/r.  Pieton,  Mr.  Mold^n,  Mr.  M' Arthur,  Mr. 

Jamee  EllU,  Mr.  Caiman,  Mr.  Channing) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  77] 

Vaeeination  L%we — Finee^  Sfc. — Bradford 
Weet  Riding  Court 
Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,   Mr.   Pickcr9gill ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Temment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  17,  711 

Vagrants  Bill 

{Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir 
John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Marry  Davenport,  Mr* 
Caiue) 

e.  Oi-dcrcd ;  read  1*>  •  Feb  U  [Bill  126] 

Venezuela 

Etepuliion  of  a  British  OMeial,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affaira  (Sir  James  Fcr- 
gusson)  F«fr  27.  U78 

Humoured  BosiiHUes,  Question,  Mr.  Ilanbury- 
Tracj ;  Answer,  The  Under  Sieretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson)  /"e^  20, 881 

ViwcBKT,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 
Annj  (Ordnance  Department) — New  0*2-incb 

Guns,  1242 
Distress  among  the  Labouring  Classes — Ap- 
pointment of  a  Rojal  Commission,  382 
Metropolitan    Police— Charges   of   "  Black- 
mailing," 1230 


VxscMT,  Mr.  C.  E.  ll.^eont. 

Parliament — Buiincsa  of  the  llouso  (Rules  ot 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sitting!  of  tho  Uooso, 
1410 

Parlinmont — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  803 

Public  Health — Infectious  Diseases— Com pid- 
Borj  Notification,  14C9 

Viviieeiion 
Mored,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Mnjestj  for  corrcspondaoco 
between  Ilcr  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  tho  Ilome  Department  and  llie  Anti- 
Vivisection  Society  in  rcforeneo  to  two 
recent  cases  in  which  the  law  relating  to 
vivisection  appears  to  have  been  coutra- 
vencd"(r/itf  Viscount  Sidmoutk)  Mar  I, 
1810;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 


Waddt,  Mr.  8.  D.,  Lincolnshire^  Briyy 
Parliament^ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  183 

Wages  (Ireland)  BUI 

(Mr.  De  Cobain,  Mr.  Fenwieh,  Mr,  MowdTj 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  De  Cobain)  Feb  2\, 
1121  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [BiU  132] 

Wales  ( Queetione) 

Jnterniediaie  EdHeaiian — Legislation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Kiohard  ;  Answer,  The  First  Ixird 
of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Feb  20, 
878 

TJie  Tithe  Agitation 

Cwm,  Co,  Flint ^AUeged  Aseault^an  Emer^ 
geney  Man,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith;  An- 
swer, Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the  llome 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  27,  1476 

"  Emergency  Men,"  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Smith, 
Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis;  Answers,  Tho  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho  ilomo  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  23.  1217 

Employment  of  the  Military,  Questions,  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis :  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  Departoaent 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  1,  1834 

Tithe  Seizures  and  Siks,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Roberts ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  llome  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  1,  1844 

Wallace,  Mr.  B.,  Edinburgh,  E, 

Parliament — Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 
Frocedure),  Res.  IX.  Divisions,  1760 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1118, 
1110,  1140,1152 

Wab  Depahthskt — Secretary  of  State 
{eee  Stai?hopb,  Kiglit  Hon.  E.) 

War  Depaetmeivt — Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  {eee  Habbis,  Lord) 
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Wab  Depabtment — Financial  Secretary 
(w^Beodbick,  Hon.W;  St.  J.  F.) 

Wabiko,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  I^. 

Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Ljiw  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Alleged  Meetings  of  Suppressed  Branches 
of  the  National  League,  882 
Poor  Law— Workhoufes,  707 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public  Works — 
Drainage  Works,  707 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  X.  Standing  Committees, 
1789 

Wabmikgtok,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Ifonmouihj  W. 
Parliament—Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  House, 
1419 


War  Office — see  Army 

Waier  SuppUff  Th& — Apprehended  Water 
Famine 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Roscoe;    Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.   H. 
Smith)  Feb  30,  877 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Okugow,  Camlachie 
Limited    Liability    Acts    Amendment    Bill- 
Holders  ot  Stock  in  Companies,  1005 
Railways — Acquisition  by  the  State,  717 
Scotland— Distress  in  tho  Highlands,  370 
Vcneiuela— Expulsion    of  a  British  OflScial, 
1478 

WATS  AND  MEANS 
Inland  Ebybkce 

Board  of  Inland  Revmue^Offidalt  and  PoH- 
tieal  Organizations,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  1,  1847 

Cuttoms  Oficerefor  Bonded  JFarehouses,  Ques- 
tion,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen)  Feb  23, 
1385 

Siampt  on  Bankers^  Cheques,  Question,  Mr. 
Dixon-Hartland ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Feb  16, 
545 

Transfer  Stamp  JhUies— Compounding,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  S.  Williamson ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen^ 
Feb  23,  1218 

The  Financial  Statement  of  XSSI— Relief  of 
local  Taxation,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Gcechen)  Feb  16,  560 

WA  TS  AND  MEANS 

MoTed,  '*  That  (bis  House  will,  To-morrow, 
resoWe  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
tho  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply 
to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  "  {Mr,  W,  II, 
Smith)  Feb  23,  1348  ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Escist— Adulteration  of  Malt  Liquors— Sale 
of  Beer,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Mar  1,  1825 

YOL.  CCOXXII.    [tdibd  sbbies.]) 


Webster,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  QeneraR 
Me  of  Wight 

AflSrmations,  153 

Criminal  Evidence,  Motion  for  Leave,  981 

Criminal    Law  —  Sentences    of    Flogging    at 

Liverpool  Assizes,  1249 
Law  and  Justice— House  of  Lords^ Appeals. 
1476 

Law  of  Evidence— County  Court  Practice. 
655 

Parliament— Privilege(Wrongrul  Arrest  of  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien),  Res.  272,  278 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  630,  635,  636,  637,  639,  645,  646, 
647,  649,  654 

Public  Meetings  —  Special  Shorthand  Re- 
porters, 556 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  1890 

Public  Record  Office— Use  of  Ink  in  Tran- 
scribing, 1354 

Statute  Law  Revision  Committee,  715 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 
County  Courts,  1540,  1544 

Truck  Act,  1887— Payment  of  Wages,  1653 

Webster,  Mr.  E.  G.,  St,  Pancras,  E. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  669,  670,  679,  681 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster— West- 
minster Hall— Restoration,  713 

Wemtss,  Earl  of 

Army— Reserve  Forces— Transport  and  Field 
Artillery,  139,  143 

Whaetow,  Mr.  J.L.,  York,  W.R.,Sip(m 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  58 

Whipping  Bill 

{Mr.  Milvain,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley,  Mr,  Wharton^ 

Mr.  Fulton,  Mr,  Samuel  Smith) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  57] 


Whitbrbad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Parliament-^Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.  III.   Disorderly  Conduct, 
1678;    Amendt.   1696;    XI.  Publio    Bills, 
1783  ;  XIIL  Standing  Committees,  1790 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool,  Ever  ion 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouso  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  I.  Sittings  of  the  Ilousa, 

1431 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8)— 

Bankruptcy    Department  of  tho  Board  of 

Trade,  1525 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  Powblt.-,  Birmingham^ 
S, 

Criminal  Law — Sentences  of  Flogging  at  Liver- 
pool Assises,  1240, 1033 

Williamson,  Mr.  J.,  Lancashire,  Lancaster 
Army  (India)— Licensing  of  Immorality,  1231 
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WiLLiAMSOir,  Mr.  S.,  Ktimarmek,  Sec. 

Inland    Rerenne — Trnnifer    Stamp  Dotica— 
Compounding,  1318,  1219 

Wilson,  Sir  S.,  ForUmouih 

Army    Ordnance    Department^  A    Magazine 

Rifle,  1233 
Greenwich  Uoapital  Fond,  1230 

Worki  and  Puhlie  Buildtngi,  Office  of 
Obwrrationa,  Lord  Lamington ;  Reply,  Lord 
Henniker;   short  debate  thoreoD  Feb  20, 
841 

WoBXS — ^First  Oommifisioner  {see  Plun- 
KST;  Biglit  Hon.  D.  B.) 


WoBTLRY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Sttart-  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  HaUam 

Members  of  Pari  lament^  Index  to  the  Retomi 
1247 

Wbioht,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Nottingham^  8. 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1887-8}— > 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Dublin,  1533 

JSanzihar — Land  IHeputee 

(^esttoD,  Mr.  P.  S.  SteTcnson;  Answer.  Tho 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  F06  14»  973 


ERRATA. 

Page  174,  line  13,  from  bottom, /or  57  per  cent,  read  70  per  cent. 
„        line  9,  from  bottom,  for  76  per  cent,  read  57  per  cent. 
Page  813,  linos  37  and  38,  from  top,  /or  East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane)  read  North  Cork  (Mr.  Flyno). 


END   OV   VOLUME   OOOXXII.,    AND   FIRST   VOLUME 

OF   SESSION    1888. 


LOWDOW:    OOBNKLTTJS  BXTCK   &  SON,   22,   PATERNOSTER   ROW,    B.C. 
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